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Review
Object identification is a fundamental cognitive capacity
that forms the basis for complex thought and behavior.
The adult cortex is organized into functionally distinct
visual object-processing pathways that mediate this
ability. Insights into the origin of these pathways have
begun to emerge through the use of neuroimaging
techniques with infant populations. The outcome of this
work supports the view that, from the early days of life,
object-processing pathways are organized in a way that
resembles that of the adult. At the same time, theoreti-
cally important changes in patterns of cortical activation
are observed during the first year. These findings lead to
a new understanding of the cognitive and neural archi-
tecture in infants that supports their emerging object-
processing capacities.

A developmental neuroscience approach to object
individuation
We live in a dynamic visual environment in which percep-
tual contact with objects is frequently lost and then
regained. One of our most basic cognitive capacities is
the ability to track the identity of objects – to form coherent
representations of objects that persist in the absence of
direct perceptual experience. The outcome of this process,
referred to as object individuation, determines how we
think about and act on those objects. The study of how
the mature mind solves the individuation problem has a
long history in the psychological sciences [1,2], and over the
past 20 years developmental scientists have made substan-
tial progress towards understanding the nature and devel-
opment of object individuation in the infant. To illustrate,
researchers have identified developmental hierarchies in
the type of information to which infants are most likely to
attend when tracking objects through occlusion, age-related
changes in the way that individuals are represented, and
mechanisms for change [3–6]. Slower to emerge has been an
understanding of the cognitive and neural architecture that
supports and facilitates this emerging capacity. Such find-
ings could significantly enhance our conceptual models of
object identification and representation.

One context in which we can make progress towards
this goal is to study the functional organization of the
immature brain. Neuroimaging techniques, such as
1364-6613/

� 2015 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2015.04.009

Corresponding author: Wilcox, T. (twilcox@tamu.edu).
Keywords: object processing; infants; temporal cortex; parietal cortex; occipital cortex;
functional near-infrared spectroscopy.

406 Trends in Cognitive Sciences, July 2015, Vol. 19, No. 7
functional near-infrared spectroscopy (fNIRS) (Box 1), allow
us to localize neural responses and identify the extent to
which these responses are stimuli specific ([7–9] for review).
With a good experimental design we can identify the cortical
structures, or a network of cortical structures, that mediate
select processes. This can inform developmental theory in
several ways. For example, from these data we can gain
insight into the functional organization of knowledge from
the early days of life before extensive social and educational
experiences. We can also identify the effect of naturally
occurring differences in early experience (influenced by
biological and environmental factors) [10,11] or of specific
training procedures [12,13] on brain and behavior. Neuro-
imaging data can also provide insight into infants’ under-
standing of their world that may not be otherwise evident.
Given the limited behavioral repertoire of infants, some-
times it can be difficult to ascertain, from behavioral data
alone, the engagement of distinct perceptual or cognitive
processes. Patterns of cortical activation can shed light on
the extent to which two different stimuli engage common
processes, or on conditions under which the same stimulus
engages distinct processes. Of course, care must be taken in
data interpretation. Because fNIRS measures only from
cortical areas, we do not have information about activation
in sub-cortical areas that might be part of a processing
circuit. In addition, reverse inferences (e.g., inferring from
activation patterns that specific processes were engaged)
should be drawn with caution [14,15].

Object processing in the adult brain
During the past 15–20 years we have learned a great deal
about the functional organization of visual object-processing
networks in the adult brain (Figure 1). For example, we
know that areas in the primary visual cortex respond to
specific features, such as lines, orientation, or color [16–18],
whereas areas in the occipito-temporal cortex integrate
these features and code objects as wholes, independently
of visual perspective [19–22]. Moving posterior to anterior in
the temporal cortex, object representations become more
abstract. Most relevant to this review is that posterior areas
of the temporal cortex mediate processing of objects without
reference to type or function, whereas anterior areas are
important to higher-level object processing, such as object
identification, categorization, and semantic information
[23–25]. Although much of this work has focused on bot-
tom-up processes underlying object perception and cogni-
tion, there are also top-down processes at work [26,27].

In addition, ventral and dorsal areas make unique
contributions to object processing. For example, areas in
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Box 1. Functional near-infrared spectroscopy (fNIRS): a tutorial

The rationale underlying fNIRS is that cortical activation leads to an

increase in blood flow and blood volume; the relative changes in

amounts of oxygenated and deoxygenated blood delivered to

activated areas are assessed by the amount of refracted near-infrared

light. Briefly, near-infrared light is projected through the scalp and

skull into the brain, and the intensity of diffusely refracted light is

recorded. Oxyhemoglobin (HbO) is more sensitive to near-infrared

light at �830 nm, and deoxyhemoglobin (HbR) to that at �690 nm.

Light-intensity modulation during stimulus presentation is compared

to that during a baseline event in which no (or a control) stimulus is

presented. Change relative to baseline provides information about the

hemodynamic response to brain activation. Typically, during cortical

activation local concentrations of HbO increase and HbR decrease.

A linear relationship between hemodynamics and neural activity [90],

and results consistent with other imaging techniques [91,92], provide

converging evidence that fNIRS offers a reliable measure of brain

function.

