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* #t 7 47 & (Regular Articles) *

M5

[
=

il

‘& 1

YA RIEM TR - EERNEEER

(AR K0 B2, B 250358) (g mt IS K20 B2 B, B 5T 210097)

H E

ARAL R IR

K AL B vl it ) 5 A 38 e T RS AL R AE S, JEA B % B R R A A7 (what)d9 4
AL, FMEE EE R FTEIRL” (Where) IR TM HiEsh L (2R, HF-HBEZHGLESER

gAY ZE A, R DRRAE I L B ER A RANEARR  — &, SR B ISR A SRk Ak 8g
FRTGAK, 8 A R AT R A RAEAT &R B 5 IR B S R AR R B SR AR AR BIL A, A AEFR
TG HERAERE &I, F—F @, £AFTRHSREFFA T, FMNEREZ LR R R O BN
B D KA AT B, VAR ILIE MR KA AZ B e T BT B R — A £ B R AEIR SN (B T i k) o A A
)G & A — L H ARSI (A L TR S . RREFRAF G EF AT H M8 55 AR R AT R
e PR EWIAT ERTRE B RS AL TARIT G e AT AL TR AR 2T B AR @

B A TAE) . W AT ICAT B X E AL M A R AE 8 R,

IR
KR AT IR R,
SES  B845

1 358§

T A 2R e 3 3 #5038 5 (dorsal pathway)
R 388 % (ventral pathway )il T-#)& F9 415815 B
(Vinci-Booher et al., 2022), X P 4% i 3 H2 50k
HBIHABE A (VL DOREET, 2 V2 XKIEE 5
B, EOGERZ v KRBT KE
(inferior temporal cortex, ITC), tFR“what”i# [,
F B DTSR AP RS N T
B2 V3 XS 35 HB I K )2 (posterior parietal
cortex, PPC), W FR“where”i# i, I F i 3¢ “7E M
W Rz W Saa g T, IF R ilad 51 55
YR 45 (Freud et al., 2020; Freud et al., 2016; Lima
et al., 2023; Mahon, 2023), /&4 K AYTEHE 2 HF

ks H: 2025-03-28
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VAR — L8 5604 B AL R H X 7 4 A8 AR R

Bode T i R HAKALSE A3 e T

X — B A BN TR A S A,
e 22 BRI Y A 7R X W 2% 38 ¢ [B) A7 1E 20 B A LY
MR, PR TERDLSE Y A RAE N T b 15 I
% [8] £ 7E 2y 68 7Y #H H.AE H] (Freud & Behrmann,
2020; Garcea et al., 2018; Goldstein-Marcusohn et
al., 2024; Vinci-Booher et al., 2022; Yang et al.,
2020),

AAZPER (invariant) F13E W PE Y (adaptive) i
UACISY IR IN I EI RN LN S 2N
(Xu, 2018b), FiI#H T8 YPIRFGE S . K
INGEY R AR AG I, A R G o X AR R A AN
A VEFRAE, LA SE I A TR 3 LA B W 05 26 i L
(Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2024; Nestmann et al.,
2022; Xu & Vaziri-Pashkam, 2022); J& # 45 #5E
AOUEN AR SEAYRER, USRS
P B B AT 55 A 3 I AL 8 P AR R AE N T (X,
2018a, 2018b, 2024), ELLMM AN, AZEPER)
WA T e A0 3 A ST 5E AR Y (Kravitz et al.,
2013), HIEIAMBTSE KB, WA P 55



%4 [

& A BURE Y R FRAE N T M AR LA 711

L 005 38 i R AE 1) R R T ARAR L, PSS U A
B AZE 0 T.(Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2022a,
2023a, 2023b, 2024), 1 H., T HE S T
Y1212 (visual working memory, VWM), 7] DL 5}
N0 368 g% B B R A A R, LA S B
PERIALE (S BRAE N T.(Taylor & Xu, 2022; Vaziri-
Pashkam et al., 2019; Xu, 2018a, 2018b, 2023a), 7]
UL, o) D — T S A R ) R A T v 4 A
EAEFIALE], AR LSS 38 % A4 DA R i ML ] 1)
TATE, X R R S e N T i s A5 R 1 R
e ik 1) e PR BIE 5 B A T A (L

I, AR SCHE S 4 S N0 T ) 45 A
SR T A 4 45, LA W — I3 6 8] {5 5 LW
o 22 A SRS R e (1) — 3 % A e g 1A
RAEMAZYEM T i Dhae 7 8 58S L (2)
T8 bR S 1) AR I 1 0 A i A B T 0
FE S VWM MO8 e B IS R AE P A S
AR S PLE . 5 R — ST ER AT
B IR AL

2 EH-EEREEARNGT S EE

- PR SR A NN LT 4R A 1 iy
s, Hed (@) A, (b) SRR AR A
R, MGt (S B2 V3A/B X4 E PPC, A
figi B PCC A3, 3% — A~ B 715 I0 P4 74 (intraparietal sulcus,
IPS) P #B A & 34 43 A 10 22 X B2H B Y 7 2 A
(Kastner et al., 2017; Kravitz et al., 2013), Efi 1M
J& AR YK - IPSO/VT Fl IPS1~IPSS ., fE M,
000338 B (R B 1R 2 V3 IX i % PCC, MR

(@ PPC

5 iE

R

[ Sl TTTTmToo il

hv4}>{LpC]

A A
Forg >

ggmim\——' ITC

i (9 PPC M fia) BT MK U - B A IX (caudal
intraparietal area, CIP), #MI|[X (lateral intraparietal
area, LIP). HEfI][X (ventral intraparietal area, VIP) .
P X (medial intraparietal area, MIP)FIH{fll] [X
(anterior intraparietal area, AIP) (Freud et al., 2016;
Kastner et al., 2017). 75 AN () & 038 % b, A5
fFEZ hva XAL ZAHAE FE XA SM AL - K )2
(lateral occipital cortex, LOC), #R )5 M Aijf& & ITC
B4 G A0 Bl —381 )2 )2 (ventral occipitotemporal cortex,
VOTC)—— A $5 48 4K [ (fusiform  gyrus, FG)% X
o —— ) K Hiy B30 i (anterior temporal lobe, ATL)
(Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2022a; Kravitz et al.,
2013), e b, IS AE AR B2 V4 X
B 23 T X (inferior temple, IT)AYJ5 #F X (TEO)FI
HI#FIX (TE) (Kravitz et al., 2013), #1 £ i #1216
A1) By SR B0 FL IR 4% (diffusion magnetic resonance
imaging, dMRI) [ F 5% (Takemura et al., 2019)3 ],
T — N P& 2 AP AE 2 025 R 1P & % 4% . TE N
fixith, FE BB (vertical occipital fasciculus, VOF)
AR E M (V4 X)S5E MM E X (VZAB X)
(Takemura et al., 2019); J& 3 £ % (posterior
vertical pathway) | %2 ITC Fl PPC R EIRTHI) 72
X8 (Bullock et al., 2019; Vinci-Booher et al., 2022),

