A Survey of Papers on the Visual Depth Perception in 1982
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I BITHNEOFHIAND S
(1) HEEE

54, Rogers & Graham (1976) &, TV &L e Ko b o %2 — VU DSEEFEDIFEPES &
WICGHEB U CTEMNT A LI ICERTECEICE > THEDZEMTESHEENES < O & AR
KAV 2= LedlAh, ZCRAFRIRTENBERTIZEEZRNE U, 4],
Rogers & Graham (31) 3, AT 7= 72H0, EBHHEEORITERBIENIS E DR
DHDD, ZOBEORIEE KB H
ik M1-(a) WREN TS, CRT L Goone | R

WERRINIZ TV EF L e Ky b es¥i —
Vid, FY LR PRI ORI ET Y __ ——
Ya A — AT > THHS 13 FEEES) DI
CHEB L, M1-(b) D&Hicv 7 XA Lﬁ“ — Ot
50 THbL, WHBBE>HICETHT S e os
BECIE, MMED MO o b IR o
ERFIC, MR Z B H I —

7 PENBo FybeX2—vpZoDk e Lo~ [mmoner
HIY 7 FPREHEERWCHEHBH LT B
DT, FEEBEETLEY 20HEAE @)
FINbo HEEEZDRIT KR B K IE
(B &, ™MMED F o b OAExHHY
HEEEAEN TR LI TRk oM
7o o, MMOBIEHEE &L 5 2%ERE ) 5
BT E UTHRIES LT 0 % o

Frome freq

(0.05¢/deg~1.6c/deg)o TDRH, B 1 GEEHEBICEB L 2 EBBEE ERT 5 B
HEEREZORITHR A & B X, 0.2~0.5 BIUHERSh /- EEHE/ 2~ (Rogers,
C/deg T%jﬁ&fc—;% z &bi/ﬁi§n7}: oC BJ & Graham,M.E. 1982)

DO#R%E, AL/ ¥2 — & disparity 28{b$ 2 &0k - TR SN BT H R
BEHRT L E, BREOEBONZ EHHABESNTERC—HTEIENbh ol TDT &
o, EHHEELHBHEEO LS ARZBDOTEULIL Y ZF ATREBODLEREINTI S,

A
|
\/

@) (b)
B 2 EEREEOE S BITHRELD ] (Braunstein, M.L. & Andersen, G.J. 1981)

Braunstein & Andersen (6) ¢, M2-(a) D& HiT, TV &L e Ky b e 22—V DKE
HiMmcEBEREDORERAR TS E, K2-(b) o&kHic, bRFRIH B iEm > flicirih- T
AABLEERUIC RIEAFORER, Mo FOEHEENKE R (BK10.4°%/sec), T
HIBIRRRHRROIE, S0 CBBLAEZBE LEOERBFIKBNT, WIhd BiTHEIREEE
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BT EMHEMICERT NS

Hagen & Teghtsoonian (13) %, Rogers & & [@kEIc, SAMS B I BEIE AR 4 2 SEE)
AORITFRIPD ELTOTHMMICDNTL 5T 3, LRI, Mg s —v iKiE X hiz
2 OO R DM BRI T A THEEE f’Fc‘:ﬁﬁ"‘i&%@Jxﬁfﬁmu_ﬁé CEiTE5to £
DAER, FEBEBYSA T O RITERHNN, SEE&tcorn s DHH DT EDS
SN, TOTENS, BEHEOHMIICHMAET I T 1T, 2078 BATIHE A 1R UL 2 & o
ARBEENT D,

J#ki1C, Reinhardt-Rutland (28) (%, WiJgH — N2 RITH IO TR L, sEEE e
R, SHESEEN AR, SiMEEmREO % &4ET, ZTOME eI Elc, T, *
DD RITFEMP DRI NTHREIN TN D o BERIEH 75 cm, KERDKESR, SHEBIE AR 6l
RO 2 LD b IERICHEAME L T3 C EDBRINTe DT EH o, HERHE
SO SMBEEERO S BRITFESH D ELTHNTH S, EEL5NTIHE,

(2) #RERMER

Topper & Simpson (35) (2, #REICHBIN TN D HIFOMERERHT, A W et 31
&, vy # Y 2D linear perspective 2408 M, thitn 7 5 . MTEBHIhIcb D,
1t inverse linear perspective D& D7 ETH 7o A DHIFIZ, Gregory m#Esk
U7z Pandra box itk 72, HEROES . linear perspective, inverse linear perspec-
tive LHFLCHOBAINERIN TV B EBHEPDONTI S,

Gillam (11) &, ChE THREICIIH XN S perspective DN T DOFBAX A 5 THE
PRTNETEEEHLI. RCHAZIN TS0, K3-(a) Thbo ¢TI, LETHIC
BB RER AT - TELCHEANTO 208, —~F, RERICEFZBESOMER, B
BED 2 ICH B LS T E B o0l g
@tmméﬁ&w&mofmf&ofﬁmnfm

o T (KE) MODIELWMEER D 512

CRRDE D S HERE D E R, KM3-(b) xR
INLIHE, £F, WERECVE L - LERE
<o KIT, MEDOMBETY - & FBLAF / / \ \
MO iis, KEBD & B E DR G4 W D R
ZilE, BREACVIRETDLIVE DDA A (@)

D% Kb KEETZ, DO E EEE
DREZE2HKDDECE 5 THhRED, TD& o .
ST BE, BB 2 RICHELH L 7 AT O , _ 7

MR EICR D BN Do HERED 1, ©— A 4§§§%§<5557
XOBHE L THH SN DKL b5 X1 T 3 —

TEMBIRELTH %,

/ /\/
Biederman (3) &, fimilii%oirss = //////,//”///\\//\\\
ORABIC DT LT o Sl 2E(LS NI 155 L
(b)

