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fil 58 — 4 MG IR B B9 A FIHL I

Ao e A gt gk O

( HEEER TSR, WS AMBIEERE SRR, bt 100101) G ERERR R OEYER,
JE5T 100049) C iR F ARSI ZE, JLaT 100084) (TEERFELER B B EARKITER, L 100084)

W OE AR BT AL T RARE, AT B AR 0T &, AT R ke SRR, RO =4
B 549 1R 5 °T 48 %38 1T Ak A5 & R T AT ML I8 7 X Tk, HFEAZE B e L4 4E. A A
H5FM. Mt %ZE. AWEEREES . BEREEAL, NGEABREFBGHrh. K& BT % BEIRA G A LA
ZH), TR R BGeR T REERT ARG S, BAETEE L.

KER R BME, RRGL; B AT MAEE

SES  Bs42

filh v BRI 2 —, LI —E R Tt N R T A 0 M 3 e o A EGOR U B

JE T AR R B2 W A 1) 23 TR ARRAE (AR R R ASCREE T fil i i R SSURT i v 4k R B AR S
FREFAF (U0 HURE ) (Stilla & Sathian, 2008), il — W 52, LEAR T il i 2 R R Y A L
At GRS AR B A o fil e 45 B E=E 5 =K, il S R DL R R, I AR T e =
T DA% B 4 52 0 A TR 5o i e R R R R ) &5 A AR N — 2L W RIESE 7 1], LA RO fiesie — 4k
()7 B A EDE R (S FH, 2BULW, ook, Bl UGB el i
IR, 2016). AxBRLEZA AL 2.53 {Z(Barros, s
Maciel-Junior, Fernandes, Bezerra, & Fernandes, 1 ﬁEmE"JL‘%'ﬁ‘
2017), 7 B 3E A W o R i o 4 th 38 T 1% i B ok ik o N AR RE B E R —
PAFIMFUE R . SR, HETEY s 4R R AE RIBNEE 5, 2017). SrAAE KRR b A PLAURR 32 2%
Ve Z Ak G R SRl TR 0, AT LU fih i A 3% (mechanoreceptive) i 11t 22 Fl {4 3 B 3 15 A 1 4k,
PUAE R AEE AR, A5E4id Tl s 125 (Heller, PO TS B AT XS 2 R GE, T Uil 3E (Saal &
McCarthy, & Clark, 2005; ZBVLI## %, 2018). KU, Bensmaia, 2014; Sathian, 2016). fil 5 A] LI FEAEH)
T e R B2 AR fi v — 4R A A8 AL R T, AHDREEE | S5 | Bt L KGR
KA PR, 25 s 4t EE AR % Ji F 8 55 (Baumgartner, Wiebel, & Gegenfurtner,
AL, AR 52 e ik e — 4k EUR PR R, ok 2015), WA LARIEY AR 23 RGPk, ansfm . il
WO e — 4k R R 37 2, AT S B L 32 BEL KB JBAR . K/NVFIABSE (Kappers & Tiest,
2013), fil st v LUE T LA H 3% 4 0 (egocentric)
FAE A3 O (allocentric) IS IR AR, #AEAH
ks H 51 2018-05-04 &K 1) 25 18] v B (Hatwell, Streri, & Gentaz,
* ] [ 52 ARBR 4 E I (61632004, 61773379, 2003), BEAb, fil b AL —AE, RS IS H R

61375009), B 5K F AR 0L & 2 MBI S 2% J5 ] (Gestalt grouping principle) (Gallace & Spence,

rh 4 VETH H (NSFC 61621136008/DFG TRR-169), [E U T b ol v 2 1 A
FE ER IR (2016YFB1001402)., 2011), MBI TARHERA Y . AHMLBISRIES 2 1

WS % XM, E-mail: liuye@psych.ac.cn; BARAIE K AR (van Aarsen & Overvliet, 2016;
#:30 J, E-mail: yqxu@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn Chang, Nesbitt, & Wilkins, 2007; Overvliet, Krampe,
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& Wagemans, 2012), [, 769058 8% 41 55 1415 450
&, v nT ATE—E AR B AR AL, R A ]
(IR AOWAL AL RS

S8 b T DR S i AU e, JFEE
A AR 2 JE T ik v 1) A o A AR R B A
(Segond, Weiss, Kawalec, & Sampaio, 2013), {HZ
fih v FOALSE Z AT SR A AE R ORI 22 5% 0 1 %, M
e F 5, filb 19 0 5838 (perception field) ¥ A FR,
HURR F 48 Bl 3% 5 5z ik 32 fih 9 0 A (Longo &
Golubova, 2017; Loomis, Klatzky, & Lederman, 1991;
Yoshida, Yamaguchi, Tsutsui, & Wake, 2015), HiK,
A IR 118 R S A fih 5 T 1 AR A — A X SRR A T
AR, i KA AT R S T (Loomis et al.,
1991; Picard & Monnier, 2009), %% =, 7&K 5
SN Tk R, 5 BN S 2 A9 5 B ] s AR
TAEEe, SHEMERNGER®RS, ARk
TR 1R i R AE (Yoshida et al., 2015), HIk, #HXF
TRLGE, v 04 0 v o AR A 2 AR
1298 P (Lacey & Sathian, 2014), 1fij H.iX —%F 57
RAEFAR M2 BB AR, KN, 10 45 )i 2
PR S B 5B (Picard & Monnier, 2009), &4 5%
IR, YRR A 0B e L PR R Sy 5 flk s
B LA — R, A R X B AT Y A
T, JF H IR P 530 0 S s LSR5 1) T A2
124581 3% TR (Loomis et al., 1991; Picard &
Monnier, 2009), X UL, filts 590522 T 5
AR ICICZS 5 7 T 22 S £ 202t TP o
B0 Y 25 B

