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Abstract This empirical study examined whether the visual complexities of the
first and second characters in two-character words play similar roles in modulating
the fixation time and saccade target selection during un-spaced Chinese reading.
Consistent with prior research, words with low-complexity characters were fixated
for shorter times than words with high-complexity characters. Critically, saccade
target selection was primarily influenced by the visual complexity of the first
character of a two-character word: words with low-complexity first characters were
skipped more frequently, and fixation was localized nearer to the center of the word
compared with the words with high-complexity first characters. These results are
important for understanding the mechanisms of eye movement control in Chinese
reading and thus provide benchmark data to test models of eye movement control in
Chinese reading.

Keywords Visual complexity - Stroke number - Saccade target selection -
Chinese reading

Introduction

Eye movement control studies in reading have primarily focused on two aspects of
eye movements: when the eyes are moved (fixation times) and where the eyes are
moved to (saccade target selection). These two aspects of eye movements are
influenced by the frequency, predictability and lengths of words in both alphabetic
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languages (Rayner, 1998, 2009) and Chinese (Li, Bicknell, Liu, Wei, & Rayner,
2014; Rayner, Li, Juhasz, & Yan, 2005; Yan, Tian, Bai, & Rayner, 2006; see Reilly
& Radach, 2012 for a special issue on non-western reading in Reading and Writing).
In addition to these important factors, character complexity may be a special factor
that affects eye movement control in Chinese reading. Character complexity' is
commonly measured by the number of strokes that comprise Chinese characters
(Coney, 1998; Li et al., 2014; Su & Samuels, 2010). Chinese characters can be very
simple and include only a single stroke, such as — (yi, which means one), but they
can also be complex and include more than 20 strokes, such as EZ (xin, which means
fragrance). However, how character complexity affects eye movement control in
Chinese reading is not well understood. The present study was designed to
investigate this question.

We will first introduce some important properties of the Chinese writing system
before reviewing studies of character complexity in Chinese reading. In contrast to
most alphabetic languages, Chinese texts are constituted by contiguous characters
that act as the basic visual units in Chinese reading. Although there are no spaces
between Chinese words, a number of studies have revealed that words have a
psychological reality in Chinese reading (Bai, Yan, Liversedge, Zang, & Rayner,
2008; Hoosain, 1992; Li, Gu, Liu, & Rayner, 2013; Li et al., 2014; Shen et al., 2012;
Zang, Liang, Bai, Yan, & Liversedge, 2013). The uniqueness of Chinese reading is
that, although the lengths of most words vary from one to four characters, no direct
word length cues (e.g., spaces) are available in the parafovea to guide saccade target
selection (Li, Liu, & Rayner, 2011; Ma, Li, & Pollatsek, 2015). These special
properties of the Chinese writing system suggest that the mechanism of eye
movement control in Chinese reading may be different from that in alphabetic
language reading.

Previous studies have revealed that character complexity (as defined by stroke
number) can affect the character recognition time in an isolated character
recognition task. Naming characters with more strokes requires more time than
naming characters with fewer strokes (Peng & Wang, 1997; Yu & Cao, 1992).
Moreover, characters with more strokes require larger font sizes to reach the
minimal legible size than characters with fewer strokes (Huang & Hsu, 2005). These
effects of the stroke number on the character naming times can be explained by a
multilevel interactive-activation framework (Taft, Liu, & Zhu, 1999) that assumes
that Chinese word recognition begins by extracting character stroke information. A
character with more strokes is more difficult to process.

Previous studies have also revealed the role of character complexity in word
recognition in natural sentence reading tasks (Just & Carpenter, 1987; Li et al.,
2014; Liversedge et al., 2014; Yang & McConkie, 1999). In an eye-tracking study,
Just and Carpenter (1987) found that gaze durations on low-complexity characters
are shorter than those on high-complexity characters. Yang and McConkie (1999)
further found that words with two low-complexity characters are fixated less often

! Character complexity can also be measured by the stroke frequency, which is defined by the average
number of strokes crossed by the slices in six directions through the Chinese characters (see Zhang,
Zhang, Xue, Liu, & Yu, 2008 for more information). The stroke frequency is highly correlated with the
stroke number.
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and for shorter times than words with two high-complexity characters. These studies
suggest that both the fixation time and saccade target selection are modulated by
character complexity. In addition to the observed direct effect, the role of character
complexity is modulated by word frequency. Liversedge et al. (2014) explored the
roles of character complexity and word frequency in Chinese reading using single-
character words as target words. These authors observed an interaction effect of the
word frequency and character complexity on the fixation time but not on skipping
probability. Character complexity can modulate saccade target selection in both
low- and high-frequency conditions: higher skipping probabilities are associated
with low-complexity single-character words, but fixation times are only affected in
low-frequency conditions.