FEMER T, VOF 42 T V3 Xl V4 [X (Takemura et al.,
2024), 1 IPS I IT Z [ A Z X3 i T oK
ILF) # #%
(Roumagzeilles et al., 2020), AJ UL, 75—/ i #% 2 [ 77
12 BACH MM, X 0] LU sE My A FRAE
TP R ) D REAH ELAE PSR LA 2 A i

(inferior  longitudinal  fasciculus,

U () N0 - I B (o) Hh il 1) 5 - T %
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3 MEMENAEERIEMIHE-
BENNESIBESES

>k A A\Z5(Ayzenberg & Lourenco, 2022; Ayzenberg,
Simmons, & Behrmann, 2023)f19E A R K2E3h¥)
(Guo et al., 2022)AFFEF B, &0 5 16 0038 2 AE
YRR AEETI e 2, B AT RAED R 0 3%
PIBAR, Wi )5 RAEY A 0 Jm AL o Tk
TE R FAESE LAY ot 1Y, 7538 5 JR i AR AE Y
23 () HEB R il A 1A 1) A AR 254y, 0 ) PR RRAIE
A B A AL AR EE 2 2 (tolerance) (8] 2) (Ayzenberg
& Behrmann, 2022a), iXfifi 153 AR AR LA R
TR AR AR PRI T A L 2RI . R,
AN S A LR R 1 03 8% SR AIE 1 R A
KA B, DLSE e R RS PR T
31 HEMERMEMIPE-EEERNIIESS

KR IR SRR I T8 B 6 58 ) 1R R AE
INCH T RE s B . B —, NE M B X R AR R AR
PR & TR TR . i, X B A f
) AN 5 258 1) Jr 3 T PR Bk (A5 i g 4 B 1 11U 51,
WeF IT MBS P2 o0 A 5 ZR 2% 42 (9 T3 L R
N (Guo et al., 2022), X BLHIELAS IT # £ 04T JRy &
REAE AR b v B AURE,  RIVE X RN AR Ak I R B AR
PR E Oy B IERAN . SR, X )RR RRAIE 25 1] HEF)
FIARLAY A BB R, NZEHE A58 K2 J2 ) Th g g 2t
P& 1% (functional magnetic resonance imaging,
fMRI) ) 275 & S p B 7 IT T3 A 0 i 1 &
R TP Z 558 n) AR R AHIX 4, X 3R
X2 BT E IS B 2 RAE R AR LY, H AR
WLZEH AT 210 ) 28 Wl 2 18] IX 43 FF (Jagadeesh
& Gardner, 2022), A UL, ZERIZ IO A FIREA
KO b, HEMSE B O AEK R RAE D S8 O AR,
M2 RAE N FHIE S A, R AE A8 6 25 1] HE
AT RAL DY LR . AHLIHE, “Texforms” &l i
(R R T v o A ) 3 T 26 6 R M50 R SR DG A
FEANTT U, A LR B AR o SO T RRE), AW

R TPARG, BEEE T 5565 5 R K A [E
149 03 % %) R RUJE T R &1 (A R AIE ) 4 R /)N
A EER RIEFE EZJZ) (Long et al., 2018;
Wang et al., 2022). iX 36 HH P4 19 J5 B 4 1k i R 4%
ARTE AR T LB 4 b 3% 0005 3 v 9 L e )22 IXC
149 ) BRI 15 4

o5, FONE B T ok SRAE AR R, 5E
368 AN TR], 5% P AR e R A AT L B B
AR L, 50038 3% 0T 50 4 0 P 1R 18 R 2 30 B R AR
£ B35 (Freud, Culham, et al., 2017), £ /il
# (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS)Ffii 4
Pt oE R, X5 000 Bz J22 02 ek 2 3% it 43 2 i
FEF PR AR TR AR, A0 BN T (Zachariou
et al., 2017) P ARFRRIE [E] 5¢ R A9 A1 58 (Thomas et al.,
2012)F14L 55 B8] BT (Medina et al., 2020)%F, AR
i) Bz 2 2 o A R A X8, (AL A5 S Y
R JZ AT AR B T X W AR = 4 (three-dimensional,
3D) &5 F AL AT UM (Freud, Ganel, et al., 2017),
i L, Riddoch Z& A (2008)% 3 5z E 4455 {3 B 52
AE BRI 2R 0 0053, B Jy B T A0 e )2 3 1
B TE BN W R Ry R A T T A B, (H R S
PRI R A SR, T Sy IR B 2 405 1
DU BN R (AT AR T T A e B, ELAS S i) Jeg S
ERY R T3, BEAE TR I & e, AT
B — 3 o — R 51 PR IS X R il ke i A 4 Sy S
AR ZS (B HED Y I, RITRAR B 4L (shape
skeleton) (Ayzenberg et al., 2022; Ayzenberg &
Lourenco, 2022). %M RIAR 4T Hoff R T N800 58
8 W] AL W) 4R 8 O R IF T T 9 4R )
(Ayzenberg et al., 2019; Ayzenberg & Lourenco,
2019; Destler et al., 2019; Wilder et al., 2019), /5%
KW, 5HAM BRI, TR JERE T 4r
T 0003 B 1 SO AR, O Al o A R HE S
AY7% 54 (Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2022b; Ayzenberg
etal., 2022).

B 2 EAHEEAIZRE YL, RS A LR 5E AR B R ERERAE, (HEfTess AR, X EARA
AL DL A A TR B AT R BRI ok 6L, BRI . Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2022a,
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AU, O % SR AE A W R I R A
AR, T B A3 B % 4y R 10 Ry S AR AT R, R
FIE B PR RAEARAT TTIR . R, -
%I A A TELAE P >He S BRI 56 0 A B AR AR o
AR W7 6T A0 % ) A A A O DI, T
AN R P FRAE N T S A g AR G B A
Ayzenberg Fl1 Behrmann % A (Ayzenberg &
Behrmann, 2022a, 2024; Ayzenberg, Simmons, &
Behrmann, 2023)42 1, 350038 B4 R Al 528 T
X s P A AT IR 3R AE, 4 3k 2645 B A%
S N3 e, DA SR 00 3 g 1) R O R 1 AN A
PERAEND T
32 MERYEATERMEMTHE-EREEHE