Fi s

{3, perspective D& 5 YA, R/ v 42—

. AE Hp A B s o F At HH. 1

7o BLTHCD o700 RROKR, perspective gy w0 e s o Fwr i Liose
gradient &3, MNEORMOBEIDERS T — 27 F 4 TDYERD) (Gillam, B.
MUMO XY o bASTRINT ERFEE NI, W 1981)
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FFICONWTER—EBLTWAZ EDEMEMNFIRIZ, HTACKELZENETIERICETSDT
B, WEBOBEWMNBERTZMAIBARCHDIEEI LN S,

I 2 & & &

W FA4FI9v 7 e T4P2Tne /4K e 27V EE (D.V.N. 2T VAEE)

TVOEXF & Y A NVEEHICAONEEILEAFI v I T4V 2T /4 X%FIRIC
density filter 2¥Z LU TEHE T I &, /4 XBBRTHECHBHL, simICHEELRE / 4 XiZ
JEREBR» SEZFBRAMAD, THHEEIIGHHADR ) —LEIE-THA S, TOH
BB, FA4FIv 7 T4V aTWe JAX e 27 VARFEFIH, Pulfrich HREF—
DLLABIREBEEZONTNS,

ok 5 i, Pulfrich 2513 density filter D¥EZIC X - THRIBBENSETL, iR
BRTROBERESEECHBNEESET S LICE 5 LHAINTN S, T ORRETIE
EREFNICHYTIABEEEZEABL, BRELULTRITARNNOEHVELEINDS. T O
latency R TEEMRC &1Z, density filter DEEBHFREDETEZ S OTEEITH
52LCHB. CORBDHBARBEDETICXIEESREOBENEL 57 ICiE, visual
persistence M RKIELLENH L. BFHE, RBHEENSET TS & visual persistence 23
BWAkTEEOEELHINTIS (Wilson & Anstis 1969, Rogers & Anstis 1972, Julesz
& White 1969)o ZHhiCd & SUT, Morgan & Thompson (1975) 2, M4 DkH 7
differential visual persistence model ZEL7, ZODEFNTIZ, RZRINIcED
1z, visual persistence DESMNT 4 2 —HEBEBEE OMICERMABEDOTNE T
53 EDBREINS- Neill (25) 12, ¢ differential visual persistence € F /3 D,
V.N. 257 VABEERZLBEATAHELEDPCOVTROL I THR Uit b LEHIBADOEN G
DA BESKREN—HNEER T EEsETHhiE, D. V. N. 27V AHZIT frame
rate WREBEZIRLWETFHEINS, EEIZ frame rate % 20, 25, 35, 45, 60, 90,
120Hz 0 7 &icZE LTI bvice ZORE, A ) —208LTOHEEL frame rate
ORICRMALBEFRRAWHEINE L o7 CORRES LI, D.V,N. 27 L BEEHY
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FAFIv 7« Fyb e T4 274200, EARMEREZRT cRCHBE T 5 LA K@),
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4 A 712%H D E 5L —spatio-temporal averaging model— BB IN T 5, 4, MRHOD
AL 40 msec DBBAINTCEL XD T, KRORWPENLE DK — % 1) - 4k (spatio-
temporal averaging) DB/EEINTHLT DAENIREEND ENET Do T D spatio-tem-
poral averaging |3 100 msec D] TiTdi, T DID frame rate I 50Hz &35, TD
B, B—22p9 iz, 50k Hic, S5HDT7LV—LMTREINB I EICHEB, 0E, K5
WRENILEH L, HRSEBEINICETSE, (TBOKE—EEMMII1I~5F8D7 L —L47T
BaN, EROZNZI3~T7TBTHEINS. 3,4,5F07 L —r3mBcH@EL, Thi3H
BEAZERTS . 2 Lol EmEl, F#R1, 2-AB6, 707 V—L41lH &L ran-
dom disparity 28K I, BB HET L.

—7%, Morgan (23) i3, K6-(a) O XHiT, WOMEE®D ¥ v FERIC Y 7 b3 B84
—VARRERL, CNELARICEBELAREL TERR LU AFIRRFA—DO/ Y2 — v 2RlEL
NWTHBI LWL Do TDLHICT B E Pulfrich B EEKRAN (HDHWILEH) DK
(78 2 b ) — WIS REBICEIE SN S, COHET F v F OBERIFREER (ISD) % 25 msec
AR AERE ] 12 msec &V, Vo FOKEFE (motion sequence length) %Z{tX
H, BITHBIOBRESKKINTI . 2OMRE, K 6-(b) WREINKLEENELNTH S,

(2 FVF L e Ny beRATVAT T L

BMERT VAT 7 LTI, EATEDHSIBHIELTOE20DOREBRIESTHLEEZON
LD, FVYE L Ny b e AT LA T AT, RFHSHERS IS JHEEIEEICFET S
DT, HEIRRICOZHEBEALEDOIIICHEL T2 NINEEE S, &l 4 X, oD
MEAWBIKT D700, BILDHEOBESHAEIGEREL T 2 &2 BT U LRSI EA L,
Z DINAABR ORI WIEZ RREBHAZAET 2L L - THIT Uice NI AT VAT T

LRBRTDEHINLEDTH b, CCTM,%E

R e T N
i4ﬁi¥&fﬁ@%cﬁ@éﬂfwéoﬁ oerchoolocr ISt AT I I

HHORERLEAFWONEEFRAELLDAT LV DEFGDEFGDEFG|  [FCDEFGDEFGOE] |

AT TLTTORBLIECKSTHEET S, C (L) (R)