This study further examined the effects of visual character complexity on eye
movement control in sentence reading. Two-character words were chosen as target
words because they constitute more than 70 % of the most commonly used words in the
Chinese lexicon. We manipulated the visual complexities of both characters in the
two-character target words and thereby created a 2 (first character: low complexity,
high complexity) x 2 (second character: low complexity, high complexity) design.
Each set of four two-character words was embedded into the same sentence frame.
Using this type of design, we studied whether the first and second characters of two-
character words influence Chinese reading in different manners.

Previous studies have shown that the two characters of a word may play different
roles in reading. First, it has been shown that the first character of a two-character
word plays a more important role in a word’s lexical accessibility (Li & Pollatsek,
2011; Li et al., 2013). Li and Pollatsek (2011) examined whether contextual
information affects low-level character processing, such as the detection of the
location of a character. Readers viewed two Chinese characters that were presented
on the left and right sides of the fixation point: one character was intact, but the
other was embedded in a noise rectangle. The two characters could constitute a
word in one condition but not in the other condition. These researchers found that
the intact presentation of the first but not the second character of the word facilitates
the processing of its masked counterpart.

Second, the visual acuities of the two characters during reading are different.
Although readers can perceive one character to the left of the current fixation and
two to three characters to its right (Chen & Tang, 1998; Inhoff & Liu, 1998), they
cannot maintain equal visual acuity for both characters of a two-character word,
particularly prior to fixating on the two-character word. Chinese text is read from
left to right, and visual acuity decreases with increases in eccentricity. Different
lexical accessibilities and visual acuities imply that the two characters of a two-
character word may play different roles in modulating the fixation time and saccade
target selection in Chinese reading.

During sentence reading from left to right, it is easier for readers to obtain the
first character’s information than the second character’s before fixating on the two-
character target word. Therefore, the first character’s complexity may play more
important roles in modulating the fixation time and saccade target selection than the
second character. This study provides the first test of this hypothesis in a well-
controlled experiment that crosses the visual complexities of the first and second
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characters of two-character words such that the effects of the character complexities
of the first and second characters can be disentangled.

Methods
Participants

Twenty-eight undergraduates from the China Agricultural University were paid to
participate in the formal study. All of the participants had either normal or
corrected-to-normal vision.

Apparatus

The materials were presented on a 21-inch CRT monitor (resolution: 1,024 x 768
pixels; refresh rate: 150 Hz) connected to a DELL PC. Each sentence was displayed
on a single line in Song 20-point font, and the characters were shown in black
(RGB: 0, 0, 0) on a gray background (RGB: 128, 128, 128). The participants were
seated at a viewing distance of 58 cm from the computer monitor. At this viewing
distance, each character subtended a visual angle of approximately 0.7°. The head
was stabilized with a chin rest and a forehead rest. The participants read the
sentences binocularly, but only their right eyes were monitored. Eye movements
were recorded with an SR Research Eyelink 1000 eye tracking system with a
sampling rate of 1,000 Hz.

Materials and design

Eighty sets of two-character words were selected as critical materials (see Appendix).
Each set contained four two-character words that could fit into the same sentence
frame. The first and second characters of the two-character words were of either high
complexity or low complexity. For example, in the sentence frame%k [T Wr 211X 4
SR PR IX L8 FL e OB/ FLEE /BlE) #8217 Hb | (translation: The blacksmith
angrily threw these tiles (sugars/crockeries/sugar bowls) to the ground when he heard
the news), the critical word region contained the following four conditions: in the LL
condition, both characters were low-complexity (FLER) characters; in the HL
condition, the first character was of high complexity, and the second character was of
low complexity ($#R); in the LH condition, the first character was a low-complexity
character, and the second character was of high complexity (FL##); and in the HH
condition, both of the characters were high-complexity characters (H ).