ANk, B ik AR o TR R RS 2 ) A A 2
S, (HJ2 PIE TERAEAT B B9 S0 AR08 4 il 22
FEREARAE R B TE A (Amedi, Jacobson, Hendler,
Malach, & Zohary, 2002; Sathian, 2016), fils FIH
B FRAEAE Y AR ZS [BIRRIE R #54G H 20 J5 74 (posteentral
sulcus)., il [N ¥4 (intraparietal sulcus)FIZMUlEL I B2
JZ (lateral occipital complex)iZ Y, 7ERIEYIA
PRI B B A P9 AL i B2 )2 (medial occipital
cortex) ) 2 5 (Snow, Goodale, & Culham, 2015;
Stilla & Sathian, 2008), Pt filt % #3657 4t
AHBEMT, 38R 23R 25 [l B RHEDE R M5 R
B EZRGEEIE . Ml 4k EGR AR B 1) ik
W fE B F 2R AR E R & %
SRS JEE, AR T A4S 0 BAORE 2 TE R B H 4R 2%
AT el 40— 2 P 40 e A DAy T Al 452 1) Sl i — 4 <]

%o Pk, TATR e — 2 AR 50 A B
I DR R R 2 B, X A R AL BE AR U 1 itk b
F R REAL, O e R R T, DL R R
e il e —AERMR IR BIRCR, AR EE X

2 RATE 4 ESIR A A A FIHLH

XF T i v — Ak R U B AL, A BE5E
FEH TR PR (image-mediation model)
PRIR, She il e A2 W o] 3 o i v U — 4R ER
FR A X — e, s — 4k EE A TR B 2 B R E at
“PUBE 45 (visual translation)iX —id FESEELN .
fi IR SZ AR R % . W RUEE L, TRk
HHIFEA MR RR, R IERG S C
0 AR BT X H, 58 B B R 1 37 1) (Klatzky
& Lederman, 1988), “FZ MWL HP1R3] T
— BB TEIEE B S . G, s —4ERR B
% 1k (imageability) 5 B IR A 52 HR il #5530 591 /) SR &%
AW E W IEADE, RVBUE 54 3 i Yy 1R 85 B vt
PO HWK, REAE T A9 MR A 52 HR i i iR
Sl —AEEMR N ETRCE m; =, AR
55 1 48 KB A il ok 4k BAZ R U S IR T
R o] NG IR NS NG L S AR R
(Lederman, Klatzky, Chataway, & Summers, 1990);
S0, AR RE N, AN TS
JHAL O LR fi 5t — 4E {8 (Lebaz, Picard,
& Jouffrais, 2010). XLEWFFLERHAREH], MiEk
RAEfil5E 4GRS T B RmEAEH], T
Sl YU 3k AR TP AR AE A e i B R R AR,
LB 5T R IR, P — fl i 1) B85 S A 4 EL A R R
PRk, i o o AT —4E R ), SRR
3 3o B X PR AT I, R 8 L o PR
W e > P Il B 4 52 I 58 14 B Y S AR,
UE WL B 14 2 5T DL B o i Frg 3R], T i 2
G0 T 6 1R ) % A # B (Behrmann & Ewell,
2003), MTTHE— 2L SRR T fient 2 SR Y
CRLBE T BT R G R B

SR, WA BRI, e300 fil ok — 4 IR
iF, e RE ANSZMRPRAGIRB S0 A 25
(Heller et al., 2006; Heller et al., 2005; Heller et al.,
2009; Picard, Lebaz, Jouffrais, & Monnier, 2010),
XN R 28 0 DA R << G A Y A AL vp AL v e
A ALRIR L T B BE . X AT RESE BT, — T,
ik v — 4t RS IR 1) St 58052 3 22 Fh R 2 52
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AN [0 Sz 56 PR I fih v — 4 PR R ) S 110 Ty 2R
PEM AR A E 22 5%, TR R IT 00 25 AR 58 &
—8; WEERRE, FRFETEA iR R
2 fi B TR A PR N 0 BIL A A R O Rz —,
X — i B A REAEAE A Ik — AR AL, X b
EZWAWRZKBE A, KT fe6 g HAab A
SHBIL I 2 B8 fi 5 — 4 R TR o e 30 1Y — TOURJE
KB, H 0 B R A S R B SR i A AR
TE5 52 0 B N Sl i R SRS i — 2k RMGRRAE A
FHESERILEE 4, 2018), X NTFAEAE 1 fik
B U AR RO L B AL T TR

3 Rl —4EEBIR BRI N E =

WETSCITR, T REH M 4R A
IR 1Y AL o8 — 4 R i Sk 11, GxX 48 — 4
EIE ] BE B AN Tl s UM P RRAE o PRI, 2
G550 fil o — A EMGR A R R, XTI il b
TSR BN, SO e 4k R Y
FRIT N, DLSHR & f vt — 4 R RN S R
HEEE L,