DEMEDHBACE 2MHET S LTHZ0T, 3 (a) (b)

BEREOSKITTRIEEL 2@ E o gl BT RIMERT VA7 7 s@E okl

T, ATWFEOEEAITTIE 2 WHET DDHEEICS (h) CBR#, 1980

BTE, —HPRXEEC, MWD IERKEEE LS. TOEMOEMICIE, TREJEHERD
5—77b%ﬁﬁ?@&,*m%mzﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ&mcf —7y PXOFFIIC M Z B
», HBNTL, 2HEREDL OB BZMENR -TE—47 v FEOVBBLTHASHONTD
THRITREET S0 TOXIEBRITHEZZT VA 75 &M, BEENET IERIOK, ¢
HZEDEO 2 RouiE, EHEMOEREAZMIETHEEBAONTC. TORE, HENM
D S5 B D 2 ROTZERIMIC B BT 2 ST I, RELEDEET A RN L IR E, T
REDPHEL ST, HEMO RS HED 2 RTHCEELTWSIRE, BEEMLSKD
SRR BIIRILLIC S oo T EDG, FI5 5 e BER LIRS 2 OFZER B A2 i
Ldty, 2OMEREEL T 5I2E, FfEEBREIZIERNEEL OGNS,

Mowforth, Mayhew & Frisby (24) 13, KisEF I LIcs v 2 n e Vy b e A7 04T
7 LEPORL, MARHCHBIT 2 IREREEG 2 JE Uico £ DR, disparity 2 KR& < &
ST BRI 1.75 0 5 3.5 cycles deg™ oD i [ 0D K2 ] 14 I 34 C 386 U0 75 ARER R SE B As A e
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USZ ik # 28 M B U 72 28, 7.0cycles
deg™ H7c b DB ENZERIE BT
REEBERES, zo/R0ic, BERIZ
diverging & converging & D% #
1.5Hz ORMIcRIEE#HTZ C &, X
SIC C DR, T bBHBHIE A
BT disparity K& & 5 0 B4
CHBGEFSHD EHRBE 2M4ms
2 L EY) S IRER RS EB MBI L RS X
N3 &, BWiRENic, THO DEEEM
o, BERBBERF + v 2 VIZHEKIK
& U disparity %, EZERIREIEH F +
Y AW/ E U disparity A& 4 kL EE
U, &7, EREREEEER) 20 R fEH B
L TOHRBBEENLEDOELF
(Marr, 1979) 2B EIN T B,

@) zoftopfzE

Ogle (1938) 3, AEFM% k4
DLV X7 DICHIRICHESE X 44T
TTHZBEIED &, HHETFSKE LY
CARBFRATHICER L THILZ L%
KU, ZOEZE% “geometric effect ”
LA, o, BEAAICIEKE 52
DUV R EMMRICHRICEE X RS &,
AERA BRI SEL LTI %EBT 2
CExHWEL, ¢z “induced size
effect” & L7, BBEOEHEA DL
#4200k, M8k, TEEY
AN DILKR DK F B D Fi K & 58 Ui
RENICHREBET 205 TH 5, Arditi
(1), Arditi, Kaufman & Novshon
(2) 3, N8DXH N smEHn
IR U TR U e84, I RAIX
EIEIRRIE KL D & D At disparity
KB UIET 2 I DTG Uco 3
X, COHERETO disparity DR
R, JEIRRER O & PR D K EREE
By (X8 TikG, D) ©& 3 (hor-
izontal meridian f{#1) & XN Tz

B 8 nearest neighbor disparity
(Arditi, A. 1982)

=i

//f'/}
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(o)

(bl
Bl 9 nearest neighbor (R@iC k254 « 251
F 77 s(@) &EZDONIRE Y CArditi, AL 1982)

DXL, ZNRIEI KRS & AR O R EERE OGS (N8 DF, D) Tb3 (nearest
neighbor i), &#E 2/, cOEZFHizvoE, ol (0) & disparity O BEFR I
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Uﬁﬁ@@ﬁ&;iéé%fﬁﬂéiﬂ% Dicxt L, horizontal meridian {REETIIHFRLHIOBE &L
o CNERIET A7cHIC, FHROMELRE (LU TERME I NI, TDHE, HEDOD
AEDOHKICIER s TRITFAHDOAES I IHURICIL S C EH/RE N, nearest neighbor X
RBXHIN, ThEBHETEDDORF VAT 5 LELUTHRI (a) BERINTNS, &
Tk, 0, 15, 30, 45, 60, 75, 90° DA T/ Y2 — ORI BERINTEH, £D
NE—V DHEBHMIC0WBIERLTH S, CHEREFEHRTSE, KIDb) KHULILALD
ERRTEAESHET 5,

—HiC, RXEZERZFRT (MR 1, ERXBERES (UK KHZ 50, ThIIRERIC
EOWOEBHIILLAEEZSLNTET, Shimojo & Nakajima (33) 13, £ T
A LRSS ENEEEL VAREOBRRPEETI2DOTRENDLEEL I, £DRY,
EAPET) Xa%2 9 BEEREHIYE, 208 TT) X223 F UEAER T X PERE X
FUATTLEFTVEL e Fy b e ZFULA S5 LETRAN. FORER, BERFLVX TS
LTI, RELRTHREOBRASFEERL, RXBREIEAK, ERXXBEIFANCRTHEAL
Teo TORIRIT, 7Y X LB % 4 BRIREEREL, 0% ERERKEAR, RITRENE
TRIRERERAREBELILEN ), chiewl, SV E L Fybe ATVA T T LTRE
ELHRTHHEDOBEROFEIAEL ISP Tt TNHDT ED S, EAGERICIIRBRITIKET
B5HDEZITRNEDED 2 DOMEICHIISARDOEERTEIN TN S,