The use of fNIRS has several advantages over fMRI. fNIRS has

much better temporal resolution and can be implemented with awake,

engaged infants; typically, fMRI studies are conducted with sleeping

or sedated infants to avoid motion artifacts. In addition, fNIRS is

non-invasive and safe to use repeatedly and for extended periods of

time. Finally, fNIRS technology is cost-effective, portable, and straight-

forward to use. This makes it accessible and adaptable to a variety of

settings. The main advantage of fNIRS over electrophysiological

techniques is that hemodynamic responses are localized within

1–2 cm of the area activated, allowing more-accurate identification of

the areas from which cortical responses were obtained. fNIRS does

have some limitations. First, near-infrared light diffuses rapidly when

entering neural tissue, rendering fNIRS unsuitable for the investigation

of structures deeper than about 1 cm below the surface of the brain.

Second, fNIRS measures neural activation from the head surface

without anatomical information about the brain area being studied.

There are several ways to resolve this problem [93]. One common

approach is to position probes using the International 10-20 system for

electroencephalography (EEG) recording and to employ cranio-cerebral

correspondences to localize activation [94,95]. Finally, although the

spatial resolution of fNIRS is better than that of event-related potential

(ERP)/EEG, it is inferior to that of fMRI.

More detailed descriptions of technology, methods, and experi-

mental contexts in which infants have been tested can be found in

current reviews [7,8,96–98].
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the occipito-temporal region, such as the lateral occipital
complex (LOC), mediate shape representations formed on
the basis of static contour cues, whereas areas in the
posterior parietal cortex, such as the angular gyrus, medi-
ate shape representations formed on the basis of motion-
carried information [28–30]. Typically, dorsal areas are
important for processing information about the spatiotem-
poral properties of objects, whereas ventral areas are
important for processing information about the featural
properties of objects. However, there is evidence that these
two pathways interact [31], in addition to ongoing debate
about the extent to which the functional distinction be-
tween these two pathways is better characterized as ‘what’
versus ‘how’, or ‘what’ versus ‘where’ [31–33].
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In summary, the adult cortex possesses functionally
distinct, hierarchically-organized, parallel object-proces-
sing pathways. At the same time, these pathways interact,
and top-down as well as bottom-up processes contribute to
object recognition and identification. To what extent is the
immature cortex similarly organized, and does it operate in
a similar fashion?

Object processing in the infant brain
With the introduction of fNIRS into the developmental
sciences we now have a tool with which to investigate
functional organization of object-processing areas in the
human infant. Much of this work has focused on identifica-
tion of the neural architecture that supports the emerging
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capacity of information to use featural information to indi-
viduate objects. We first review behavioral findings and then
studies that provide insight into the cortical mechanisms
that underlie and support behavior.

From the early months of life infants draw on spatio-
temporal information as the basis for individuating
objects. For example, infants as young 3.5 months show
sensitivity to discontinuities in speed and path of motion,
and this remains robust throughout infancy [34–37]. These
findings are consistent with most models of object proces-
sing, which highlight the importance of motion-carried
information to infants’ apprehension of objects. More con-
troversial were initial claims about the extent to which
infants use featural information to individuate objects:
some researchers reported that infants do not show sensi-
tivity to object features until late in the first year [37],
whereas others reported individuation-by-feature much
earlier [38]. Subsequent research revealed that discrepan-
cies in initial findings reflect, in part, the use of tasks
with different processing demands; most researchers
now agree that young infants can individuate by feature.
At the same time, infants are not equally sensitive to all
featural information, favoring form over surface features
[39]. For example, when viewing shape-difference and
color-difference occlusion sequences such as those depicted
in Figure 2A, infants aged 4.5 months use the shape
(B)(A)
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Figure 2. (A) The wide-screen shape-difference, color-difference, and control test even

objects [39]. Events were presented live in a puppet-stage apparatus. Figures depict one 

aged 4.5–12.5 months interpret the shape-difference, but not control, event as involvin

event as involving two objects. (B) The location of the nine measurement channels in th

head. Cranio-cerebral maps ([94], also see [95]) suggest that channels 1 to 3 fall in the an

6 and 7 in the posterior parietal cortex, and channels 8 and 9 in the occipital cortex. (C
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difference to individuate objects, but it is not until about
11.5 months that they use a color difference. A similar
developmental hierarchy has been observed in object seg-
regation and identification tasks [40,41].

Although visual maturation may play some role in this
developmental hierarchy (i.e., the immature visual system
has better access to form than color information), it cannot
be the whole story: infants perceive color differences long
before they use them as the basis for individuating objects.
More likely, this developmental hierarchy reflects, to a
large extent, both the way the physical world is structured
and infants’ experience of the physical world, which leads
them to perceive form features as being intimately tied to
objects and stable over time [39]. By contrast, object color is
perceived as arbitrary (e.g., the color of an object does not
predict its function or how it will move and interact in the
physical world) and unstable (e.g., the perception of color
can change over viewing conditions). It is therefore not
surprising that differential sensitivity to form versus sur-
face features has been observed in other cognitive tasks that
require attention to, and reasoning about, object shape and
color [42–45]. The hypothesis that the attention of infants to
color is determined, in part, by the way in which the physical
world is structured, and by their experience of the physical
world, has been supported by studies revealing that, if
given experiences that point to the predictive value of color
(C)
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g two objects. It is not until 11.5 months that infants interpret the color-difference
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information, or that highlight color as a stable and integral
part of an object, infants will then attend to color differences
[46–48].