3.1 BE&BJLRIEHE

AR e e E R AT R, M
BEFATTDARMNREANEIEZ —. FHIb&%&
ey 275 fil v ik A2 rh 5| AT 2 B R AN T,
JE it 2 G ) B B B 4L B (Grunwald et al.,
2014), LA A SR S ¥ a5 REL
(14 fil 5 € % (Grunwald et al., 2014); EAb, filt %t
T2 A RS2 M LU B RLBE, 22 301 S BR R A 7
4~7 FEFEAT, BT B RSZ PEAR 4 2 B I £
H[n] B9 5200 (Toderita, Bourgeon, Voisin, & Chapman,
2014), PRI A Y SCHELE T I A 10 T 2% 30002 75 A
2, AT TR ) e £ B2 e ek fih i B R S
Je ff1 (Wijntjes & Kappers, 2007), XK, Jeff
T, MRS Mg si i, I M R E A G
AR

FEUR B XTFRPE | B2 2% BE 23 % il e — 4 KR 1
PN R, TE e g RME IR R,
AG 0 5% R 5 R T A 1 PR S RO E A O
FLAT X FR 2k 1) BR 45 5 91 5 (Kalia & Sinha,
2012), W EHAH T HABER AR, i v,
fik % X X5k BR P 4 300 68 F7 T 58 (Cecchetto &
Lawson, 2017), EUEME 7= 5 590 BUE YR
PSR A (Kalia & Sinha, 2012), #iA)iH

GRS b A BRI A% B B35S I T R (Yu et al.,
2017).

BEA, R /It 23 52 il fish b — 4k R 1
P o AXF TN EIR, KRR SE A RS St
THEENSPER, ATLURREZHT, FHILEAS)
#IR B (Wijntjes, van Lienen, Verstijnen, & Kappers,
2008). #RiM, ZWFFIFR#E — LB EKEG RN
FLHR A A 1 SE BR R /INA — S0P 2 75 23 52 i L A4
EL AR, Y BRI/ 5 PRS2 B 1 RN
AR, BT R T B BHRER AL T 5 2 A 405,
Wik R 0 il st IR S ST BE AN SR o
32 HASEN

WHE YRS R = e R R E AT, A
BT 19 2k 4% 0 00 1) SR B 4 AR 4 35 A R B
(perspective), ;=4 —EREE MAEfL, MM HEZS
R LR, RPN ix K N, HIEE g Mas s
U EY/R N Y A s B T 2 N L ORI 28 2. N
(Heller et al., 2002), BtAb, &0 0F kWA
(viewpoint) A [R 17 & £ A8 4k, B, —ANI1EJ5
IR A T B g ERZR IE T, SRR
JELE, MAAELERA LI 45 BomA T, K4
&G AL 2 91 R 1E J7 T2 1 1E TH A2 300 B T8 1 T
TAT, i B TOUTT (%) T2 R AR 4 40 00 375 A0 Dt 3L ™= 2 T 7R
o FRAGETT LR 25 5 MhA ) O 1 5k iE D7
PRI O N8 M IE T o B B SE 4 EE
o, R LA T W =ik, R =
LR £ (three-dimension view, 3-D view), B[
#ET7 45 BRI . SR, ARPEALGE B E AR A
MBI ) e kB, A —E R eids
fi s IR (Hatwell et al., 2003), DIAERFSE & 0
FZEA LA LT A

TG, 45 MR AR TR Ak vt 4 R
ML TARRREXRWYRELR, =408 T
) 4 A A4 1 ) I T SR IS, T R B ) B K
(Lederman et al., 1990), XUifH, BIR=4EMMA T
A B GGE T A s U, H 2 1l L A 5 11
HERE o

Hw, 7R = 4ey R m e g s, 233
P AL A RS 7E Heller MR FIBFFEH, FoR
5 IR Y AR A A 2 58— 2 52 198 P %o R 15 53 T
iR =Mk | IETTRSE), KI5 4 5k =4E ik
B 4 R e I 5z L R — SO0 R . 4558
K, 55—, TR (top view) F 4k MR AR
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T AR, T RO R SRR g il B LS
LZN I RUINTETTE S U T 0 N e 43 K 1R 2 o
T38R B = (Heller et al., 2002; Heller et al., 2006),
X% B 3 2 = AR R 1 o i 4 RUR TR B
TOU T A0 A 1) i e, 33X AT B 1R T2 5 e 4 T 1Y
UYL TR A R RS R R EE R
BEAb, 33 IO R A D 35 Bk i A B 1 B R
AIGK, YBeFAKEETHmET, il 2 Al
S FHIERT A . 0 E B W&, TR gt
PRI R 2% I TOUTRT A A 1) A 4, X 150 B A X6
IR B Y il vl ARG AT RS, Bl R R
T8 I T T T 2 A5 S0 9 Ay S T 1 )
i) (Heller et al., 2006). #ATfI, 32 T0U i AL £ fIE 44
2 BT 55 ME L FIAT 55 SR8, > = 4R A R
a7 B A8 J LA A A Sy 52 e LRI, SOREAE S H B
PR B S = 4 ) Rl 980 A8 = 2 4 A 1 — i R A
il s 24 PR U3 P T T A A A A0 2K (Heller et
al., 2006; Heller et al., 2009). 55—, =W 1E—
ER T S v 4R ARG . HEDSR
BIRTE 4 e RHR A bk i 5 B AR —4E K
G —S e, A B bR 4k RS E = i,
B Y PP STOE s T A R A IR R =
AERLAET, WA SR DKL X B, =
AEALSR N I H R i T 2 Y AE R,
T 48 v ol i — 4 R U0 . 28 =, 7EIETH AL A
(frontal view) &, R4 3% O HIE B A9 — 4 1&]
G B T TE B 2 W 3 v TR T 18 R R A
9 — HE RS A PR IE 5 5 (Heller et al., 2002),
B 375 A S o] il i — 24 PR 1 R 1) o A