AME
321 LOC RINEEEBEMMEAESA

LOC 2 i 0018 s v 4 (AU e o 22 X0, HL
WG AT Rh A AP AS WX . AN KL 7 2 (lateral
occipital cortex, LO) Fl 5 # # K [F] (posterior
fusiform gyrus, pFs) (Grill-Spector et al., 1999), H:
H, LO o R N 38 SR SR B e Y X, L
55 000388 ¢ J5 58 X 380 (V 3a-IPS0) X6F B IR R AIE 14 A
AR A i 0 i % LA [X 3 (Freud, Culham, et al.,
2017), RMEFERARE 2R N fL)RE, LO 57
AN 388 5% i 08 X 4ol Py 22 TR AR R 1A A O T 0 3 % G
M IX (AL et al., 2023), 3% 0] HES IR T #GE Xt m
FLEE AR 1 A {LL 2R AIF (Zachariou et al., 2017), A]
W, ER WA X B EORTE R — AN E g N, A
BRI IR LIRSS M, X LO 2Kk AH
N e 5 1) R R R A B 500 S Bt T b 2 B
(Ayzenberg, Simmons, & Behrmann, 2023), H2Z,
B Sy JE A0 368 B 11— 5843, LOC 38 W 5 — i el 1)
= B T )2 IR (Lerner et al., 2002; Wurm &
Caramazza, 2022), BJE#RAY LO X9 {R ) R iR 45
TE TR, TIHIERAY pFs T4 1 A 4% 1 1 o 4
R HXT RN AL E AR AR VR AR T
T . WFFE & B, LO Wl i ik e R 2845 A,
fBAE pFs v &) R & 30X I8 AR 48 R AE /Y E 45
(Lescroart & Biederman, 2013), Xt T i iA
W5 B3 G, pFs 1] g EEXHE UK RIE B U
(Ayzenberg et al., 2022), I, LOC 7E — 2k
ZH5E - R G . BAORE, 2 LoC
Fe 325 M B OB RS BRI I5, 5
FRRFIE — RSB N T2 U 42 3 iR TR, e

SE PR WA O AN AE 4 0 T (Ayzenberg, Simmons,
& Behrmann, 2023; Liu et al., 2017; Nestmann et al.,
2021),
322 HMEEEMAKESLERTIENERK
e HANEFNAE N R A= BRI 5T
B, 00 G A A B A R AL B LAV AR AR
(latency advantage)o 4N, ¥ /B 25010 5%
(single-cell recordings)WF5% M, IPS MIZoXf —
4 (two-dimensional, 2D)JE AR [ 35 18 P 78 il 7% 52 2R
JG#930~40 ms B, 1T V4 X IR 2 60~70
ms (Janssen et al., 2008), [F#£, X 3D AR M E#E
P, IPS (TR IIZS 50 ms, i 1T MR BIZ9 N
110 ms (Theys et al., 2012), A 2& i g &
(electroencephalograph, EEG) (Regev et al., 2018)
FNNiREA] (magneto encephalographic, MEG) (Liu et al.,
201 7)WFFE A B0, 5 {0003 % ) e (A TS R, 1) S ) )
(] (IPS ¥ R 1143 311 K 60 ms ., 50 ms) e 5 Ml i
FE(LOC TSR 43592 200 ms. 130 ms). Tl
P AE BAL I i RS, AT REAE X
18 B MOk B K 4N B 38 6 (magnocellular pathway)
PR A 328 R FRORLBE 1Y L ECORT G B2 A IR 225 T A
B9 ¥ 75 B, (Ayzenberg, Simmons, & Behrmann,
2023), T R0 @ g% DN 0ok A/ 40 i G
(parvocellular pathway) L5512 3 B 4% 33 R ARG 41
F X B R A R v 3 TRDAE 3R 1 49 4447 B (Collins
etal., 2019; Wang et al., 2023), W57 £, BME
FEXTHUBE P AR B BURME RAERI R BUS 50 ms
EEVIL, AU S KR A AR 1 R R e
N4 70 ms (Collins et al., 2019), H Jy BT,
TMS I fMRI BF5E B, 58 ik K 40 i 3 1 328 14
RS YA B LIS R i 22 R L IR (Ay zenberg,
Simmons, & Behrmann, 2023; Wang et al., 2023),
3.2.3 i B 1% i B AR SR AE B0 RE M 378 2% A
FTRARYMENATEREMT
Ayzenberg Fl Behrmann (2022b)f# F§ fMRI H.
Ay T TEAL S W VR 1 e (AR IR FRAE v 75 00 38 %
X R I . R R B, 5N
(posterior intraparietal sulcus, pIPS) (3= %l fL$E
IPSO)IHEY IR I CR, IR S LOC H
AR RS RE Ty . EEME, hAmEAE
7 A %% il P (effective connectivity) 43 2 B |
pIPS M Z AR KN /5 T LOC HYRERIEIRFRAE,
RIS LOC BFMWARGE®M, i H pIPS
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B BRI RIN T e F 33 LoC Ay AIE R
T.o #Rii, TMRI BARM B[R] 43 38R I A BEXS 35—
N Bz J2 A AR FR % B ] 5 A ) A L B T 2
&, NI, Ayzenberg, Simmons F1 Behrmann (2023)
{ifi Ff] /5 % FE (high-density)EEG (— Fl' B A5 & B[]
R e 25 T 43 B3 1 B R ) SRAR TR M ) L, 5
W], pIPS ({5 EMRRLES (2 66 ms)i T LOC
(29 94 ms). 0 HL, 50058 #% LA 1A 74 75 2350
T A 33 65 14 J52 I o

BZ, T T L W A R AR N TP A
TEDIRE TS, A5 N O3 & 04 J0 58 ) A A 2B Pk
IMTHEREE R AENEENERERGEL. B
AR PE, R F AT R ) RS P R (5 2 2ot
DR 240 3 g DR A% 32 3] pIPS, RN TR 4 B B
TE R (B AT IR R AE, I 9% % LoC, 5
3 3o /)N 2 B SE PR A% R O A R TR RS R R G
Wit S5 VS U000 38 % o) A, A S8 R B ) AR ) A
PERIEI T A0, X —ad B2 — R R B A2 4
AEGK B (A R i L) BB A5 Bom T,

4 MEYEHEREREMIAHE-
BERHITHREE S

bk, FERLE A T R B By,
0308 S5 X 8 R TR AR 1 A A JE T A Sy 0 30 1 1)
ANARVESRAE N TR A S RE . Itk 000 (2 AN
RE PR WA, RS 7 X BB S L R
FEFIVEIR 30T o SR, A0 38 0 A0S 28 4%
TR = AE BE T, T g2 40 B 2
01, RS M PAT. Bk, EEM4E R Z,
LB Z 0 H  EHEBR KR4 5 AL 55 B R mfE A,
IR EE—/NER A AR B, DASCRHME SR L )
AR AN R AR, RS Sl Y 14T, T 5E
A H AR S 18] 14T 55 (Xu, 2018a, 2018b, 2023a).
m, HIEATVE BN — HFLE 200 A5 0 i,
AN AR VB R G 2 B S b S W T A R AE
B —AHE . B BT S5 A AP T3 o 1
18 AL B 2 8 U 25 AR Al K ) S T A AR 58 B 11
AR BE AL, A0 2 AR T8 X 2 A2 S P,
ARG A R IA R ML E AR
W25 2 AT A BN, )2 9 <20 6 & (X,
2018b). AT WL, WS8R A 35 Rz 1 = I T2 — b
LTS ERSHNT, &2 L
3 # vh A BE A AL AR B T B Sk S &R