Z Dfti, Herring & Bechtoldt (16) 2 #HE A F L A 7 7 A2, HEDHM, HED
RK&X, RE#poav +35 2+, ¥ (Bar & Disk ) 04 BREZZEMTL, RITHBED
BELZSBRETETCLLN, TOEE, KX ELELINHEIRTHEOWBEICH UEMT
bbHTE, 15 HECHL 457 HENIDEZRTEZHEIRZ L, HLZOEA, REN
KENVFEEHERENWCEBREZFALMC LT S,

IV XS=—EREBMR

1 HHEM=TFTv

Higashiyama (17) i3, triangle meth- A
od Z Mty Luneburg-Blank DfHZefR]

EFNVIC DN TR E U 72, triangle

method & IIXIOKC/RLIc X HiT, BIE Median Plane
Z DA, Vieth-Miller M LicEgE L
TRRE N BERAEK (Qn) 28, T h
& IE A i IR S v 7 BB
B (Qn) ERADRTICDONTEHIE B
8% &) IC BRI RES® 5 Htk
ThHbo KERRITEERHKE EFIRE DR
T () zEARMALTE D
hico TORER, BEERBBEDRED S
BEN B, KDOSNIMETH 5 A
filgk & e S O © A B (LQr0
Qnr) 2, SD HA—ETH BT Hhhb
LRI B EBRINT, T, B10 triangle method (Higashiyama, A.1981)

A
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Luneburg-Blank OARTREIN TV 3 RDOHMESEDLBALENLTNE C &% Tk
950 25, Luneburg-Blank OARTIZ, EF#AIIH2 20FEE ORI TEL
DHERFLNCE (dn—¢r|=10.—9s]) BREINTNED, EROFER, wHEMAEIC
N9 BEADOABDIEMEBEMOERIT 1.03 K32 EMN BNEIhi,. 2D C & b,
Luneburg-Blank O FVIIEESKLELINT S,

(2 RZOBRTEHORNE

SR RTEBEOFENDL D ERNTOIEAIC S, HEEMEMMEN (specific distance
tendency) CEIRFLD 0 BE KR, B SE I3 egocentric reference distance i€ 4r
LTHZ B (Gogel 1972)0 RITHEERICT S 2 2OMEDBAIIY, BERELVECKCE
PRI F L, reference distance ICEMIN B, ELEINIHEIIL D FFICERM
SN TULE 5o Mershon, et al (22) 2, 2 2OMNEECEMDRBAENEIETLZOED
BRABAERL TS C EEERNCHEI DT S,

V EBHORTH

1) EFHoRTHROAH

Clare-Bishop (CB) fH# (medial bank of lateral suprasylvian cortex) ®= . —u
i, RERBMICE LMD = a—oVERLBARIEET2.CB = o—nvid, ) v bR
vy VORDIT, MEPEHDOZ Ly PRICH L TRIGT 241, #HEHELD &EEHT2 0K
Kibd %o &<IC, AIBBRITNCESTIBMOREIOBMICKHLUTHHETHZ, chdD
HEDPDO, CB = . — o VR3IRTOEHMREES LEZ 50T %, Toyama & Kozasa
(36) i, *2D CB = .—vovDa=1 FEAM%, disparity ERBIUORFHEHOEE &
HEHUTEMTIREIEREEZR AMIVICHRIELTRIE Lz ZOKE, HEL= 2—1
v O#ER (28/54) 12, disparity & Ak& IILICE LUK, BD D%, disparity
EEAZED EC K - THIBIEBBITHAICEHNTHRI 2, KAEHBRNERTEC
EMIREINT, ThHDT &ML, CB = o—uovid, fl#® disparity BRE size EROD
BUCRIET 5L X > TIREDEFHHZEY EEZ SN T B,

(2 HEhE BITKISET 2 TEMEARKTF » v 2 v

Felton, Richards & Smith (1972) % Blakemore & Hague (1973) i, #HEICERLY
CISET2EMAEKF + v 2 VOBEEA, 7, Tolhurst (1973) % Sekuler, et al. (1976)
2, EHHFMCERNCISET S EHARKT + VA VvOBEEAER L. 51, Anstis &
Harris (1974) 3, B ORTE BEHOMAICBIRNICISE T EF + VY A VOEELX R % L
7co £2°7C, Chase & Smith (8) i3, HEORTELEHOHMAICERMICIEETEF + ~ &
WIREET B DEPIC OV TERMICRE Uiz, JEIBSEAETIE, CRT FICERR NS -V
REEHIHTHERR, ChZERBIC ND 7 4 v 2 —2EEIHERIFBIEC LT, T
Tid, Pulfrich N4 L, BEMONIKE 4 — Y SRGHFNCEELTHELS. 72
PCREELEREBRESNGY, COBE, BESET R P BRA—OEXHEOHERBLTF X b
K, ND 7 4 w2 —DEERZRMBICARZ, RITHBEOFMASE LU LBEEEBZEI
Tco TORR, HISE TR PRGLESHET IHETR, JEEHRIEZICNINC EHBRE
Nico TOTEDPS, BHEDORITEEBHOMFICBIRMICIEE T 2 B RKOEENERX
nThd,

8) Pulfrich #H%
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Katz & Schwartz (1955) i3, KROME D E4riC density filter 245 T, FMAY (tem-
poral-temporal, nasal-nasal) & % 2% llfy (nasal-temporal) i€ j%%F X ¥ T4 Pulfrich
REBERT DL EEREL TS, COBEA, & URHIBREIC X - T 3 RTHIAIS Ak
N, /R Pulfrich R OF N HPEWHRLE SA TS latency KRBT EEIAE L &
Do LT, DT EEMWRT SL2%HiC, Landrigan, David & Bader (20) 13, FEMAESRE