LR B ST A R AR, fih s 4k R LA
K B2 5 ) LU, T L A R i s T 5528
RILL K = AR i) 52 e R B2 T 7 A 284k o
3.3 MmeR

L 25 56 76 il e — 4 SR B P i VE A — H
FAEG L, BRI fl ot — 4 5% AR vt — 2 1A
1R A I S, R A IS £ & M —
ARG AS, ME A, LHELEXREA, ]
WAE, BEEEAXNT HEMEHNNELE, X
Al B8 FECE AN REA R R 0 3 L fil e — 4 R,
X — WA B T AR SRR 1Y S FF(Lederman et al.,
1990), #RiM, AR LM, B AWMl — 4 &
BN SR S B K 4 5 i IR AN
2% 5 (Heller et al., 2006; Heller et al., 2005; Heller

et al., 2009; Picard et al., 2010), K It, 75Es@d L
BOE AR Z [ filoe — e RN 25 5, ok
i — 25 X6 28 3 A I B AR R EA TR T -

R M, fEFHE e e BB, &
NI BTG 28 5 Y il 2 1 SR 30 LU TR LT
ZHRBIGR . 7E Heller 48 NS — &R 51T
i i, — A R B SE g, TR i i i,
M4 A=k — g Rk B S BER LY
TR B G . SRR, TEie B R A fRf
JUfT YA 2 2 L ik, e KA N5 5EIR
AR AR B S0 W W22 5, W H Y Bisy
S THESIROE7 1N T N =N L] PN 23
H T AL AR T ) 2 EUE ) U 35 (Heller et al.,
2002; Heller et al., 2006; Heller et al., 2009), #4h,
T filt 2 EUR RIC A S, Bk g
LRARS AR T BB LR B, S5 R LB, HmARR
AT AR B IEAZK N, HRFRPHMASERE
NG A 7% 5 (Picard et al., 2010), Mo, H
i sE s R R W], Al R E A= Ml 200,
AATTFE Sl #5834 L EE BT ) A R R, bR
FH A B R A AH (R 9 <] 0 30T JE > (centripetal
execution principle), RFJCHf i BR 50, R
B 1% W0 B9 N % (Bouaziz, Russier, & Magnan,
2005) X UL, FEAMRUL 38 28 50 AL oE R 2 19
BT, BHE AR LI — 4 K5 317 5 B R
NP B FAE (Lacey & Lawson, 2013), XSzt L
FRULEH, WL 450 T BE XS T v — 4k B4R I 1R 5
WAE.

AL, XTI R 0 iR R S
I, WEBWAMA, BREREANERAGXTE
PFNAL A B2 2 0, (R T LUE & 2% > Fnll 25,
P L 23 A SR o Y BOR B b P
MR . AR AERARN, KI5 M
R BB hBE H 5 AR EIMER . SRR
M, BREN. FREAFHRA Z B8R 55t
MIEHER . BEAOFENRE, YR pm
H—MMAT, A 2INIEER, BREAN
T PP S — R S R U A iR B, B TR Y
AR AE 2 B A RN KT, MR
PR R0 & A T — 8 R B P U (Heller et
al., 2002). AN, WABTERB, BAWLA L=
Yz |A] s B 2 TS LN (Wnuezko & Kennedy,
2014), XULH, BPEEEA SH R DA WAL K,
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B LA LB LA FE AL . AN, A%
e kB, s Mg, JeRE Adn] Ll
AR TR A T A5 G iz R 1 = 4 A ) — 4 14
% (Kennedy & Juricevic, 2006).