TEMIIRERE 57 &, 5 IGE #h PPC TR T ¢
HAEH
41 PPC 5MEMERIEMERIEMT

T 0038 1 1) PPC 238 I M L i R A o T ) 3
AB K X (Xu, 2018a, 2018b, 2020), 7EK M JZHHH
M E, W IPS JE FIHTH—LE i X R T — &
I RE AL TR V3A [X/V3B X/ IPSO(H T
H IR X Ry CIP, T [R)) 3 247 53 25 W% 8 T
(Alizadeh et al., 2018; Medina et al., 2020); i &BAY
IPS3/IPS4/IPS5 . AZE T it §U4E X (human parietal
grasp region) (AIP)FIHHS Pl i A ZET0 it = X
(human parietal reach region) (MIP)F %% 5R R
s g, PUIRE R T 4558 B AT (Kastner et al,
2017), EZEME, i FHEA IPS1/IPS2(LIP) 5
- #F TP ¥4 (superior intraparietal sulcus, sIPS)f
i H & (8 la) (Bettencourt & Xu, 2016b; Xu,
2018a), F= G TTALWE W A AR B B9 IR AN T (X,
2018a, 2018b, 2020), F-Z 5176t A4 i 4 1A i 4L
3615 B (Lefco et al., 2020). &Ja, 7T IPS Bfljf¥
T _F /N (superior parietal lobule, SPL)HIA )
31T % 332 [X_ (temporal parietal junction, TPJ) 31
DO B S ARG (Oglin et al, 2024; Xu,
2018a), XFE—3k, PPC HHITINANINITHY sIPS
(LIP)Bk f1 53 Ab BRI 3825 [R] . A DL B 4 i /9
DSl BB 2% o o T R AR AL, K — i IXCAT LA
BT TR L R B A B AT LB 1R B R A B, R 7
VWM H G FN 3% 2 E,  LUEE BAT 45 0 1
TR
4.2 SIPS(LIP)ZHM WA MER ERMEMT

L5 0 A B 3 O P R AE i T 75 L% PR AN SRR
(Xu, 2018a, 2018b): — &7 ELA&A BRI il
ARSI RE ST, DUEX T T BiniE 55
W SERL, IR LR T R AR S
K] VWM BITERERIRAE . 24 51T 5 M A3
{5 BT ILJG, U564 B 2R 40 75 00 X 40 15 B 4R 15
— BB, DAESE—2L A i T,

B 4G, sIPS (LIP)AALSE N Tad 2 32 1 B AT
%E’Ji}%—]%(Taylor & Xu, 2024; Vaziri-Pashkam &
Xu, 2019), 0, BT LIP BiF L& 50 RATE
S5 MK T, A 2RI XY R85
fiE ) 1EBE P (Seideman et al., 2022), AZEAY fMRI
1 £ R Z 45 243 B (Multi-voxel pattern analysis,
MVPA)IE 7%, SR (Xu & Jeong, 2015), Hif,



%4 B R AR LR R FRAE N T M AR LA 715

(Yu & Shim, 2017)F12% 5l (Bracci et al., 2017)5 11
SCRFIE 54T 55 AHOC BT ZORTE R A 2 7E 1IPS 1Y)
ffhg, 1 LOC W23 4 i 5 41 55 JC X TR (X,
2010), X430 9 B 40 6] BE 5 A I sIPS 5
(Vaziri-Pashkam & Xu, 2017). 1 H., sIPS {41443
FRE AR 0TI T Re AR e, H 5K
(947 0 B — L (Bettencourt & Xu, 2016a; Xu,
2024). 734k, sIPS 451415 8 # (R V)T EE AR I AE 55 2
SR A A3 1 F 8 3 /E (Goodale, Meenan, et al.,
1994); SAAAESESPE ST O, 2 XA 0 P4
Py BFEAE B R BUE 4 ROXMERIR
{14 bR A0 0 TE A R A AR R R, AR RS
@IEH 107 KX SEGHE - DY BT TR
5 E# % B4 JC R (Gillebert et al., 2011), &5,
155 5 K 5 R IE I 23 3L [R5 LIP fh 2Ty
WL A5 E 4% (Tbos & Freedman, 2016)#11 sIPS F
A8 R AE 38 B (Long & Kuhl, 2018; Vaziri-Pashkam
& Xu, 2017), Bl Taylor Al Xu (2024)F] H £ 4
S 43 M7 (multidimensional scaling analyses)¥f {3
AT 55 5 2R A A R FRAE AR AR
(representational dissimilarity matrix)#5 %] 2D 3%
fEZSIa] . S5 W, 78 sIPS T 55 PRI 2E HI R AE
JU{] &l (representational geometry) b AT: 45 [6] i) 56 AH
B, HL2 5 AR JLA B TEAS [ 4T 55 8] A5 AR ABL Y 43
Aii, MifE LOC Al VOTC H [R5 B 1 2 Al LA
IS g AR BN, HL S RAE 53 A AN 32 AT 55 B IR 1
AL, S5 S5AT S5 L RIS T sIPS M RAE L 43
Aii, T LOC Fl VOTC HZRAEJLA 7315 = 22y A
LR ES, XU sIPS AUFEARIET 5 H brik
FRE, BN MERE— DRI,

HiK, sIPS (LIP)ZY5 VWM HI{FffFIRAL
(Kastner et al., 2017; Lefco et al., 2020), #&-F R #
ZE AT SR M, LIP 20 TE VWM SE IR ] 5]
Frg R AR (Fitzgerald et al.,, 2011; Sereno &
Maunsell, 1998), AZSH fMRI BF5E 2B, sIPS
HTAECIZAT S 0 MRS R E 5 VWM &
5 A2 (Bettencourt & Xu, 2016b; Sheremata
etal, 2018), HEMJE, £ VWM ZERIIE], T4k
PIAEAE S 75 DL IR A5 R T30 BEAS 5200 sTPS 1) fif
RE Sy, WAEmMAKNIT R, HH W EE
W 7RG B 2 ) AR BE ) (Bettencourt & Xu,
2016a; Xu, 2020), X782 VWM HAETE TR,
sIPS R IAL0E K2 AT AR ) VWM AL, M