To identify the neural basis of infants’ emerging capacity
for individuation-by-feature, a series of fNIRS studies were
conducted with infants between 3 and 12 months of age
[49–51]. Infants viewed shape-difference, color-difference, or
control events similar to those used in previous behavioral
studies (Figure 2A). Hemodynamic responses to the events
were assessed in nine channels located across left occipital,
parietal, and temporal cortex (Figure 2B). These studies
revealed consistent, robust activation in the occipital cortex
toall threeeventsatall agestested between4 and12months.
Other studies, using a slightly different procedure, also
revealed activation in the occipital cortex [52–54]. Of greater
interest here are patterns of activation observed in the
anterior and posterior temporal cortex (ventral areas) and
the posterior parietal cortex (dorsal area).

Anterior temporal cortex

On the basis of adult findings, one would expect a different
pattern of cortical activation, particularly in anterior tem-
poral areas, to events that engage (rather than fail to
engage) the individuation process. That is, behavioral
responses should be reflected in patterns of cortical acti-
vation. Indeed, across studies, activation was obtained in
the anterior temporal cortex only in response to events
which infants individuate by feature [13,49–51]. For ex-
ample, infants aged 3–9 months, who use shape but not
color information to individuate objects [39], show anterior
temporal activation when viewing the shape-difference but
not the color-difference or control event. By contrast,
infants aged 11–12 months, who use shape and color
information to individuate objects [39,46], show activation
in the anterior temporal cortex when viewing either the
shape-difference or the color-difference event, but not the
control event. This pattern of results was observed in
several studies and the findings were robust.

The fact that anterior temporal activation is observed
only when infants interpret featural differences as signaling
the presence of a distinct object implicates the anterior
temporal cortex as central to the individuation process.
Two lines of evidence support this interpretation. One line
of evidence comes from studies investigating cortical
responses to occlusion sequences that involve spatiotempo-
ral discontinuities. Recall that, from an early age, infants
draw on spatiotemporal information as the basis for individ-
uating objects. fNIRS studies have revealed that activation
is obtained in the anterior temporal cortex to events in
which spatiotemporal discontinuities (e.g., discontinuities
in path or speed of motion) signal the presence of distinct
objects. Control events (such as that in Figure 2A) do not
elicit activation in the anterior temporal cortex [49,51]. This
confirms and extends the individuation-by-feature results
by revealing that the anterior temporal cortex is activated
regardless of how the objects were individuated (e.g., on the
basis of featural or spatiotemporal information).

The second line of evidence comes from color-priming
studies. Behavioral studies have demonstrated that
infants younger than 11.5 months, who do not spontane-
ously attend to color information in object-individuation
tasks, can be primed to individuate by color if first shown
pretest events that highlight the functional significance
of color features [47,55] (Figure I in Box 2). These studies
are part of a larger body of work demonstrating that
select experiences can alter the type of information to
which infants attend when reasoning about physical
objects [56–59]. Subsequent fNIRS studies, using this
priming procedure (Box 2), investigated whether changes
in behavior are accompanied by changes in brain activa-
tion. If infants younger than 11.5 months can be primed
to attend to color differences in a subsequent object-
individuation task, and individuation-by-feature has a
unique cortical signature, we would expect infants who
are primed to show that cortical signature. The results of
the priming study conducted with infants aged 8 and
9 months were clear: infants who viewed pretest events
that highlighted the functional significance of color fea-
tures individuated by color, and showed activation in the
anterior temporal cortex during a subsequent object-
individuation task. Infants who viewed pretest events that
do not induce color priming, and infants who viewed no
pretest events, did not individuate by color, nor show
activation in the anterior temporal cortex [13]. Hence,
behavioral and hemodynamic responses were condition-
specific and internally consistent.

Collectively, this research makes clear the importance
of the anterior temporal cortex to the individuation pro-
cess: when the individuation process is engaged and
infants infer the presence of two objects, the anterior
temporal region is activated. What is currently underspe-
cified is how these objects are represented, which is central
to debates about the nature of early object representations
[3,4,60]. For example, to what extent are these objects
represented as two distinct individuals (object X and object
Y) rather than a set of two, and to what extent is featural
information included in these representations?

Posterior temporal cortex

The pattern of activation observed in the posterior tempo-
ral cortex differs considerably from that observed in the
anterior temporal cortex. Most notably, activation patterns
appear to be age-related, independently of event. For
example, infants aged 3–6 months show activation in
posterior temporal areas in response to all three test
events displayed in Figure 2A, and the magnitude of the
response does not vary by event condition [49,50]. Other
research has demonstrated that activation in the posterior
temporal cortex is specific to objects, and not to non-object
visual stimuli such as faces or reversing checkerboard
patterns [61–64]. Furthermore, activation is independent
of the properties of the objects involved [49,63]. Collective-
ly, these studies implicate the posterior temporal cortex
as a mid-level object-processing area that, although it
responds selectively to objects, may be limited in the
information associated with those objects. However, poste-
rior temporal responses change markedly during the first
year. Regardless of event condition, by 7 months activation
in posterior temporal areas wanes, and by 12 months is no
longer observed for this task [50,51]. These results suggest
that functional reorganization of the ventral object-
processing network takes place during the second half of
409