SR, HLDE 28 56 %55 T fid it — 4 PR 3 14 52
Wi AT BE A PR BLAE IR A Sk L, T A B M
PO R rp P R R R s o s gk ie
PR DE RGO 5, WLOE 2 00 (Bl i/ N F B
MR b v R0 G, BEAT RO T, AR A
(Cattaneo et al., 2008; Cattaneo, Vecchi, Monegato,
Pece, & Cornoldi, 2007), K ILH NEA 2R
WARGZAE ST, NI BAE PN fik v — 4 KRR
AL R RS o TE e —4E RIS AT
S, TR SIR IR AN E AR GE o il ve 1042
faT LR g 1, SRS AT A, OF BAEILR
5 P A ie A2 75 1, i R AR Bl Y 4
ORI R R G R EA T R W o 45 2R K B,
FARSEIRBIIR AAE NTEICAZATE 5 ik b
2 5, AE WY R AT A ) T A R 5 SR
Rkl i A0 A A R ROIE SOk BEAT I, T
SR BN RN R R R HE 47212, B
PG G i R SUME (N . <27 ) M EHR 454N
ST IREX AL B A B . R HA ), 5
i3 A2 il PR 1) T 48 78 2l 1 B R R AT iC 12
(Cornoldi, Tinti, Mammarella, Re, & Varotto, 2009;
Picard et al., 2010); J& K E A £ [R R X P
Hems, (HRZ, FRE AN IEUIERLICIC R 1
VEPE, 55 WIAR IS A e WA R] 5 2R i iy L ]
1 E A ¥ (Lebaz et al., 2010), XiHl, WL
BB R RE N, B T PR AR R AR
W, ok ELgh RARRW], WIw 20025 ) — 4k KR
8 i o YRS, X e Wi T R S T S e ik e )
r T % SR e 1T S B

VI EAPGEE R R, W0 28 50 %5 T il 3 1R )
TR R R LB (Heller et al., 2005), X T42
1o AR R A v U S skon] gt A S B, (H2
A LA sk At 1 0 =X e — 4 G Y i s 1R 3
34 MRRREN

HR <R R AT R B DL R SR E Y
R ESE, X TEIIR AT, MLod R R 2 e —
A BRI B OB B, BRI, ML R4 hE T 2
o e EUR e RN R Z — . X — Wi
B T WSS A SRy o — T T, AHSCO BT R B, B

AR fih o — A 2 45 R W B0 5 A b 3R 4 fg
FIIEAHZE (Lederman et al., 1990; Picard et al.,
2010); 3 —J7 I, @SR E NS, e
PR3 2R 4 18 7 1 AR 0 28 42 BB T 9 it i
TR 48, & B AL 3R 4 e 77 i B i ik ot — 4
B 1430 500 1Y SR %% 8 5 (Lebaz, Jouffrais, & Picard,
2012), XUZERLARFN], M RZAETIEWIRA
fi ot — 4 SRR e R R E AR

3.5 MRARRIE

i 5 YR ) 5 T R Tk A R R T Y RS
ISR, X AEA B PR T SRR
fih 5 ) 8 & i3 B2 (exploratory procedures, EP)
(Klatzky & Lederman, 1988). 7Eflse#RE 2,
ATESIR S B rh i s R B B, HR &
B {& (exploratory stop, ES), fil 5 AR RE1EH H
U] LA I o fih o 3d R vh i R A A A, DA RS AR
2 B B (Grunwald et al., 2014), H# JLEYIEZR
it 78 AL 5 T 45 Il 11 #% 3 (lateral motion) . 1% /&
(pressure). #Hfili(static contact) . %34 B (contour
following) Fl Fil ¢ (enclosure), H 4 — R R 72
R G A FLER AR o REAE, A0 S Bl il TR
REOGH, I EE TR R AUE AR (Kalia et
al., 2014), BbAh, Y HIxT—A~FE A= 0 fil it — 4k K4
B, A — P00 ) T 58 TR 2 ok W o VR I 7
FVEH, SR JE AT E17 4075 1) il #(Symmons &
Richardson, 2000),

b, BEREIE A 0l od IR R S R A AT il v
HHIRSE . DHoE R, 18 T 6 il v iR &
SR E AL, HAhs 4 EGRENNSCE
i #4275 (Vinter, Fernandes, Orlandi, & Morgan,
2012), filhn, 548 H 24 F48 H#A7 il v R R B,
SRR S 5 AW il vs — 4k B RS 1) 538
2: 3 5 (Morash, Pensky, Tseng, & Miele, 2014), A~
of, 38 I A IE B ER R AR X — Iy Ok 4R
RS2, AEEmRIEN . EBAHE
Bl R R R R . SR, X T Al
HRZMS, BHAlwAE SRR, & T Al
THEBAFRIE IR E SR AR ESIT
BHLE AR, MBS ERERANE LCHR,
J& T W — S 2R iR EHR, SR O
TSR IR B G, X5 AE R — AN ER 48, I e PR
DIRGE AR ORI R B, R gy
B R 2 I BRI AR5y, MR T —
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P AN B IREE T Bl IR R i A8 . ZE X PR
R, GO B EMR AR, SRS AR
TN, T ELAE [ 288 500 (0 38 43 w0 SO I R B
RO 432> [] B} f 55 (Rastogi, Pawluk, & Ketchum,
2013) EXAMUAFE NRIMEERAE DT =X, Wiksh 1
fil v PP BN TR BRBG, B BT s 4k ER Y
Pl
3.6 il

i i, — A AU A 8 A R LA SE s A B A
Yok om, —Jrim, fise 4t R &R
MR S48 m . fE A AJLE S UIRA
JLERX LR PR, §AJLE LR A JLE
P TE 21 fb ot — 4 RR0 285, PR AT
X ke — 4k A TR 5 S 3 F B R A (Picard,
Albaret, & Mazella, 2014), AN, *FFRIHE
NILE, filse — 4G HAm 820 E ALHE,
HAR B B3 ¥ 5 (Theurel, Witt, Claudet, Hatwell,
& Gentaz, 2013), 75— i, B AW LUETHE S A0
Yk, TR SEBS TR B AN, Jf 57T
VAAE Z 4 17 o R A9 A0 D00 P = A 4 4 [
1% (Heller et al., 2005; Kennedy & Juricevic, 2006).
XSG AR R E, A E X B U T LA i Al vk
AR R .
3.7 Fi

