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Q| F7 AEA 9 90 W ohfel, AAlol DI BEEE FAvA Hndw 9
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e o WY £EHE ASE T2 0FE Ao o
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2) SDIHO| A&AQ] Q7] 5 Htgste A2 AT=
Kaufman, Vassiliades, Noble, Alexander, Kaufman¥}
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Al ZHbinocular parallax)E YEPHTE o 7] A

Hu

715, % ABE ol Ao A £ Utk
A f = 34 755 JFx2T ).
A S B
3 Y
O
o f
L. p R
J2! 2. F £2% A8 ABE & W ¥AMg
= 7|5ta mHA|.

AB=p |Sasnp W
sind sny

o714 Fa3 B 7 AR aeleE] Bk
AR, F2 1) 4719 Zt=e} IPDEYC 2
TAEHATGE Motk = oudt Ag] FJE:
Egeo] A skt "= EFska o
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A EAlE e Ed

H

f £ %
i
> 1o
(W
Cw 8

12

S
-
v
}

91 THBrenner & van

1980; Heinemann et al.,
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(1941)0] APt A7L=2 = 4 gt o] o
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USAE AAet 23 AL dA|A= o] 100 arc
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MSE=303.91, p<.05, n/=42,3} 293, F1,11)
=27.51, MSE=392.74, p<.0001, n,/=.71,2] F&
I g FAACE fog Ao® Urwth
Aele 2D EACA o EA T ke e
H(M=44), 3D =A A T 7PEA FALH7)
S ATHM=-.56). T EA|7} dZol| JEIGS
o W AeRM=51), LEZ JEtS
o 7Pk AM=-63)2.2 A7t Q] 8}
ARE A1 Aol A, F4,44)=2.59,
MSE=37.13, p=.05, n,/=.193}t}. A2
F9E 34em Z71, F(1,11)= 33.39, p<.00010]
A 53] dAASHA Vet

HEEYN o A7 FEA2 A7E A7)
A7 BRefEAMA oY SHARAE
TEske Aot ¥ 245 feiM WA
7P A7k A7 A7) Wk AR wkee]
vole gwATs FEeth A
Bt -266D=222 UERTE o,
AAl A71eh A A9 gl Ht
KeR

2 946D=.03), AA A xztd A<

- 247 -



FEAGFY] B 616D=22F YEPFOH,  size7b SHWQICE ARRH T
I Aole BAHCR fog AR ek Al ¥-5& FE4H Tttt 1o vl
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A7t Az AZ4d 27

R dAFEE 1 eFHE 2 eFNE dFEF 1 dFWF 2 dqFWEs K
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An Evaluation of the Size Distance Invariance Hypothesis

and Binocular Size Perception

Nam-Gyoon Kim

Department of Psychology, Keimyung University

For too long, size perception research has been guided by the size distance invariance hypothesis (SDIH).
Although research to validate this hypothesis has been largely inconclusive, the hypothesis has endured,
pethaps in part because alternative information sources for size perception were lacking. Here, I propose
an alternative binocular information source for size perception. An experiment was conducted to assess the
utility of the proposed information and at the same time the perceptual independence of size and distance
perception. Participants viewed a virtual object stereoscopically then judged its size and distance. Results
were consistent with the proposed model ’s prediction but inconsistent with the SDIH. The present
findings were construed as evidence against the SDIH as an account of size perception for the binocular

visual system.

Key words : binocular size perception, distance perception, size distance invariance hypothesis
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