Box 2. Priming infants to attend to color information

A series of studies [47,55] assessed the extent to which the sensitivity

of infants to color information could be enhanced by making color

functionally relevant. Infants were presented with events before an

individuation task in which the color of an object predicted the

function in which it would engage. For example, in one experiment,

infants aged 9.5 months saw pretest events identical to those depicted

in Figure I. After viewing the pound-pour pretest infants, the 9.5-

month-olds individuated by color in a subsequent different-color

(green ball–red ball) test event. Additional research extended this

finding to other functions (e.g., stir-lift) and revealed two constraints

on the effectiveness of this priming procedure [55]. First, the actions

in which the objects engage must be functionally relevant. For

example, if the green and red containers perform distinct actions, but

these actions do not have an obvious function (e.g., move up and down

next to the nail-box, or side to side next to the salt-box, but do not scoop

or pour salt), color priming is not observed. This suggests that infants

distinguish between actions on objects that are functionally relevant

and those that are not, and weigh these two types of information

differently. It is the process of identifying color as relevant to function,

an object property to which infants are already sensitive, that facilitates

greater attention to color in the subsequent test event. Second,

infants aged 9.5 months need to see at least two pairs of pound-pour

events with two different object pairs. Seeing two pairs of pound-pour

events with the same object pair does not lead to color priming

(younger infants aged 7.5 months need to see three different pairs of

pound-pour events with three different object pairs). For infants to

extract the rule that green objects function differently than red objects,

they must see multiple pairs of red and green objects (i.e., multiple

exemplar pairs) performing distinct functions. Together, these results

suggest that it is the formation of categorical event representations,

in which color is linked to object function, that leads to increased

sensitivity to color differences in a subsequent test event.
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Figure I. The function pound (top row) and pour (bottom row) pretest events of [47]; also used in [13]. The pound and pour events were seen on alternating trials. Infants

saw two pairs of pound-pour events, each with a different pair of green and red objects.
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the first year. One possibility is that this reflects a paring
down of the ventral object-processing pathway. Early in
infancy multiple cortical structures, or pathways, may be
involved in mid-level visual object processing, some of
which become pruned from the network. There are two
lines of evidence that support functional pruning of ventral
areas. First, areas in the lateral occipital cortex become
more selective in their response to visual stimuli between
2 and 3 months of age; whereas object-related responses
are widely distributed at 2 months, they become localized
to posterior areas of the lateral occipital cortex by 3 months
[50,51]. Second, there is evidence from nonhuman primate
studies that the neural pathway crucial for visual object-
recognition memory, which projects from the inferior tem-
poral cortex to medial temporal lobe structures, has an
abundance of connections early in infancy. By adulthood,
some connections are eliminated entirely or become more
refined in their distribution [65,66]. These two examples,
although drawn from cortical areas that mediate other
410
object-processing functions in the ventral pathway, provide
evidence for the importance of functional pruning during
infancy. There are several mechanisms by which this
pruning could occur, including intrinsic neurobiological
factors, early experience of the external environment,
and self-organizing principles that lead to select patterns
of connectivity within and between cortical areas [67–70].

Insight into the nature of the pruning process can be
found in color-priming studies described earlier. Recall
that infants aged 8–9 months who see pretest events that
highlight the functional significance of color features, but
not those who see other pretest events (e.g., events in
which different-colored objects undergo actions that are
not functionally relevant), demonstrate individuation-by-
color and show activation in the anterior temporal cortex in
a subsequent test event. However, infants with both types
of experiences show increased activation in the posterior
temporal cortex during the subsequent test event
[13]. Drawing the attention of the infants to color features,



Box 3. Outstanding questions

� To what extent is object processing in the infant brain hierarchi-

cally organized, as is observed in the adult brain? To what extent

is object processing in the infant brain influenced by top-down

processes?

� What factors best explain parietal activation observed during

shape processing in young infants? Under what conditions is

parietal activation observed, and what leads to the developmental

change observed in the first year?

� What other cortical areas, besides those investigated in current

studies, contribute to the visual object-processing network in the

infant brain? Are there hemispheric differences in functional

activation of object-processing networks?

� What types of experiences, both experimentally induced and

naturally occurring, influence infants’ object-processing capaci-

ties and associated patterns of cortical activation?

� To what extent do dorsal and ventral areas interact during object

processing?

� What role does the anterior temporal cortex play in object-file

tracking? Does activation in the anterior temporal cortex predict

the creation of an index in the object-file system?
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even when the experience is not sufficient to induce indi-
viduation-by-color, leads to increased activation in a mid-
level object-processing area that is not typically observed
in this age group. This suggests that the paring-down
process is not complete by 8–9 months, allowing activation
of a less frequently used pathway under some conditions.