FAE, SPBIHEE 2 RME2XEL, HAOKIFEHE F — Y ORIEERAT . £ DREE,
ﬂﬁ'ﬂ’](ﬁﬁ*ﬁ‘ E 0 TR CHUNBERETOEESRAYMENAERT I CENBENHI R
oo SUHIREERATIE, WEDKOK LRIZHHA RN RZAE LSO OT, HEd R
M LI e S RIRRE ST @ Pulfrich BB AR, Licds - T, Wiz latency
BRI R & SR EARR L WA & 9o 158, BONI 8 OFME . 4 — v 12 EMIN RS
HICDBER LI, CDTEDD, HRKL~LTid, BT HEREE HE HELERE 13K 45k
MUTGEE TR ODERBEN T 5,

@ =z

Hramkeilinse, chz2 7)) -V icRET3E, 2REHENRBATEE DT
CIRKITDORE UTHA 0 THIZHET DO M54 (kinetic depth effect) & M43 o
Wallach & O’connell (1953) i3, FD K EHBMOBHNEED © v F54EDL &9
i, RELEHNOKEABRITEZRER T2 E Lcoicst L, Rock & Smith (30) 12, 7 &)
DRITEIRZHIRD 2 O REERRDO 70t 2L X ZDTRBIOMEEZ . COELICLD
&, FF, RS 2HBMITAE S 27 A EABFRBAER LT B0 DN T b %

o KILZDERICHAT 2 REMRRIND o COELA, FBICTEFICESR &EFpitic g
169 2 WIS LT 5 & DIRELE WITHINICEE T 2 —FEDE S OMikhid 3 & DR DK D
V2o ZLT, EORJEMBRRENI PR EZDOEMOFLOEAEIC L D08, HMEENS %
MR EAITIE, REOERIZIFAICER

SND. KBBER, Nllokoic, i L/ LL /,//’/
EROHLTREBHINEESAEAT AN / \/ ES:Z
KBHBT 5 &5 e, BED | / / /
iR, &fha, c i ZRHERHWATH NN . .

a b c

K DI DO L, &Mt
e el XL, A 11 o M7 % (Rock, 1. & Smith,D. 1981)

b TRAABIEHE LIcEEF D, Ly
o AV AT E TR 2 X ) UABLA LS o CDCEND, MO S 1S
Bifnicid, fIBF BRI e S A OB LD B C EMEMI TV S

Shoji, Sumi & Fujita (34) &, ﬁﬁf@bnts&m%%%@héﬁfzﬁU—VK&
% U, polar projection 4t OGH% BIEMIA DT EIC BE) & parallel projection £&{}
(%ﬁfmmz‘ﬁ>&f%@ﬁmﬁ%ﬁ&bﬁouﬂb@$%i #HEiciz CRT FRicv
LAl = PENTEIREINDG, HBROHRE, veridical 72 #B)I1E, diksih, HikibkD M T polar
projection D EMBETE N C &, Thicxt L, MHBOKIEEIZ parallel projection &4k
TEOZKERTBCEREDBHELLICENT I B,

Noguchi & Taya (26) i3, kinetic size constancy i€ DU THE L7z, kinetic size
constancy &3, WITHINCHEIT 2 RICDNTD size constancy AUV Ho HEE, K&
SOEFICODOTOHREHIE L RO EBLTOAE I N, EHTIHFICONT
FEINTERL, —F, HHHRICOOTOREIR 2 RICH - COMEBICREI L, BT
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HIDOEB L E D BT S5hIsh 7o kinetic size constancy D53, T DIH DHFFE4E
Qmﬁﬁb%?%ﬁéﬁééoiﬁd,%ﬁﬁ@mﬁ%?%ﬁ%ﬁﬁibkﬁ@@i®%ﬁ
BT~/ =F 2= FIEEETRD D Ltk oo TORE, BEEZOTH~DES TS
DA DK & SEEHIHD, MBCHE T TOMI ORTELES EEO 7 1ICELS & 2 M
FZ&DTEMRENT, FT0, K& S —BHBALRS (S/D'=Kb) Ll LThb0 &
CIEHINEC &, BbRACRIEEENER L0 BFEHND D EIKREET S, kinet-
ic size constancy (I4#29 5 & ThH o kinetic size constancy HEED D7 BIC 2,
ﬂ%®ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%m§m?%C&ﬁiﬁﬁﬁaf,%ﬁ?ﬁ@@@%ﬁ%@mxﬁé%ié
N5,

C Dfir, Caelli (7) (24 A D HB) D &1 s T J21F F 28 BRI DL T LT B
7, Gogel (12) i3, Shebliske & Profitt d#thlic 7, HE, EMESCHikL TES
SEIEHROEP T OEBITIE, 2 E TOHED T ORITEBERSEBE B & 20 T3
L&l TG,

1 FEE&RORTE

(1) BfTEH8ELE & perspective theory

19C LK, BTERISEEIC DO TOMESEKITON T E I, ThiT, SESIDOFREREL
HBETOEANMBELESEDLILEIONIDLOTH S, NWEITDECAH, HEBEL
Db OWBLEEN, EFRFEMICHFAREIN TR L EEBEIC, SRR S KMkDL { DR
BEERLICEEITH %,