The low-complexity characters had fewer than seven strokes, and the high-
complexity characters had more than 12 strokes.” The average complexity of the

2 The characters with more strokes typically have more radicals, but this issue could not be teased apart
in the present study. It is unclear whether radical number affects reading (see review by Su & Samuels,
2010). We primarily focused on character complexity based on stroke number, and characters with more
radicals can also be regarded as high-complexity characters.
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Table 1 Properties of the critical stimuli in the present study

Word First character Second character
Frequency Frequency Stroke number Frequency Stroke number
LL 4(5) 381 (597) 55(1.4) 384 (382) 55(1.4)
HL 5() 348 (532) 15.1 (2.1) 384 (382) 55(1.4)
LH 4 (6) 381 (597) 55(1.4) 329 (488) 14.1 (2.5)
HH 4 (6) 343 (558) 13.5 (1.8) 360 (529) 14.1 (2.5)

The standard deviations are reported in parentheses. The character and word frequencies were measured
in units of frequencies per million

first character was lower in the LL condition than in the HL condition (see Table 1),
#(79) = —37.24, p < .001, and the average complexity of the first character was
lower in the LH condition than in the HH condition, #(79) = —32.76, p < .001. The
average complexity of the second character was lower in the LL condition than in
the LH condition, #(79) = —26.63, p < .001, and lower in the HL condition than in
the HH condition, #(79) = —26.01, p < .001. We matched the two-character word
frequencies for each condition, Fs < 1. All of the critical words were low-frequency
words because it was impossible to select a sufficient amount of material to generate
an orthogonal design using high-frequency two-character words. We also matched
the character frequencies such that no difference was found between each condition
in terms of either the first character or the second character, Fs <1.

Each set of four two-character words was embedded into the same sentence
frame to create 320 sentences in total. All of the words were plausible in the
sentences. We made four lists of trials, each of which contained 20 trials of each
condition. Each participant read one list comprising 80 sentences. The length of
each sentence ranged from 20 to 25 characters. There was no ambiguity in the word
boundaries, and all of the four additional participants agreed that the critical words
should have been grouped into words. These four participants did not participate in
the formal study. We also assessed the predictability of the critical target words to
ensure low levels of predictability (close to 0) in the four conditions.

Procedure

When the participants entered the lab, they read the instructions for the experiment
and a brief description of the apparatus. The height of the chin rest and the chair
were then adjusted to make the participants feel comfortable. The eye tracker was
calibrated at the beginning of the experiment and again during the experiment as
needed. A three-point calibration and validation procedure was used. The maximal
error of the validation was a visual angle of 0.5°. Each participant then read six
sentences for practice and 80 experimental sentences in a random order. The
participants were asked to read silently and to answer questions after reading 27
sentences. The questions were created to ensure that the participants read the
sentences carefully. Each sentence appeared after the participants had successfully
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fixated on a character-sized box at the location of the first character of the sentence.
After reading a sentence, the participants were asked to press a response button to
start the next trial.

Data analysis

The accuracy of the comprehension questions was high (95 %), which suggests that
the participants understood the sentences well. Trials in which the participants
blinked at least three times and those in which they blinked at least once at the target
word region were excluded from the analysis, which resulted in a loss of 2 % of the
trials. Fixations lasting longer than 1,000 ms or less than 80 ms (a total of
approximately 2 %) were also excluded from the analysis.

We report the eye movement measures in relation to the critical two-character
target word region® using the following five indicators of eye movements (Radach
& Kennedy, 2004; Rayner, 1998): (a) first fixation duration (duration of the first
fixation within a word, irrespective of whether more fixations followed); (b) gaze
duration (summed duration of all fixations before leaving the word); (c) fixation
probability (relative frequency with which a word was fixated at least once); (d)
landing position (position within a word (in terms of characters) at which the initial
fixation was located; the first character was coded as zero, and the second was coded
as one; thus, a landing position value of 0.5 on a two-character word indicates a
position in the middle of the first and the second characters); and (e) saccade-in
length (the length of the saccade landing on the critical word region on first-pass
reading). The data were analyzed using a linear mixed-effects model for continuous
variables and a generalized mixed-effects model for binary variables in which the
participants and items were considered crossed random effects (Baayen, Davidson,
& Bates, 2008; Jaeger, 2008). The analyses were performed with the /me4 package
(Bates, Maechler, & Bolker, 2013) in an R environment (R Core Team, 2013).
Analyses of log-transformed durations yielded results similar to those obtained from
the untransformed analyses. Separate repeated-measures ANOVAs revealed results
similar to those obtained from the LMM analysis.