Parietal cortex

Another intriguing finding revealed by fNIRS is that of
age-related changes in parietal cortex activation in re-
sponse to the shape-difference event [50,51]. Infants aged
6 months and younger (but not older) display activation in
the posterior parietal cortex during the shape-difference
event. Parietal activation is not obtained in response to the
color-difference or control event. In the adult, shape pro-
cessing can activate dorsal areas for several different
reasons [28–31,71], and an assimilation of these findings
leads us to competing hypotheses. One hypothesis is that
younger infants, whose visual acuity is relatively poor
[72–74], are more likely to depend on motion-carried than
contour information to extract object shape [75,76]. As a
result, younger infants are more likely to show activation in
dorsal areas during processing of the shape-difference
event. This interpretation is consistent with studies report-
ing significant maturation of visual capacities during the
first 6 months of life [76], and with adult fMRI studies
showing that posterior parietal areas are activated when
motion-carried information defines object shape, but not
when shape isextracted from static contour alone [29,30]. Al-
though there is no direct evidence linking visual maturation,
shape processing, and parietal activation, there is evidence
that analysis of motion-carried information activates this
area of the parietal cortex in young infants [49,51].

An alternative hypothesis focuses on age-related
changes in the extent to which shape processing is ‘embod-
ied’. There is evidence in adults that processing of infor-
mation about object form is closely linked to possible
actions on objects [77], and often elicits parietal activation
[32,67,78]. In the developmental sciences there is a sub-
stantial body of research demonstrating an intimate link
between perception, action, and cognition in the infant
(e.g., [79–81]). One theme that runs through much of this
work is the importance of coordinated visual and manual
exploration of objects on infants’ learning about those
objects [46,82,83]. On the basis of these findings, one
hypothesis is that processing of 3D object form in real
space and time, and under conditions in which objects
might be accessible for exploration, engages an action–
perception circuit, leading to activation in parietal cortex
(cf. [84,85]). Shape processing in this context (i.e., viewing
objects in a puppet stage apparatus) is more likely to elicit
parietal activation in younger than in older infants for any
number of reasons (e.g., shape perception and motor plan-
ning are more tightly linked in younger infants; older
infants are better able to judge whether objects are within
reach or can fit in their hand).

Object individuation: beyond features
Although the focus of this review is the neural mechanisms
that support the emerging capacity of infants for individua-
tion-by-feature, there is longstanding and growing interest
in infants’ use of kind information as the basis for individu-
ating objects. This work has generated a great deal of
debate because of underlying theoretical differences about
the extent to which infants, before language acquisition,
have the capacity to represent objects on the basis of kind
information [37,86–88]. Neuroimaging data have the poten-
tial to help to resolve this debate. To illustrate, behavioral
studies demonstrate that, early in life, infants are sensitive
to ontological distinctions between types of objects (e.g.,
animate versus inanimate, or inert versus self-propelled)
and possess different expectations for the way these objects
should move and interact. Behavioral studies have also
revealed that infants aged 10–12 months use these distinc-
tions as a way to track the identity of objects [3,86–88].
Neuroimaging data provide tantalizing evidence that this
capacity may exist in even younger infants. For example, in
infants 4–9 months of age, different patterns of activation
are observed in the anterior temporal cortex in response to
function versus non-function events, mechanical versus
social interactions, and human versus robotic motion
[13,58,89]. In addition, electrophysiological studies reveal
distinct responses in occipital areas to objects that infants
aged 9 months were previously trained to represent as
distinct individuals (without type information) as opposed
to a type of object (independent of specific features [60]).
Collectively, these results suggest that younger infants
possess at least some of the neural architecture to support
individuation-by-type. Continued research along these lines
would shed light on infants’ emerging capacity to succeed
on object-individuation tasks that, by the nature of the task
demands, require access to type information [3]. Outstand-
ing questions are listed in Box 3.

Concluding remarks
Neuroimaging studies using fNIRS have provided insight
into the functional organization of visual object-processing
areas in the developing brain. This body of work has
revealed localized and process-specific patterns of cortical
activation during object-individuation tasks. This work
has also demonstrated that functional patterns of cortical
activation change during the first year of life. Some of these
411
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changes may reflect age-related differences in the way that
infants process information, whereas others may reflect
the paring of visual object-processing pathways. System-
atic investigation of the ventral object-processing network
is crucial to fully assess the nature and time-course of the
changes observed. As the field moves forward, it will be
important for researchers to focus on the identification of
developmental processes and mechanisms for change. This
work is exciting because it moves the field beyond locali-
zation of function in the immature brain and addresses
fundamental questions about the cognitive and neural
architecture that supports the development of human
knowledge.

Acknowledgments
Preparation of this manuscript was supported by grant R01-HD057999 to
T.W. We thank Renée Baillargeon, Terry Barnhardt, and David A. Boas
for invaluable conversations about this work.

References
1 Burke, L. (1952) On the tunnel effect. Q. J. Exp. Psychol. A 4, 121–138
2 Michotte, A. et al. (1991) A modal completion of perceptual structures.