Eijkman, Jongsma & Vincent (9) &, ¢ g T#EH I N7 Miller-Lyer $Efin 5 — %
w3 DDETNVICIRS U TRIIT ARSI, 1 DEF T filter model TH 2, Zhid
MED on BXU off LMD ZEBAEF LD T, KBTS M IZEE
milmEEEFARE U _EBEOREMRREIBRERET itk -TEDbENS, HF20D%
7 )vid oriented line detector model TH 3, 2 TlL, BEBEDDH 5 Bk T H ks gss
HEBEPBRE S DERETNTHD SEIN, HIRIWKERMNC G 5 EEBHEIN D,
%3 DEF it perspective theory Th b, 3 20EFAhs FRISNZEHEETFT— 2%
BA U7k 5%, filter model & oriented line detector model (244372 888 D Akl A FHI
T&EWNT L, ZHiCx L perspective theory 13 FHIME & FHIM & DM EHI7S —H MBS
LML EBHLSLIKEINTN S,

(@) AR

Hamdi, knirk & Michael (15) 13, 6~7 D7 4 ) A ET 5 7 DTE bl bHIic#bi kiT
TR PRIl TOME, RERTF A FPORBREADE L EELBEDOD TS L
L, ERREIEHEHOTFSB» VERB LT R IC L - TEMEL B T L5 EMNHLMIT
INTH 5B, o

@ Z ot

FENRBELREELLZDICO0T, WEDECH, KD S DODIEHMEEIN T S, (1)
AN MERDODEDTHLAEDERICELSLETBE4 Y 20 +31 (Kaniza 1976, Osgood
1953, Pastore 1971), QH#/ZHE (BED) 256 MESHMHINZDEFA L& iC, NED
MOVIRBMCRICT 2 &k b ET5EFNNMD 3 (Gregory 1972, Piggins 1975, Rock
& Anson 1979), B) LHIHEE DI KITAEA B I DRBIMTMHAY, & icERLD o
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RAVERS 2 &3 2 BTEMH 08 (Coren 1972), W EHMTR LIS ORI S HELT
WA &S, BEOIERZMHET S EEHR (Bradley & Dumais 1975, Bradley &
Petry 1977, Kennedy 1976), (O)F &ML THEI NI NEANDEL X a2V b7 X MRS
7ehE T 583X a5 X ik (Brigner & Gallagher 1974, Day & Jory 1978, 1980,
Frisby & Clatworthy 1975, Jory & Day 1979), 6)#ziA#HHid 5 DIEBL neural
unit 28 YBOICHELET ST v VOREEZT TRBREFLET I LicL s LT 2 RHKRE
ZEEHL (Smith & Over 1975,1976, 1977, 1979, Stadler & Dieker 1972), @) #E#Hyic#F
BT HHBCE - THEULT v VHBEBHBELEZ AT DO TIRREG P ICBELAKCERI N
% &9 5 retinal-smearing {{3{ (Kennedy & Chattawang 1975), ) F &A%~ b7
ST RIEEYE 7 — ) 2o hiE, FENRITCTIST 2 RBSEREET S EEZL XM
AR (Ginbburg 1975). 2 d@ 5 b6, FI¥4{RHETIE, FENWMBLBONENICL -
THERTHEEZLDICRL, $BELRFETR, FEMNERNBERIN T %, Halpern(14)
12, EEEORZEDI B, NEFS»HVE, HEI 2 b5 X bR, BRITFERMLDHRICONVT,

M12IER Ue XD IRRIBNEIC K- TR E L
1o MBI, ZOFEEESESEREE X b ' ,
74 T7RFEEPOBRI N, FTEBNERD S
REBW=ZAXLHEBRT 5. ERTR, &40
MRV T, TEORSOEREE, 12 ‘ ‘
Sav iR, BEHE, REFSHOHE

(ERIC K 2 ZATH 50 RERADITHC /?ﬁ
BIL, 2OWFER: Lok gabEtas | S
4 FREZRRL, EBmEINEHDONMA
DEEEZAZ) PRIEI NI, TOHRE, h (2”
54 -DPRR, FUMER, FUIh KK &
Bk -TRRZY, FENRTOERBRERZS
RIEMTH B EBMREINT S,

Zhang, et al. (39) HKaniza /¥2 — Y OFHFEHOKE I 2EI ¥ D T Ltk - TRIT
FELDOBRELARELIENRTOHEEELL 5, Z0O#E, FENRBIRTIESL
DOFBIICR > TERLTECEMRINTI S,

Yellot (38) i3, BANENE (WA T X v hH—DOHK) & 3RITHEOETRE (HIZ
EMEICERSI NIV ) — 7 MEICHZ % inside-out M) OHEEZPHOMICL LS LR
Alco IIRILUEDRITREEAHPTERHEE L TIZ, OMBOFFBMEILZT R, @
RBAEZSEBEL SO EBRAKITRIEINAET S (monocular-suppression {X35), @R
HERMNEY, ERXXBEERIMALEMIEIN, KPIRBEEBROANEZIRDEZ /R,
REDH VRN FI L, RITXEMNHET % (disparity-reversal i) BbF oSN T 3%,
WK BLDMEAEDS, inside-out face KL SV F L o F oy b e ZF VAT L (FREBDF v
PERWEEDRTARUOEDCERADLEILLD) Z#HE LUIcEREL XU Pulfrich 0iRFiC
inside-out face A% B & A L EREEARE L CRL b, FIEZEDOHERETIE, monocular-
suppression Kl KL, MAINKFEDOMERESHEI LU T BERITIE, V4L s Fy b e
Z2F VA 757 LDMNERITHELT, F7/, dispairty-reversal {K3iic L#id, inside-out
face DBRITHENHET IR, FVFL e Fy b e RFVA S5 20HBEFHRBER