MEAAE VWM 5 BRI AS Z T
figi#54% (Berryhill & Olson, 2008)#1 TMS (Tseng et al.,
2010) 1 WF 5% 10 & B, 1% X0 3040 & 3
VWM ARG . B2, sIPS X VWM 4 74t
FRIE R XEE, JLHIE 517 0 R B H AL
PEFIHT TP, o H 0T 3 5 W0 58 0 A 1y o7 1
fIEI T,

Ao, sIPS (LIP)Z&— 5 FEF VWM ke
A 0 = FANH P X (Kastner et al., 2017), 12 X 38
AT LSS5 R B R R S AT 55 A S i IR L 3 A 2,
DA SCRRIE NP IR A5 Bom T Ak, 58
A 388 B8 AN 8 e 1 O AL A S T 5 A 3 3 )
I T RAF AR AP R SR AR, T 0058 S
A 55 DG 04365 7 P A0 B £ JE I T ) 5 A 38 )
T T A (A B S 4 (X, 20184, 2018b),
4.3 IS IR BN A A RS 5@ B R SR 1K

ARES

NS 2 3 B i AR (Vaziri-Pashkam & Xu,
2019) F k¥ #it 42 4= B (Borra & Luppino, 2017;
Theys et al., 2015)ifF 57 B, PPC X #L58 ¥ 145 B
M FRAEHA m RS, XU E B ARSI
/IR 345 B —REAIE 5 B 03 R4 2 001 45 5
FFAE (Freedman & Ibos, 2018), 18553 (6] fIsh/E(E
B K (Xu, 2018a, 2018b), & L W5 R, PPC
JIRFAE ALY ARAT Bk B ME B 55—, LOC
a] IPS LML 58 WA A AN A2 PR AR B DL SR AR
AT 55 (58 WL AR SCATR, LOC AL I8 i
% T G W R SRR AR 5 R AR AR L 1 DG B A
X, BE I T PR NI A B AN (Nestmann
et al., 2022; Xu & Vaziri-Pashkam, 2022), #E
Ji, IPS1~2 R HLH 5 LOC A LAY P R AE A 7S
P, XN LOC 34 )5 Ml {5 B 0T Be 4 A F 32
£ IPS1~2 Y3 N7 P L 52 15 2 A I (Konen &
Kastner, 2008; Vaziri-Pashkam & Xu, 2019), £
DI RV, LOC Wi F T ik
PR A5 KB T fE 7 (Milner, 2017) 140, 25k
BHE(D.F)E TIEWHA TIALRE, 51 SEEF
i JE 2 114 AL i A B ARL T AL PR B — Ty 1) (T T AL Y ¢
MR J7 M) (Goodale, Jakobson, et al., 1994),
T LOC Wi i Jo i 4 & A ¢ TIE AL~k
ANTE 7 ] B4R B, T AR EA ATl ) R S AR A
J5 ME BALREE) IPS, ik, ML T K AL R 1
JnlRdr e, B SRR T By iy
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7 T IRALI R, S350 55 . 7T I, LOC AR
(AN AR P AR BT SCRF IPS HAR S 4E 551
52 N Z T B (Xu, 2018a, 2018b),

%, M\ FG 3| IPS FEAE4s & BRI E B
3, dMRI #f5% (Jitsuishi & Yamaguchi, 2020)% 2K,
IPS 5 FG ZI[AFHE — 2 & 11 bl 48 2F 4 o
(IPS-FG HO¥4 W& B S . B 1arBr W],
IPS1~2 5 FG MEZNTIXEHE LS, FETXS
BT PRSI EAS RN T K R T
T.. MUk, IPS-FG AT LA & 2 FlHA A D ge (an
VWM)XF 15— 38 8% 5 B A 1Kk #iln, fMRI
WA, WA THRE R, 3T FG 5 IPS
A4 Z1 BE 3% i 1 (functional connectivity) (Chen et al.,
2018) . #F— 3% Fi MRI 15 25 K B4 1 (dynamic
causal modeling, DCM)43#7 %} T. H (N5 3k)F1iR
FAEHE - B ARGE@EER PR, D6
PEAIUE S5 Bk T I RAGE R )72 S FG 50
BE, AR U 55 I B 58 T R A R ok 2 J2
#| FG F-#| IPS W% #:3% & (Kleineberg et al.,
2018). X ULHIA XRG4 . DIRESE S il 5 1)
PR 7 NS [ AT, T AR AT 55 R e 4
H A B A% 3o 3] 75 000 308 A — 2D R AE, X
SE A 85547 8 (Mahon, 2023),

%=, PPC H T T b iR~ 0 5 58 A 00 3
MR RALE . BEFEIN R, 5 0058 R RE B L
I b AR R I ) A R ) R A R A S
Fe BRI MAT R, & BRI M AT 55 AT IS
B, AR 003 0 SR S E i M sh A
Y R R A S B v R R AR, DU R A
T S0 T G 5 4 1A U B T (Budisavljevic
et al., 2018) . M %% R M 3 1E A #H L 46 BF
(representational dissimilarity matrix, RDM)fff it
VOTC 5 PPC 7£ VWM [ 4 ith R AR 5 B B 1) 2R AE
AHABLEE (Xu, 2023b), Z5 R A, VOTC TELR R B
BIFRAES PPC 7E4mts B BL B RAE T AL, TS
VOTC H BTl My B AR AF I AL, E—2
BTG, FEAS I Be VOTC 4 A shém i Kt
AN B, IE VOTC i RDM B Z ¥
PR SEFFIE BT EK Sl o 3850 W5 8 B PPC AR
1E45 TR LI B E VWM B, FRFRR B
VOTC /) RDM th %% Bkt PPC H B94T: 55 FH S ARAE
A I, PPC AU VOTC B AR A (E B, A 6E
A T #iE A E S VOTC HF5 VWM AR N

25, DATE I ST o SR T B R

SZ, PPC S & 25460 R ) REARHIE IS A1
— G-, I B0 A B A 5 v b B
(AR R B 5 ., A IO B R AE I T (AT 55 75
Ko Hid, sIPS (LIP)IF L H509 VWM 1l LLAIE S
1245 A0 11 BAS BT I 774l N A8, b (i 5
FAE N A6 T R B 32 1 R ) (R 4R R B 0k 4y
L, VASEILE M IRE B %A, T,
X e — A FEEZAL S I (A LR )R
WYIRE R T,