In Michotte’s Experimental Phenomenology of Perception (Thines, G.
et al., eds), pp. 140–167, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates (original work
published in French in 1964)

3 Baillargeon, R. et al. (2012) Object individuation and physical
reasoning in infancy: an integrative account. Lang. Learn. Dev. 8, 4–46

4 Leslie, A. et al. (1998) Indexing and the object concept: developing
‘what’ and ‘where’ systems. Trends Cogn. Sci. 2, 10–18

5 Wilcox, T. (1999) Object Individuation: Infants’ use of shape, size,
pattern, and color. Cognition 72, 125–166

6 Xu, F. et al. (2005) Labeling guides object individuation in 12-month-
old infants. Psychol. Sci. 16, 372–377

7 Lloyd-Fox, S. et al. (2010) Illuminating the developing brain: the past,
present and future of functional near infrared spectroscopy. Neurosci.
Biobehav. Rev. 34, 269–284

8 Wilcox, T. and Biondi, M. (2015) fNIRS in the developmental sciences.
Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews. Cogn. Sci. 6, 263–283

9 Karmiloff-Smith, A. (2010) Neuroimaging of the developing brain:
taking ‘developing’ seriously. Hum. Brain Mapp. 31, 934–941

10 Pettito, L.A. et al. (2012) The ‘perceptual wedge hypothesis’ as the basis
for bilingual babies’ phonetic processing advantage: new insights from
fNIRS brain imaging. Brain Lang. 121, 130–143

11 Sevy, A.B.G. et al. (2010) Neuroimaging with near-infrared
spectroscopy demonstrates speech-evoked activity in the auditory
cortex of deaf children following cochlear implantation. Hear. Res.
270, 39–47

12 Gervain, J. et al. (2008) The neonate brain detects speech structure.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 105, 14222–14227

13 Wilcox, T. et al. (2014) The effect of color priming on infant brain and
behavior. Neuroimage 85, 302–313

14 Machery, E. (2014) In defense of reverse inference. Br. J. Philos. Sci. 65,
251–267

15 Poldrack, R.A. (2006) Can cognitive processing be inferred from
neuroimaging data? Trends Cogn. Sci. 10, 59–63

16 Bartles, A. and Zeki, S. (2000) The architecture of the colour centre in
the human visual brain: new results and a review. Eur. J. Neurosci. 12,
172–193

17 Orban, G.A. et al. (2004) Comparative mapping of higher visual areas
in monkeys and humans. Trends Cogn. Sci. 8, 315–324

18 Tootell, R.B.H. et al. (2003) Neuroimaging weighs in: humans meet
macaques in ‘primate’ visual cortex. J. Neurosci. 23, 3981–3989

19 Grill-Spector, K. (2003) The neural basis of object perception. Curr.
Opin. Neurobiol. 13, 159–166

20 Kanwisher, N. (2003) The ventral visual object pathway in humans:
evidence from fMRI. In The Visual Neurosciences (Chalupa, L. and
Werner, J., eds), pp. 1179–1189, MIT Press

21 Malach, R. et al. (1995) Object-related activity revealed by functional
magnetic resonance imaging in human occipital cortex. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 92, 8135–8139
412
22 Kourtzi, Z. and Connor, C.E. (2011) Neural representations for object
perception: structure, category, and adaptive coding. Annu. Rev.
Neurosci. 34, 45–67

23 Devlin, J.T. et al. (2002) Is there an anatomical basis for category-
specificity? Semantic memory studies in PET and fMRI.
Neuropsychologia 40, 54–75

24 Humphreys, G.W. et al. (1999) From objects to names: a cognitive
neuroscience approach. Psychol. Res. 62, 118–130

25 Peelen, M.V. and Caramazza, A. (2012) Conceptual object
representations in human anterior temporal cortex. J. Neurosci. 32,
15728–15736

26 Folstein, J.R. et al. (2013) Category learning increases discriminability
of relevant object dimensions in visual cortex. Cereb. Cortex 23,
814–823

27 Chaumon, M. et al. (2014) Visual predictions in the orbitofrontal cortex
rely on associative content. Cereb. Cortex 2, 2899–2907

28 Kourtzi, Z. and Kanwisher, N. (2001) Representation of perceived
object shape by the human lateral occipital complex. Science 293,
1506–1509

29 Murray, S.O. et al. (2004) Perceptual group and the interactions
between visual cortical areas. Neural Netw. 17, 695–705

30 Peuskens, H. et al. (2004) Attention to 3-D shape, 3-D motion, and
texture in 3-D structure from motion displays. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 16,
665–682

31 Cloutman, L.L. (2013) Interaction between dorsal and ventral
processing streams: Where, when and how? Brain Lang. 127, 251–263

32 Thompson-Schill, S.L. (2003) Neuroimaging studies of semantic
memory: inferring ‘how’ from ‘where’. Neuropsychologia 41, 280–292

33 Goodale, M.A. and Milner, A.D. (1992) Separate visual pathways for
perception and action. Trends Neurosci. 15, 20–25

34 Aguiar, A. and Baillargeon, R. (2002) Developments in young infants’
reasoning about occluded objects. Cogn. Psychol. 45, 267–336

35 Spelke, E.S. et al. (1995) Spatiotemporal continuity, smoothness of
motion and object identity in infancy. Br. J. Dev. Psychol. 13, 113–143

36 Wilcox, T. and Schweinle, A. (2003) Infants’ use of speed of motion
to individuate objects in occlusion events. Infant Behav. Dev. 26,
1833–1840

37 Xu, F. and Carey, S. (1996) Infants’ metaphysics: the case of numerical
identity. Cogn. Psychol. 30, 111–153

38 Wilcox, T. and Baillargeon, R. (1998) Object individuation in young
infants: further evidence with an event monitoring paradigm. Dev. Sci.
1, 127–142

39 Wilcox, T. (1999) Object Individuation: infants’ use of shape, size,
pattern, and color. Cognition 72, 125–166

40 Needham, A. (1999) The role of shape in 4-month-old infants’
segregation of adjacent objects. Infant Behav. Dev. 22, 161–178