REZWFoE KB, fohsg — 2k ES F IR B 58 11 BE
FHAEW MR, — T, filse 4k B4R
T B 7 Bl AE IS Y G R RT BS BR, A LG AR N,
JLEE RN D4 1 U5 i 07 Bk (Mazella, Albaret,
& Picard, 2018; Overvliet & Krampe, 2018), i H.
XFHELEMmE, il =4 BRI ae 1 5
AEWS R IE A G (Picard, Albaret, & Mazella, 2013),
finh v — 2 R RE ) S AR IR Z B B G &R, T RE
5 fhsg AR B S € 1 (Mazella et al., 2018) . TAEid
12757 23 0] 2 I8 & (Overvliet & Krampe, 2018)
BEAF I KR W o8 3 5. Ak, filss — 2 1515
U RE I (9 7] 28 Mk B AR S B R I8 55 o AR R,
fil vt R R R YN ] LU & E AL il —
AR IR A SR, (HEX T H D 4EE AHUSAE
B AEA T BI(Vinter et al., 2012), % —J57H, X
TFBAE NFE it — 4k USRI RE 1 R 5
KI, BN —gE FR R SO R
M L3 i 22 5 A U B2 4 2 TR AR BE B b
SR, RN Z AR T OB G, 2EANS

FAE B R 55 3k Y 22 5 98 /) (Picard et al.,
2013), X FRW], X THEN, BENERG R
AR IR AR B AR AR B Ee ) AR 2%, ik
P AL RE 085S S R, YRR T AR,
A BEAZ SR EE B T fr 955, T
FHE AN Z B GR0 22 545 /)M(Overvliet, Wagemans,
& Krampe, 2013),

b SO R B el v A R U Y s TR R
AR R A% F X ik i — 24 A5 8 TR0 7 A= 5
HAH R Z W] BE W AAAE A BAE T, I 3 (6] 52
fi vz — 4k R AR . BN, filsd 2 R L
flRRAE B AR A A U] 25 52 e PG B 1L, R
B, LUK XTI fil ot — 2 R R
TN L5 T g 2 38 2o {2 3 X R A T LA REAIE . AR A
037 AL D) ) B, o 4R = R R A
SE AT BE A IS MY A R R A A, SR A gt Al v —
BB, MR, MRS . il
R I1E, RGP, YT aekE 5
AR I 3 A AR L Y AR Ak, FEAS [ AR I8 B N
BRI 225 Bk, RS iloE —4EETE R
s R B, A UERE R R 2 2
5 fid i — 4k DR R, R G R Z R
AHE AR R, vy S A AR A0 R S fid
B A EAR U A A AR AL

4 MRS ZUEEBOIRB B R B,

H A, 0l st — 4k B0 bl 2 ZLmh i A
SRR A B, A WIF I 45 R A e R —
PR A i 3 T8 T B T, AR g L2
] 2R () B R AR 2K (pattern), A J& B AKY) 14 (1) — 4
G R, o — 4 BSR4 B it 75 22
B, Ak, R HERA NI IE
5 B0 oA s A RN G ph 2 L, AR
i 2 A AT FE A5 RIS ER AT LAHE I AT GE 2 15 ik ot —
A EAZ N I I X

— 7T, TR OE A ERAE L 4k E R
FYSERE LI Ak, I HL ki R R TR 6
Frl EAFAE—E TR E A (Amedi et al., 2002;
Yau, Kim, Thakur, & Bensmaia, 2016), K, Xk
WA X ES 5 b —4EBGRS . fEXT
fil s TAEICIZ AT b, WOt AR Ui 3 A~
LT W e £, SR Ja X e A AT A,
Wi AN e f R B AESe AT I It . 7R —1E 45
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th, &P T [l (inferior frontal gyrus, IFG). J& T
If (posterior parietal cortex, PPC), LI J& %+
(medial frontal gyri, mFG) Y # i% (Yang et al.,
2014), 1 i 48 fif X [/ B 2 5 W5 T AR IC 12
(Kaas, van Mier, Visser, & Goebel, 2013). F 1, X
2 X5l AT BE AR L S Rl e T AR IS IR i R B sk
AR (Yang et al., 2014); IbAb, 7838 i3 fil 58 F0 W7
YR TR IR B, A AL - (lateral  occipital,
LO)Y & BT, Ui BHAZ DX S 76 A0 R i 5 ¥ TR AR AR
SRR 2 K AR FH (Bauer et al., 2015; Lacey &
Sathian, 2014; Lacey, Stilla, Sreenivasan, Deshpande,
& Sathian, 2014), X[ AT S5 2 fl 58 FAL 8
AR RAE Hh 4 i DX AT RS2 A i 4 RGN A b 22
Heql, H—J7 i, flE AR R ) A R AR
TR S R I DX, 3 i XA T R i A PR
TR 0 DG X 3 7 38 e f b 9 331 o i IR TAS  J
WM (periodicity)Hsf, H 9t j5 [F] (postcentral gyrus)
T _E /N (superior parietal lobule, SPL)Z:iib,
ot B 33X 26 iy [X 2 15 fl 5 o 4 1 T 10 ek R O )
(Yang et al., 2017) 17 7F3 i il 56 38 51 ™ i R 1
XEFRPERT, A LG T8 HE X AR, BRI R
J2 )2 (peri-calcarine area) e fif 5 X B 5 ) sk 2 %
WG, R IZ X AT RE A [EAGORFR P Y fik i R 33
IS HEAE H (Bauer et al., 2015), b A, A fil e Fi
e TAEICAZ 2 LA E A, H A4S T
I(right posterior parietal cortex, right PPC) & 5
fih e TAEIEC R R, W BB 10 33 fill i TAEIC42
A 4E ST I X (Ku, Zhao, Bodner, & Zhou, 2015;
Yang et al., 2014), #R1f, HH7OCT il 5 2 5 4
FRAE B 2 FE R B A S LA R, il ok T 4k EAS
Je IR BT 3 1 A AU 0 s — R R, X
TN 2 B Al B S A R, R, ki —
A EUR SN AN ED A AL AT AS B o