5 BEERE

V5 KM ) 3R G 43 A e 45 4 55 D Re A s
F14) T 0 R JE 0003 5, A AR 2R R A B A R ) )
MR HESR Z — o SR, M6 8 s Z B ) 2 H A8
A 3 AR N 3 T A% 3 I 2 [ A A T BE A A B
YEM o —J7 T, JE 0003 % 5 AS BE 50 36 1F X 4k
A VRS AE BN T % e AT AR, T2
T E 432 I\ pIPS (IPSO) % 5k B AR IR FRAE(F B,
FETE LOC 5 M3 s R AL 00 5305 B A, DIE
FEANARPE R YR S5 B T, 53 —J7 i, PPC
BE— TR GEEHIESBEENT A, TURTES
e SR R T AR A 308 % R R T R L A
B, HEAEALE sIPS (IPS1~2)FF L H: 1 VWM 193
AES b, USSR H AR ) ) g 1 5 £ B
I AT, AEARSE AR RAE N T AR AR R R
BRI TIREA B AE R, BIVET R — 3 S R AR O
(A T L)MIIReE S, LRI AR E |
FL AR A R RAE; 53 N2 —fh 2
ZALS IS (A L) SIae RS, iERATAE S
AR S AT R A A0 VA A B

JGE AR AR FRAE P i I B A B
ML E )25 BB, (H — 6 S g ) 5 i AL ) 34 7 TR
AT S—, TR 0 R AR B R AR
REMA o Xu (2023a)i B 2000 T 0 A SR i B
00368 % ) S AT AR AR, A AR HUR R
TR, R 0 E AR SR A 1 A R
o — M, PR SE G R v A R A R A Ay
Sk A REAE IR B B AR i A0 TR A A s ] R
sh) H i R A9 L (Katsuki & Constantinidis,
2014), W& S5 H W B (75~100 ms) M5 FR1E
B | BRI N A S A, )5 5 4
eI Y B2 (250 ms LS )ARAEAT 55 H A5 o3 e i 2 5%
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JE(Conci et al., 2011; Schneider et al., 2012), {HJE,
) AR 1 AT R A 5 ) [B] (66 ms) (Ayzenberg,
Simmons, & Behrmann, 2023)% R FHE% G K
A= BRI (75 ms) (Conei et al., 2011), &R EAIE
AR FRAE T RE L RSE i, SR, ] 2 57
38 % AR AIE R BLHI, HETEAERE . Uk
PR, K HAR ST G0 T P03 b e 4 R 1)
WA, EEASMI TR ISR, Wik
JRy R HFAE (Griiner et al., 2021), 26, BIAE
R TR AE 2 A S5 IR IR A B e 3k
fE o AR I, 1R R Y IR AR TR R 51
ER=NRIAING - S R TN -3 2N 13
(Ayzenberg & Lourenco, 2019, 2022), H F %
V3 [X ZEAiF (Ayzenberg et al., 2022; Lescroart &
Biederman, 2013), V3 [X 3% 4b B 28 K40 fifg 3 %
L35 11 XK ZS ) 50 R 45U ) 17 S (Felleman et al.,
1997), I-Z 5 R 5 H I 22 FE, X
PEESTATM M SHEE N EXREE
(Katsuki & Constantinidis, 2014), X U8 A T I
ME A T RES 5 RAKTE R RIE . RAERIBFF
A DASE o 45 5 1 ZR A5 A BT IR 58 PR (g% 10%
Ry R BE 1) L ) 50 TR MR S A s T 2 R 1Y R )
(Ayzenberg & Lourenco, 2019), R4 %% V3 X%
WSS WE, UFEEA TN EMEERESY
M AR R B R AE . 74, M B R R BT
%% (Ayzenberg, Simmons, & Behrmann, 2023)H,
pIPS B F B XA TR B B RIS o (HAS G
HERE, pIPS B B AL B iy P fh i3 i A 2 [
YA 1% ¥ (Katsuki & Constantinidis, 2014; Riddle et al.,
2019) 88T, BAT BTESE & B, pIPS (JLILJE 1PSO)
Xof AT R ) SRR O AN 52 A 55 M i R U
e B9 52 W (Arsenovic et al., 2022), B M KEL
R 2 2 A0 AR B, T T TR oA T 0 R iR
) 388 JE56 T A AR TR AR A R VY S — T e S RS
58 (43 BITE V3b/IPSO F LOC He fUR) i 28 fb #a B
(Goldstein-Marcusohn et al., 2024), XUiH pIPS
X # ARG W FAE VT BEASZ A LR T Y
o BT AT LR IR IE 54T 55 SR 3 i 1
ALK % 1 (Lawrence et al., 2019), — 5 T % il 4
RN EEEGITA TN LMER), 55—
HEE BARAES(B 5 H L ER), HITwW
P 0 TR R O 38 % SR R AR R 1 3 R AR
FABLH

55 PR EGER MR Y RO IR 5 R AR
S MBLTR o A R Y E A SR O B RE A
NRIEY IR ERIZR, AR ER, EM0N
F& )2 S A5 E M B )2 SE A R (i ROVO AT A
H Y (A5 B 5 (Goodale, Meenan, et al., 1994;
Goodale & Milner, 2023; Milner & Goodale, 2006),
WG ARTEAR RAEXT PR U O EE, Ry 2>
IR FPF JE I EE R 7 —FPUL SR, X LB fF 5%
R ROR: R RO AR, B GE Y
A J5 R A A8 ] 58 TR AN 4328, T TS R A
M I YRR IR R E {5 B (Ayzenberg &
Behrmann, 2023b). Ayzenberg, Blauch il Behrmann
(2023)2K ] Goodale 1 Meenan %5 A (1994)& Bl 4,
TR I TR RO ke I 25T 4 o 22 P 4% (deep neural
networks, DNNs), %558 /R —Fh &2 hii 5t DNN
B (CORnet-Z) TR 4 5 1 1X S il 3 26 th 26 5
B IEMR (Ayzenberg, Blauch, & Behrmann, 2023),
HH T DNNs IEARAEPIRAEERTZAR, WX
FRFE AR UK (Baker et al., 2023; Baker et al.,
2018; Jarvers & Neumann, 2023), #&7~ RIfi /D %%
IZARSRAE, DNNs g3 seyik, A
fMRIBFSE R, Y2IE G S RHERE R
PR B RIS, AATASALRE LU 1Y 1E 4 5
WO, TR IR O R 2 A R T R R NS
(Holzinger et al., 2019; Ullman et al., 2016), DNNs
S AL N 2 00 368 5 0 A 0] 1 e T AR A
(Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2022a), H. DNNs 5 A&
JE A0 8 [ X SRy 5 4 AE 19 S AE Xl 48 56 T 98 i
(Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2024; Doerig et al., 2023),
R U, R 30 L % 1 A AR ) JR) 30 AR i L AT
AR BT M. SR, ZEEXTHTN . ARBENY)
PRI, Jay AR B A5 R AT MRS T B 3
40, DNNs 58 BB B AR R T 75 ZE A = K H
YR e £ F A, HIIZRROERE 2 (Zador,
2019) AREILMAFR R, 6 A K2 ILH#EZ
it — ™ AR A (5 T AR 1 1) B AT AR 58 A 1R 43
2%, Rl—Kk Mk (one-shot)s32%(Ayzenberg & Lourenco,
2022), TMH, 2ILAT N7 900 SR AE VE B R
R AR IE R 1 B 22 B R (Ayzenberg & Lourenco,
2019), X1 B LAE B W) PR o 28 S sl AR A0 o
BEHIHOT, FEMREER AR & Y ik
PUNIGE ) . BEFEHE I, R ELAM AL A
YR g, E LA 43 28 BE 0 T LA D E 2
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VFZ i e ) DNNs (Ayzenberg & Behrmann,
2024), X4&7% DNNs AJ Ge i /b5 2 [ 251 E ol
T A R 2] H AR (e KPR B 0 R AR TR R 254
FYREARS), DT BR AT A 0 A R 531 v i Pl s
R ER T s Y TR ST o R R
(convolutional neural networks, CNNs)f, g
SR AL B 55 R i R B, i HLL Ay
25 1 fiE s B 2 3 AN 259 3R B (Rezanejad et al.,
2019), B, Kok MRS A 26K X R FR R AE 2
[E]HEZ FO LR N3] DNNs AR Ze sy v, DI
o SR 1) A ) B SO0 I B A, O
PPN MR R A Zai . FIREREEkKA
BILEE . TR R i R, DR
FEAY B2 20 U S5 L 30 ) A S e P A A a5 e
AR R R ERRAE 3 A AL