41 Tremoulet, P.D. et al. (2001) Infant individuation and identification of
objects. Cogn. Dev. 15, 499–522

42 Baldwin, D.A. (1989) Priorities in children’s expectations about object
label references: form over color. Child Dev. 60, 1291–1306

43 Booth, A.E. (2006) Object function and categorization in infancy: two
mechanisms of facilitation. Infancy 10, 145–169

44 Booth, A.E. and Waxman, S. (2002) Object names and object functions
serve as cues to categories for infants. Dev. Psychol. 38, 948–957

45 Bornstein, M.H. (1985) Colour-name versus shape-name learning in
young children. J. Child Lang. 12, 387–393

46 Wilcox, T. et al. (2007) Multisensory exploration and object
individuation in infants. Dev. Psychol. 43, 479–495

47 Wilcox, T. and Chapa, C. (2004) Priming infants to use color and
pattern information in an individuation task. Cognition 90, 265–302

48 Wilcox, T. et al. (2011) Priming infants to use pattern information in an
object individuation task: The role of comparison. Dev. Psychol. 47,
886–897

49 Wilcox, T. et al. (2010) Dissociation of processing of featural and
spatiotemporal information in the infant cortex. Neuroimage 53,
1256–1263

50 Wilcox, T. et al. (2012) Object processing and functional organization of
the infant cortex. Neuroimage 62, 1833–1840

51 Wilcox, T. et al. (2014) Cortical activation to object shape and speed of
motion during the first year. Neuroimage 99, 129–141

52 Wilcox, T. et al. (2005) Using near-infrared spectroscopy to assess
neural activation during object processing in infants. J. Biomed.
Opt. 10, 011010

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0705
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0705
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0750


Review Trends in Cognitive Sciences July 2015, Vol. 19, No. 7
53 Wilcox, T. et al. (2008) Hemodynamic response to featural changes in
the occipital and inferior temporal cortex in infants: a preliminary
methodological exploration. Dev. Sci. 11, 361–370

54 Wilcox, T. et al. (2009) Hemodynamic response to featural and
spatiotemporal information in the infant brain. Neuropsychologia
47, 657–662

55 Wilcox, T. et al. (2008) Color-function categories that prime infants to
use color information in an object individuation task. Cogn. Psychol. 57,
220–261

56 Libertus, K. and Needham, A. (2010) Teach to reach: the effects of
active vs. passive reaching experiences on action and perception. Vision
Res. 50, 2750–2757

57 Needham, A. et al. (2002) A pick-me-up for infants’ exploratory skills:
early simulated experiences reaching for objects using ‘sticky mittens’
enhances young infants’ object exploration skills. Infant Behav. Dev.
25, 279–295

58 Wang, S. and Baillargeon, R. (2005) Inducing infants to detect a
physical violation in a single trial. Psychol. Sci. 16, 542–549

59 Woods, R.J. and Wilcox, T. (2013) Posture support improves object
individuation in infants. Dev. Psychol. 49, 1413–1424

60 Scott, L.S. (2011) Mechanisms underlying the emergence of object
representations during infancy. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 23, 2935–2944

61 Honda, Y. et al. (2010) How do infants perceive scrambled faces?: a
near-infrared spectroscopic study. Brain Res. 1308, 137–146

62 Lloyd-Fox, S. et al. (2009) Social perception in infancy: a near infrared
spectroscopy study. Child Dev. 80, 986–999

63 Watanabe, H. et al. (2008) Functional activation in diverse regions of
the developing brain of human infants. Neuroimage 43, 346–357

64 Watanabe, H. et al. (2010) General to specific development of functional
activation in the cerebral cortexes of 2- to 3-month-old infants.
Neuroimage 50, 1536–1544

65 Bachevalier, J. and Mishkin, M. (1994) Effects of selective neonatal
temporal lobe lesions on visual recognition in rhesus monkeys.
J. Neurosci. 14, 2128–2139

66 Webster, M.J. et al. (1991) Connections of inferior temporal areas TE
and TEO with medial temporal-lobe structures in infant and adult
monkeys. J. Neurosci. 11, 1095–1116

67 Kolb, B. et al. (2014) Brain development, experience, and behavior.
Pediatr. Blood Cancer 61, 1720–1723

68 Johnson, M.H. (2010) Functional brain development during infancy. In
The Wiley–Blackwell Handbook of Infant Development (2nd edn)
(Bremner, J.G. and Wachs, T.D., eds), pp. 295–314, Wiley–Blackwell

69 Bachevalier, J. and Hagger, C. (1991) Sex differences in the development
of learning abilities in primates. Psychoneuroendocrinol 16, 177–188

70 Homae, F. et al. (2010) Development of global cortical networks in early
infancy. J. Neurosci. 30, 4877–4882

71 Oliver, R.T. et al. (2009) Remembrance of things touched: how
sensorimotor experience affects the neural instantiation of object
form. Neuropsychologia 47, 239–247

72 Dobson, V. and Teller, D.Y. (1978) Visual acuity in human infants: a
review and comparison of behavioral and electrophysiological studies.
Vision Res. 18, 1469–1483

73 Norica, A.M. and Tyler, C.W. (1985) Spatial frequency sweep VEP:
visual acuity during the first year of life. Vision Res. 25, 1399–1408