§\\\

E12 FEMSEHEXE (Halpern, D.F.1981)
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NICEEDHICBEEELOND. REDHFEETIL, RBKRIC, monocular-suppression X
wwhid, inside-out face YA D WITREEF I 1T pulfrich W14 E T, F 7, dispar-
ity-reversal {R#iic i, BITKERORFORL T OEEE AL, #EHED pulfrich 1R
DL DENTRAENDG . EBROKR, MIZOFETIE, ROXEBRICRAT VAT 740
VEBREBERT 2500, 2OHBEFAREREINIBEEDHATHE L, BEDHFET
3, FERRICEITRERRIC pulfrich BIEBET 250D, £ OHENT OEEF I HER LIS
T&, BRAPFLNCINZ, TNODOHEELS, ZOED 3 RILYEBRITRIEZ, MBRHRE
CEDTNTORTERDPOVERPBEZ/EHLUIRE T TOHRTIRZTHSLELON
%o

I ErOAREEYERRELICETHRERR

1) HENMEERBIUCRENMR BT IHE

E FOARDOEERFNESNBEBHLTENICDONTIE, ETHOEERRBRAEFKET S C &b
TERWLEDICODOER/BINS . AEMNFERCHRAELEANTOINE TOE L OHMAIR,
OQETHBIICREZRBNBAEENLZ CE, OQTORMENTETRERE L HICHEL, 12
AmEEICzofNzEbscE, @ETHAR (1.5~5 A RBHEEMKEOEMN LTO
MEBERCHALIEI0L, SR (9 Al ROREBRIES, REEHLHICL
oo UL, ThOoDRERIZ, DEHBHICE L EEEZRINBTERELDZIEEZRLIEDATH
D, ZOERNBEBHNTHI0ELITONTOF—2ZRHEL TR, 2O AT S
TCHODEBBFERBBODODE TS, AREGHRE ULIEKESMTHIHRBBZE N T 0
Richards & Rader (29) 13, WEHNERBREEETHEEBRE, 77X M TO ETH
B, 72 O 3 BRICONTHIT, BaTE2AS T, TORE, [RE L ETHEEAES
DORIICEEISAHBNED bl BT B #23150~200H O FL IR O B BRI 20%, 201~
2508 @ & DTi25096, 251~300H D& D TIL76.5% %2R L, STHEE B #I5EL 8 5 TN
EIEREEM ET 3 CEMRENIC, 7R M, EfTEEE®%K, 30BB /212608 B3y
CBWTfTbh, EARBROF X FADOEEBL oo, EERECIREIELTCE
Poteo CORRIPG, EMERVPERICKND INIEAERBLFEETILOEZLEZEEL
T3,
FERFLEUEARE, AEO#®F X M ETOEBBRBROKHIMNAE B i 12 5, Saeki
(32) 3, 7 v PORERBREZE ~HHIL CHERIE T X F2RAT. TOKE, TL2RHEH
79 b (120~165B #) REMRITFERIBNCE, 1, BAREHEET 7 v P IBAZREF
THOICHL, BUREHE 7 v PIBEBRIFERIBNCE, oI, 7R MFRERAL
e - BEBEREA—-OBEAKE, METERG 7 v PELEAEZBRLDPTNC &,
BEEROHUe 2h o DBRI—FBMCHBRLIiC {0, BEFEDEED/ 14—V IiTH
TEHREEERIZ, £EBENTHIIEZERINCT UEEA 5L 2AEDD 5 2 E%2RTH

(2) EEFGEHEIEN

BRAOHMREICE S L, 8ABMRBICE T TREAREHENBHED - T B EDOHREBEINT
% (Hutz & Becholdt 1980). Z D4 T3, BRITRZEL O DIEENRIGE L THRD
EIREBRB IS T 2 FREESHAN SN, Petrig (27) IR EAERBOREFREBENE A
ETDLENX>THROERBERENOBRFEBREE - 7co MELINIIRIZT ~48:8H
DHDITEZTHY, BRENKAF VA TSR TV E L« Fy bERRADBDTH o720 TD
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S, RBERIC & B ISR REAIT 10~19 BRI T IHBIL B 3 C &8 S A S HTH
Do

% 2, Birch, Gwiazda & Held (5) 12, 2~12 HBOA WA WS & ULIRSEMEETT DR
FHILDNWTU BN fEERIEE U TRARDERBHIUSSAW S, LRICR AT a4
FeTZand—2EZE, A7)~V FREFADRAF VA I I rxERAEDLDELLDEHE
TR UTIROEFEDO Y2 — v 2FERADE L DX FEBHCIERL, &5 5 0lilEMEE IR
ERT 2 rB8EINT. EROBRE, HASEHENOHBRRHI3I~6 Aol icd 5 ¢
L, FIRXMEDHPBETRARET L EBPLHICEI NIz, T DRI, 5£D Petrig @
HEFEREMEZEREE UERE LR -HL TS,

Kaye, Mitchell & Cynader (19) %, & 2D17, 18FF DB B XU 19E D 1 #H D kL3
IRMITROMRBEZE LU (I T &2 R Ue EBRIZ, 9, TMIlBeE L CBEELRETC
Ehrobw ot CORBIL, WA TIRKEERZESICHRLUZ M, HBHETIIRE
BHEDTH 7o ABHEBK, 17, 18T B X U1IFFD 1 HAARNCYIR S v, FilvalE %k
B2 M Thbhice €DORE, BREBOEREIC X 2RI FRTOBBERICXE DD
LEBABBEDIREINTCe TDTEDS, 17, 18 OB LB IKERENDZE N, HREL
THITHEEZELIEI EEZ 6N 5,