55 =, VWM W KHt T-P8 LR EERT H bR S 1)
SN T AL o 35 P A B A A4 i T ) S B AL
i, BIEE TP (TP i Ak Y w55 H )
ARG RS REE T VWM AEREXT S A/i4T 55
S ) B AR T FEAE (Xu, 2024), BF5EEM, 1
VWM 9 5E R 3 A 24> il X (2145 PFC . PPC,
VOTC HR IR GE B J2 55 YRR AT H AR AT 403
I )R AE (Christophel et al., 2018; Olmos-Solis et al.,
2021; Rademaker et al., 2019; van Loon et al., 2018;
Xu, 2024), B4, VWM R ATA 8T8, M
T SE XS M1/ AR RAEMWE? — Ay,
Bt 2 G030 3 A 5 Y AR 5 H AR JC IR NS Sk B
1 F3(Olmos-Solis et al., 2021), {H&, Xu (2024)
FITTFFEEN & IR, HChT T 40 A S B A4 F 3l T
W, METHEDE VWM 5 BFr AT EE
SrETER, DISSELEAN TR, O IEe T g
wE MRS Bir e ARk, BAE N PPC X H
PRoFZEBGUER 1 . BEFEH A, PPC X VWM HiJf:
7 Lo fF B MR AE R A E 3 b
(orthogonalization)Zb ¥, L 43 #5 H 5 A1 P51 Y
FTAE . BRI, X P IE L RAERUTIEAE T
VOTC, H H 45452 1 o 1 B 5 32 21 40 0
AR IR, X AT BERE VOTC AE A ¥R ) il %
O DI T 0 5 e BR AN R, TS REAR R AT 55
BORMUR RGN, TREXRTMIE, /£ VWM 1
IS ET B VOTC X TR FRAE K T HAnR
fE, {H# PPC Wi M RAEAKT-HTLET, XUt
B PPC A\ VOTC BRI IUE RN 7E — s A

LA T RAE (Xu, 2024), 0] UL, PPC HiA] B
(7] ] 328 20 400 ] 0 TE S AL R AERARST VWM Hi i T
e, 1S5 — AL SRS v, PR AT I A A
VWM Hoxt HER AT HL15 B R AL, (HAE Xu (2024)
IS, LRI T AR W L R T
PIE Fr, FEAHE X H bR A 48 R Fk £ A,
X B VRS BOZ T AR B & B B A . Aok
FIRFFE AT LAAE Xu (2024) 09 SC B R 7 L atk 34 H
PR B BT I TAERE, LI %S PPC R HIIE
ZALFIHIARAAT VWM R AT sh AP

JAh, BHRAE, &5 VWM RIEM 24
DAL T 350G — S RAEBREE, BIHTHEAY PFC AE42 L
T4 H 5 BAREUE 55 A G E B, 5 #R Y
VOTC FiI S W58 B )2 00 i ) 500 88 A 2 (CAn 2 531l 4
KA, iR PPC BE AT AT 55 AH DG, L
% #1425 51 (Olmos-Solis et al., 2021), X #2/R PPC
YER—ATIRER G- 6, DRk A IO A G
PR 5E 250 15 B 5k H PRC AT AT 55 AR G
MR B TR S, IR — g —1 . Bis IRy
FAEE S (priority map), 7 VWM R Se i #
5 HE S5 A SC R B AR SR, T2 Ty 4
{5 B.(Olmos-Solis et al., 2021; Ritz & Shenhav,
2024). Pk, ARKIIBIFEET E— LRI PPC 7
VWM B RAEDL G 182 il # 52k H PFC FIIE
036 4 S BB o

S0, PN AR O AZ AR XS O P B ) AR SR AT
%R . Xu (2018a, 2018b)Hf PPC (45 FhikH1Th
AEAA 24 1 8 5 3 W) R 1 35 07 P A o R i 2 v, ]
X SO B A R, Tk 1A A 3 g v Ak B Y A OG
MY R B, BAMNERGE ., T,
PPC & 7] LI DA P4l 38 it (medial temporal lobe,
MTL) (Brown et al., 2018; Humphreys et al., 2022;
Ramanan et al., 2018) I Ji§ ] i #& A9 w30 0
(anterior temporal lobe, ATL) (Humphreys et al.,
2022) 43 S1IAG F 0 BORF DG 19 4 I A7 i 174 17 5N
O S, I AMUTH N4 (lateral intraparietal
sulcus, 1IPS)#1 4 2] (angular gyrus, AnG)3k 4b
(Humphreys et al., 2022; Humphreys et al., 2021),
AnG W] LI 22 ff (temporary buffer) 5 44 X &4
{5 B.(Humphreys et al., 2021; Kuhnke et al., 2023;
Ramanan et al., 2018), Tij 1IIPS JI| 2 %5 1042 il (0 2%
(frontoparietal control network)f—3#54y, 32 E|Al
% B J2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC) [ L ifii Nt
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BRI, AT LR 8T B 55 75 k% AnG Hg A
A B AT B £ A1 A (Humphreys et al., 2022;
Humphreys et al., 2021; Sestieri et al., 2017), A] I,
IIPS I AnG Xf N A= M5 B AL Y sIPS Xf4hE
HAF B VWM IRESE AR . T 1IPS Hl AnG
FEMEFINLE 1 EAE SIPS, “EAT1A T BB I8 I AR
TP AR AL R G AN R R 58 o SR, XFINAE
AR R 4 Ak B G DX A Ae] 2 5 0 A0 A AR B Y3
NP R B W AR R AE A AL, IR N 2 D (X,
2018a, 2018b), ¥R, LA LIPS Al AnG %L
R A LR TEAZ AR BRI R R 28 L sIPS M AZ.O 1Y
Xof A0 ER iy ARSI R W 2K AE D g - R
H 35 4+ 3¢ Z (Sestieri et al., 2017; Sheremata et al.,
2018). 1M H, AnG BIHTHES . J& -5 AR IX 2 6]
WA TE 2R ) 55 4 5 &R (Humphreys et al., 2020;
Humphreys et al., 2022), DTI i 4r#1i8 & B, AnG
) T R0 S 5 000 3 I %) K T DX () R i
BJZ . FG Ml ATL %)k, M aks MTL %4,
P78 AnG BE R LAEA2 M TP IR OIS B, 3%
Z A B 1% 5REE 84215 B (Humphreys et al.,
2022), FERMAFTEA LEETE AnG 2R
B} 25 {5 B4 A (multimodal spatiotemporal information
input) 198 B 2 A7 1l (Humphreys et al., 2022)5
1IPS FI sIPS 5 BIEFERERIEZ IR, XX
TR PPC XA L A= AR 2 A A R 5 R AR
GINESS S O