74 Teller, D.Y. and Movshon, J.A. (1986) Visual development. Vision Res.
26, 1483–1506

75 Arterberry, M.E. et al. (1993) Infants’ sensitivity to motion-carried
information for depth and object properties. In Visual Perception and
Cognition in Infancy: Twenty-Third Carnegie Mellon Symposium on
Cognition (Granrud, C., ed.), pp. 215–234, Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates
76 Kellman, P.J. and Arterberry, M.E. (2006) Infant visual perception. In
Handbook of ChildPsychology (Vol. 2) Cognition, Perception, and Language
(6th edn) (Kuhn, D. and Siegler, R.S., eds), pp. 109–160, Wiley

77 Gibson, J.J. (1979) The Ecological Approach to Visual Perception,
Houghton Mifflin

78 Oliver, R.T. and Thompson-Schill, S.L. (2003) Dorsal stream activation
during retrieval of object size and shape. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci.
3, 309–322

79 Campos, J.J. et al. (2000) Travel broadens the mind. Infancy 1, 149–219
80 Corbetta, D. (2009) Brain, body, and mind: lessons from infant

development. In Toward a Unified Theory of Development:
Connectionism and Dynamic Systems Theory Reconsidered (Spencer,
M.T. and McClelland, J., eds), pp. 51–66, Oxford University Press

81 Sommerville, J.A. and Woodward, A.L. (2010) The link between action
production and action processing in infancy. In Naturalizing Intention
in Action (Grammont, F. et al., eds), pp. 67–90, MIT Press

82 Needham, A. (2000) Improvements in object exploration skills may
facilitate the development of object segregation in early infancy.
J. Cogn. Dev. 1, 131–156

83 Soska, K.C. et al. (2010) Systems in development: motor skill
acquisition facilitates 3D object completion. Dev. Psychol. 46, 129–138

84 Kaufman, J. et al. (2003) Graspability and object processing in infants.
Infant Behav. Dev. 26, 516–528

85 Mareschal, D. and Johnson, M. (2003) The ‘what’ and ‘where’ object
representations in infancy. Cognition 88, 259–276

86 Bonatti, L. et al. (2002) The human first hypothesis: identification of
conspecifics and individuation of objects in the young infant. Cogn.
Psychol. 44, 388–426

87 Kingo, O.S. and Krojgaard, P. (2011) Object manipulation facilitates
kind-based object individuation of shape-similar objects. Cogn. Dev. 26,
87–103

88 Surian, L. and Caldi, S. (2010) Infants’ individuation of agents and
inert objects. Dev. Sci. 13, 143–150

89 Grossmann, T. et al. (2013) Action observation in the infant brain: the
role of body form and motion. Soc. Neurosci. 8, 22–30

90 Gratton, G. et al. (2001) Comparison of neuronal and hemodynamic
measures of the brain response to visual stimulation: an optical
imaging study. Hum. Brain Mapp. 13, 13–25

91 Strangman, G. et al. (2002) A quantitative comparison of simultaneous
BOLD fMRI and NIRS recordings during functional brain activation.
Neuroimage 17, 719–731

92 Huppert, T.J. et al. (2006) A temporal comparison of BOLD, ASL, and
NIRS hemodynamic responses to motor stimuli in adult humans.
Neuroimage 29, 368–382

93 Tsuzuki, D. and Dan, I. (2014) Spatial registration for functional near-
infrared spectroscopy: from channel position on the scalp to cortical
location in individual and group analyses. Neuroimage 85, 92–103

94 Lloyd-Fox, S. et al. (2014) Coregistering functional near-infrared
spectroscopy with underlying cortical areas in infants. Neurophotonics
1, 025006

95 Okamoto, M. et al. (2004) Three-dimensional probabilistic anatomical
cranio-cerebral correlation via the international 10-20 system oriented
for transcranial functional brain mapping. Neuroimage 21, 99–111

96 Aslin, R. (2012) Questioning the questions that have been asked about
the infant brain using near-infrared spectroscopy. Cogn. Neuropsychol.
29, 7–33

97 Rossi, S. et al. (2012) Shedding light on words and sentences: near-
infrared spectroscopy in language research. Brain Lang. 121, 152–163

98 Scholkmann, F. et al. (2014) A review on continuous wave functional
near-infrared spectroscopy and imaging instrumentation and
methodology. Neuroimage 85, 6–27
413

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0780
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0780
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0880
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0880
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0880
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0885
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0890
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0890
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0890
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0890
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0895
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0895
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0895
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0900
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0900
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0900
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0905
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0905
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0910
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0910
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0915
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0915
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0920
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0920
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0920
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0930
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0930
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0935
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0935
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0940
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0940
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0940
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0945
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0945
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0945
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0950
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0950
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0950
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0955
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0955
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0955
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0960
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0960
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0960
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0965
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0965
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0965
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0970
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0970
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0970
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0975
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0975
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0980
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0980
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1364-6613(15)00098-4/sbref0980

	Object processing in the infant: lessons from neuroscience
	A developmental neuroscience approach to object individuation
	Object processing in the adult brain
	Object processing in the infant brain
	Anterior temporal cortex
	Posterior temporal cortex
	Parietal cortex

	Object individuation: beyond features
	Concluding remarks
	Acknowledgments
	References


