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Current topics of the visual agnosia

Juro Kawachi

Department of Life Sciences, Graduate School of Arts and Sciences, The University of Tokyo

Recent development of the theories in visual
cognition have shown a tendency to deny the
Lissauer’s classical two-stage theory. Farah’s
massively parallel constraint satisfaction model
seems to win broad support from psychological,
activational, and clinical studies. But many re-
sults of the clinical studies have disproved this

computational model and Zeki’s neuroanatomical
reentry theory. The bases for the unti-two-
stage theory have also several counter-eviden-
ces. On the analogy of Geschwind model of the
language mechanisms, visual cognition could be
considered as two-stage processes based on
associations.

(Japanese Journal of Neuropsychology 13 ; 14-19, 1997)