SR, TN E Y A E LR B T P A
HAERE . ANSEMEAE N RSP 5E &
B, 0005 0000 g ) R B TR [ 2P (Stiles
et al., 2020), i, XHEILCAE 12 A KO
G, T 058 A 45 A AN D BE 1 38w LR
B % F (Ciesielski et al., 2019; Natu et al., 2021),
AR, A0 B LB (5 108 I R 27 % 300 46 ) 1y L Al
IE % LT 0 3E % & B 13 P (Vinci-Booher et al.,
2022), X7 RES B0 ETER B ) FIXTHE 3
FIRUREL e & R 3D AR FRAERE 1A 2%
(Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2024), i H., “fik53#¢ %>
P8 000 R 200 L g 1 i R R T AN ) A A e g
(Hammarrenger et al., 2003), tiFE23E L] HEMR
075 D0 368 Jrf R AE ) AR AT IR T TR SR PR RRAIE 3 2R )
& (Ayzenberg & Lourenco, 2022). B & ¥ AL
SO AT R 2R, N0 % Y K A RE RO
JE AN [8] (1 5 0 A 2 e 5 X, X AR IR G

JLFETEAGE N T Hp e 20 A s 03 2% 114 £ 3% (Srihasam
etal, 2014), 4, H-IEHE BN K F AR
o] 5 00 9 5 A R AL b B R ELVE TR 7 RS
7, B G % i TG B 3K Bl 0 5E B
H.o Bilhn, tMRI WF5 KB, 16BN T e ot
FOE LY 3D PIHRES, BLA(20~30 % )PPC 11
ACEYEIN, {HJLEE(5~6 2) RATRL M V3a X AIE M
i [l (lingual gyrus) iR K P19 B35 58, X 15
JLEE PPC Ak 325 6]z Zh (7 BOb AN L, 5 245 5
ok B HE I E B K R AR B S HF (Klaver et al,
2008). dMRI WF58i0 & W, 5~8 4 JL 2 5 3 % 19
AR 0 & B Ok KT, (0038 B
PIER A BT 4 b R A R AR R H
i (Vinci-Booher et al., 2022), H TG B
ARKN AR AR EZEIK ) Z — Maurer &
Lewis, 2018), ELHLHEAH B £ 3 B A7 2 phy A3
% 20 — 1 W % 2 E] 0 £ A o A% B A G
(Vinci-Booher et al., 2022), X 15 B 300 18 #5400
SR K B A] e T AR Bk 3 E 0 B (S B Y
B, BRI, A BT B A B LI A e
PR R R B RIS T MGE R R E . TR
WY, ML 6 A~ A RAAZEEIL, HFH0E
TE 2T A ORERS 10 58 fil A 055 O TH Y R B BT
JEANSE %, 3 AT RE S SR L A DU P RS Bl e
FPRE R AT O, 3 AT DL 34 IE N3 % 1Y) P 1A iR
%] (Ayzenberg & Behrmann, 2024; Natu et al.,
2021), WHoTIRRW, BEE B IE R MG LA
3~6 AWMZEET LR, BILX R Y B E
JUART T 58 ) A T AU ) 6L, T o) B2 23 SR 0 S LA
AIE Can T LA AR ) 3 A TR] A, L A0 30 J5 1)
TR BE AR 1 3 (Reynolds, 2015), X487 iE Ml
T P D) RE ARG S AT AR B T O R M SR
9KEh, AL, FEAMACR B R T I 2 ) S
WA RRU AR, RIS LS M e K E
XTIEANE % )5 & B RSN 5 SRR, DARTE LN
A3 (25 32 A IS0 L0 8 7 T S R Bl . ok
K TS 5 22 A A 2 ) LA AN L 3 0 b -
% 2Z [ AN 7 1o B AH LA RO AL S A A A 1
Jof PN L e o T B T RERE S s

2% 3Tk
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Dorsal-ventral pathway interactionsin visual object representation
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Abstract: The visual system processes object information through the dorsal and ventral pathways. The
ventral pathway is primarily responsible for the "what" of object recognition, whereas the dorsal pathway
mainly specializes in the "where", dealing with visuospatial and motion processing. However, extensive
reciprocal neural connections between these two pathways suggest significant functional interactions in
visual object representation. On one hand, the ventral pathway cannot independently compute an object's
global shape. The integration of global shape information, represented by the dorsal pathway, with local
feature information, processed by the ventral pathway, is necessary to support invariant object recognition.
On the other hand, during goal-directed thought and behavior, the dorsal pathway must dynamically extract
and maintain object information from the ventral pathway to facilitate adaptive visual processing. The
former constitutes a primarily feature-driven (bottom-up) functional integration, while the latter represents a

predominantly task-driven (top-down) functional integration. Future research should further explore several
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key issues: the influence of attention on the dorsal pathway's representation of global shape; the mechanisms

by which object familiarity modulates the integration of global shape and local features; how visual working

memory resists interference to maintain the processing of goal-relevant stimuli; the impact of endogenous

memory on adaptive object representation; and the developmental trajectories of the dorsal and ventral

pathways and their implications for their functional interactions.

Keywords: visual object representation, dorsal-ventral pathway interaction, invariant visual object processing,
adaptive visual object processing