% 7, Martinoya, Rey & Bloch (21) 132/~ F O lHEEL A EE 2 1E Lice /> P ORMITHE
EBHITE, N POHRMAFNEDEEDLOHIHEE L TEL LEND A, HBMEE
DRER, 74 TR OBEADAEEZDIFTECEICE 520 B A TR, /N FDLHEE
ZAN—FBEIIC, ELUTZDORBNDEH N F DR O AT IS @b 5
HOTORER, ~ FOMiBEAEIZINEA L TEY, 20Kk & S 20840°, #110° T BT L
D F23°~25° D& A S > THNB T EMBEOLDPICE NI, 2D EMD, ~ ME, %O
DBHIBRICFEATICALE LTSN b 0 5 ¢, WiRIERISE H D 2920, JERES N T HE
WDH 2D ENEHINTHS,

(8) MEfHEEE

Kaye, Mitchell & Cynader (18) 12, # a#ISfHE L, OB THEIKICE & LIk,
REGEHENE LD LB TEEDELLOOTERMICKRI Uico T DR, MET 212
BEOMN BB T 2 EMTEID, WRTORITHARUNIBIE LIS 7o & IT, B
BINA 2 LHRUBE, BEHE S 2 ZEREBERELCHON TV S C EBE%KNT
Hotco TNHEDT ENS, BEBINZA 2 TR, BAFRNOLDOMBHE A H =X A5K
MUTLE) MDD 5 C EAUREBEIN T S,

@ ZofhoiE

A3 E L ALN D EBAISICHENE TS (visual placing response) 733 %,
Walters (37) 3, £ FOAROENRHFHTFIRISOFREE S B LIk - TRITHORE
D EERINDN o, SREAFBM TS SR, Fhh S SHhEIC g A% B & W72 1
DEMICTMHZ 2 DERD FISD Z 20D o KERIZ, FHHTD/ v 2 — v #E, SEHEE T
DEZEHBAEL TAITIN . TORKE, TOMSIZI7T0~1908 B IcAKICHET X
BHTE, ¥, MICHEREERL, KEEHIPENECCELHBTIOIREL, HEBEMEL
(290H i) 152 L EEHHIC POV HET I IR BT L, 5, OBNENE
B, 22— VEEDSM D OEME T RIS HESPPHEI B &, BEBHEL A I NI,
REMER PSR HEREICHEEINTHET IS TH 5700, EBITAIOE P DAL D KT
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MORFEAEIOEDDNIEANE ER L EEZ OIS,

O, Fuji & Kojima (10) 13, =+ v ¥ voBRIT4NEZ2FETRIEL, € OREE,
MR & 2 BATARIEMIE 77. 1 mm, HEMAOZNE 23.6mm THAHZ EEZHLIITUL
Thbo

M & b (T
KfErBbaichich, BREHZ, ET0axrv b2 U1z, RITMERRDOEER
F—2THLHENDVBEORFOHEETI, RE U THEASEEA 1 = X LD TOHRE
WEATHD. UL, KEER, NI TOLIBHEOBENIELONKE . THET,
SV LA Ny b, BREABAERESEZ—Y, FAF 197 T4V aThe JAXEEFELT
s F e s AR W itk > T, HENROKRE, HARERIMIIhTE, £
DR, HREREZLBEIELOREMMNMECBREINE N &, T, KFEDZERHE
KOGRIRNNCISE T 2 MHER T v v A VDBFET L EREBHLOMICI NI, O
EREHD A H = X LDV T HICEHERMAEREL 2, LarL, COHMTOMRR
OeEbte L, 2HZAZLDDBRBECASTNEEDEELOND. ELOHEEBICELST
SEPIISBIE I NI, ChE THOACEINLELE I D, TOERLLETRITES
NS DR AEBE T IZHELDHH Do

WEIEREE N RS DV EDOEERLFERPVERTH 2 MIFE DL TIE, LHPLIA
KRG 7S BERERIA D 72 05 DR RO DN &S B0 AWETHE RN & H i€, Rogers &
Graham ORI, BEZOEMEEEHXEILT VY L Fy b o2 =Y OO
WHRTABEHI 2 FEEAERL, HHRAEORITRHEELAE T2 L, EHEEL N =
ZBLDNTOIND O O RFEFEPLHE AL THBHTE CITBKRED,

¥ 1o, AHE TR, Pulfrich BEOMIBICELETH L EEZEAONDIMATEN2, IHESNT
WhHo &1z, Neil ® D.V.N. 27 LA BRICDONTOHY, B&U Landrigan & Bader
OFRRZNEENTL o Hi&, HMOIRMRESZERAACERI NS B/ELCDNT
DHFHMIE e T UABRULTHBE L, BHIZ, MR ESR (latency E) £ Db DB %
BTV 5 . Pulfrich B ORBEBENEDLHI KL LD ThHh, HBHATIAERLLUSOWES
THBDT, FEEHAN=ZLEELED - TN5BE T ERMENEDLS Do HHROWIEHFF
Tetlbo

g, MEEAE & MR IE G D B e )] O EIRERIC DTl T & 7clbe B b
BT, EHEEBOOELSKRILINHEDLDD, TOMAEABIIOEDOEIAHAHREL
e A%, Richards & Rader 12 & o T I NS, SR RE, BTHREROD
B & WA &P EAINIDA T, SO gIRNRBTIS P EN TR, &
Nicxt L, WIREE O W&, Petrig 3 XU Birch, Gwiazda & Held 12 & THIGFE
B bN T Do NMERFMRGEEZ, BFHRIERERENEZSAHEELILLDTH 05,
NN S F ORI A10~19BEBORIC BT 5 MO HERHOREICHI - T
3, L OBEEZROVRAMICHET 2 LTRSS,
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