5 MR _HEGRHNERSER

fih i — 24k RGO B8 A5 B e b il v 5 B 1Y
FEITAXZ— RIS G L S s R,
WAt FRED . R EH SCMUSATER B I =, UE
B AR B SR B BB AR, A RE R TH I AL
A 2R 2%, DA R — 4 IG5 Ak Sk T fik 4%
B 4k K% (Kalia et al., 2014), SR, XLy
FOE B 5 4 10 B ) I FEFERS, AN 5 IR AE
Fidiiz, T H e A — ok 1 2 g R —

FR, A fig & 06 2R (Vidal-Verdu & Hafez,
2007), kT HGERAT A, PR E KT —Flii T
4 i o PR AR s, R L R A MR R
Ak S FE L B ik ks, R TR AR ) £ 4 ke Ao
PR i ARRS o o A Al T BT R Y 2R
AT 52 B A 5 10 45 ) flh i TR 19 % Ak (Bellik &
Clavel, 2017; Vidal-Verdu & Hafez, 2007; £[H,
RV, WRIWIR, 2016) . A WFFT & 10X Fh i 25 fih 5
PR A s 0 Bty 1, IR T 2 25 v R A 1k
o AH LT S A PR AR e — U S IR
LIk, B2 uk V8 AR s AR AT T 2 P fh 4
W MR AL, Al T35 5L TE LG AR AL
B A, HE B R BEME ) 538 (Rastogi et
al., 2013) . X fish 5 P18 A e IROAAER, i P 2 1)
N, B BOR A H R T4 4 1R R R
A BE T4 i 45 B {2 2 & (Vidal-Verdu & Hafez,
2007),

HY T 2R AR B W A e, S e — 2 JRR A
BN BB A B 1B Tz 1 N (Pawluk,
Adams, & Kitada, 2015; Trief, Cascella, & Bruce,
2013), fil bt H1 1% (tactile map) 2 filt & — 4 FZ 1) —
Aol s (0 iy 0 =X A i P A0 R ) Rl
L F b R 2 . bR SF TR T SR
AL MPSEBUHDR R IR, T Ik A B E SRS
23 (A B E B0 H i GE/NE, 22 X, 2016;
Hatwell et al., 2003). &4 i 540 12 9L fi 5 K7 1
fih i b AT LS A R A B RE AT B, L R
T —E M AR, AR WA BT R
i v 2 L R AT T R, AR A b i 1 v ) b AR 2
NALARIFE 78 ) (Gual, Puyuelo, & Lloveras, 2015),
SR i b i P Rt A A E 2 v T, R T
B I 1t A fh 58 72 Bl )2 15t (Brock, Truillet, Oriola,
Picard, & Jouffrais, 2015; Memeo, Campus, &
Brayda, 2014), #2551 filibd b B 0 A B, filiod —
HEFRIN T3 — > T2 2 3Rk FAR P AR A 1 1
2% 2% ¥l (raised-line drawing), W HIENE AHBF
MIHCE LR, SREBYE A MR (e, shafke,
i, 2017; TR, XL, 2014), X FPLAEE dA]
PUHIF /R3S T8 RO BRI & T H (Mazella,
Albaret, & Picard, 2014; Mazella, Albaret, & Picard,
2016),

TE A 1Y fil vd — 2 UG A R T B,
HARY R I i o — 2 RS S AL 8 — 4 BRI
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FEhl 1, EER EUR LR S A0 T e i R
%%, EHRARAREE 738 T A0 U A ek, dn A
WP R . BN = 2 2R 2 AR 1k .
SR K BE 5 PE 78 i e R B 45 1F F, S Xt iz
)RR = A ), R 28 2 X fik v 1R ) 7 A BELA
(GRVT#E 45, 2018) Rk, Bk il — 2k KR A4 R
R A7 2, Bl 3 T R 3 A Y 2
S, RS M e B A 00 A RS A B AL = s
(A RARHR A HLE], 78 BEEE A o R ks — 4k %]
BN S R 2R, o 4k KR AE
il B 2R A% B 1 B =, DT 4 o Ml i 2 4%
(GUAEE &

6 MMRRE

IR RIS B2 TR fik 5 4k FER R B Y
M AR GAFIHLE A 2 ent, SR, —4EREE
18 AL B 2 . L0 o] A i S AR S T R BT T B — 4
FIRTFST, il — 2 BRAR AR S50 B DA 60 e 28 B 0
AR, BT, 4R RS A il s o E O
SbFREAE BB, AR RATIAEAE A Sk (1 B2 (] R 52
o o7 FH 1) AT 1 A ke

T, filst 4k EGAR B AT A 2 AL
KRG, R RGP IS — R E L
VLA T fi ot — 4k BSRA ARTEL ], (HR R 8
S HL R R IR S B A fil ot — 2 EHG R 51 1
AR . HATRBFSE &8, WIHR A5 H L fi
B 2k RS s BT AROH 1) TR TR R AE A
125 S (IG5, 2018), 16 3 19 2 BE A 10 fi
B 2 BRI B HTHL T T REAN ], A
5% 35 0 RS X X — A AL AT AR . B AB,
fih B 2 PR A% R 50 1) o 2 A 7 T 4 AT 9 Ay
=z, BRI TFX—Jr s FERE T
55 fil 5 YR 50 By AR i R 28 JE AL B 5 ) (Lacey &
Sathian, 2014), Ff H 5 2 Hh 3¢ 7 1 5] = 4E ¥
(Snow et al., 2015)uk 7 i B EUQRRAE (% Bk )
(Bauer et al., 2015) i fboi #f 28 LRk, 1 B A b
5 fil 5 U0 A R R O 2 HAR i i i —
e EMG) AR ZHLE], L fbh o 5 0056 1R 1 — 4E W
TRIEMG B 2 WL 1 22 5

LUK, b A AR 4 R AR R T DU
Ak =4k A RAE AR, R LA, R4 A
M BLE A4, X — ZR 80 ) 8 A R . WTER
NHHH A 0 = 4 1 0 — 4 R I W58 4 50,

FE VU s ot — Ak RGBT, AT DL ik 9 26 8 ik
oA B R EAC I R G, SEm ALy = 4k
YK iR (Lebaz et al.,, 2010; Lederman et al.,
1990). SRTII, A s DA = 4P i — 4k 5]
BRI E Y I, BN ik RE I8 A i oy AR
YRR AE BT = A A RO 58 B e — 4
EUR AP, X — )8 AT A . WA R
FER, BIVE AT PUEAR il ok 4 A B 4 FR (R
SRR = 4EW AR, 82 H A5 5 1A AL
W FFEHE— AR

O =, AT E naE A R B A A £ ]
4 i v — Ak KR Il Bh e, DA TRk — 2 i
Feo M THIE S, HE R ARG
752 14 fish 5 — A RS — 8 3 T fse U3
I, R A A B 1 R A DL R R I f v — 4 R
R R, Skl —4EEg it CA
FERS TG 1) e 50 A R T i v R AT
75 2 W (Rastogi et al., 2013), JFE M T fil
WO R HEE U], 51 E A IR SE R ok
fih 4 2 (FE BH 4, 2016; Brock et al., 2015; Memeo
etal., 2014), $&& T fl3E — 4k EG AR HIR0R 98
M, BFVFEZAE G Mlsa R 0 R 75 2 GE,
QAL — A 5 v T 8 3K W 1A 3R T BT i 4k
&, WY IKESMA R ML A, DL i KT
/N R TR B AR AR i ] 0 A, RT RE RO GE S
HE PR bz PO, 5 EEAE AP ik e 2 RN
SIAZOAL ] B LRl b, % fk vk — 4l UG R AT R,
e TN 3 1Y O A S AR AT R,
JFiE T YRR R IR, AT B e A i A AR
T U AR BE

R, ARABEFE T ERR 2 15 AT L i 3
G of $2 w8 Ao B A B X T A PR Y ik i 1R
o WNFTSCRTIR, YIZRTT LLFE = il 5 S0 19 B 4%
(Picard et al., 2014; Theurel et al., 2013)LL & 5 I}
B A HEAR 3 LN (Kennedy & Juricevic, 2006).
e, S HRTARMEBCT RS A il e U0 Y
T AR, (HRE AT RE AT LR a2 ) Rl gk,
LR 3 2 Py A 2 T 0 A 4 i R ) flh v — 4 ]
P B T ) (A 3 ok 3 DR E /N 2 A B RTER B2
T Y AR R P 2R SRR IR R I Y RO, JFRER
Xt AR BT R, M TR
T DA ) 0 T2 4 v A0 i A X i i — 24
EETER T
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The cognitive mechanism of haptic recognition of two-dimension images
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Abstract: The two-dimension tactile image is the main approach of translating visual information into
haptic information. It plays an important role in helping visually impaired people perceive the external
world. The recognition of haptic two-dimension image is considered to be based on the “visual translation”
process where the haptic input is translated into the visual image. This process is influenced by the graphic
geometric feature, perspective, visual experience, capability of visual representation, the process of tactile
exploration, training and age. Exploration of the cognitive neural mechanism of two-dimension images
haptic recognition is significant for improving the design and usability of two-dimension tactile images.

Key words: two-dimension tactile images; touch; haptic perception; visually impaired people