Results
The results are shown in Table 2. The fixation times on the target words were

modulated by the character complexity. First fixation durations for the words with
low-complexity first characters (M = 289 ms, SD = 34 ms) were shorter than those

3 No parafoveal-on-foveal effect or spillover effect was found for character complexity. First fixation
durations on the pre-targets were 265 ms (SD = 37 ms), 267 ms (SD = 39 ms), 263 ms (SD = 36 ms), and
264 ms (SD = 34 ms) under the LL, HL, LH and HH conditions, respectively, F's < 1. Gaze durations for
each of the respective conditions were 308 ms (SD = 59 ms), 313 ms (SD = 59 ms), 304 ms
(SD = 28 ms), and 319 ms (SD = 69 ms), ts <1.4. First fixation durations on the post-targets were
279 ms (SD = 31 ms), 276 ms (SD = 33 ms), 274 ms (SD = 33 ms), and 278 ms (SD = 33 ms) in the LL,
HL, LH and HH conditions, respectively, #s < 1. These results are consistent with the corpus analysis
reported by Li et al. (2014).
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Table 2 Eye movement measures on the target words under different conditions

LL HL LH HH
First fixation duration 291 (38) 292 (38) 287 (38) 305 (37)
Gaze duration 347 (62) 363 (76) 361 (75) 388 (81)
Fixation probability 0.87 (0.12) 0.91 (0.09) 0.87 (0.12) 0.90 (0.11)
Landing position 0.48 (0.13) 0.40 (0.13) 0.44 (0.13) 0.40 (0.13)
Saccade-in length 2.32 (0.41) 2.14 (0.45) 2.28 (0.47) 2.21 (0.44)

First fixation duration and gaze duration were measured in milliseconds. The standard deviations are
reported in parentheses

for the words with high-complexity first characters (M = 299 ms, SD = 33 ms),

= —0.013, SE = 0.006, t = —2.01. The complexity of the second character did not
exhibit a statistically significant influence on first fixation duration, and there were
no statistically significant interactions between the first and second characters (s
<1).

Gaze durations on words with low-complexity first characters (M = 354 ms,
SD = 63 ms) were shorter than those on words with high-complexity first characters
(M =375ms, SD =74 ms), b =—0.026, SE = 0.008, t = —3.09. Unlike first fixation
duration, gaze duration (the relatively later indicator of word processing compared
to first fixation duration) revealed that the complexity of the second character had
the same effect as that of the first character. Gaze durations on the words with low-
complexity second characters (M = 355 ms, SD = 66 ms) were shorter than that on
words with high-complexity second characters (M = 374 ms, SD = 74 ms),
b = —0.023, SE = 0.008, ¢t = —2.74. The interaction between the first and second
characters’ complexities was not statistically significant, ¢ < 1.

Saccade target selection was also affected by character complexity. Fixation
probabilities on the target words were lower for words with low-complexity first
characters (M = 0.87, SD = 0.11) than for words with high-complexity first
characters (M = 0.91, SD = 0.09), b = —0.033, SE = 0.012, t = —2.67. However, the
complexity of the second character did not affect fixation probability, ¢ < 1, and the
interaction between the first and second characters was not significant, ¢ < 1.
Fixation probabilities on the first and second characters were further analyzed. We
found that fixation probability on the first character was lower for low-complexity
first characters (M = 0.47, SD = 0.11) than for high-complexity first characters
(M = 0.54, SD = 0.12), b = —0.073, SE = 0.021, t = —3.51. Regarding the second
character, the average fixation probabilities were 0.59 (SD = 17), 0.59 (SD = 17),
0.59 (SD = 14) and 0.62 (SD = 18) under the LL, HL, LH and HH conditions,
respectively, and no statistically significant differences were observed between
these values, ts <1.

Landing position and saccade-in length were also only influenced by manipu-
lation of the complexities of the first character. The landing position was found to be
farther from the word’s beginning for words with low-complexity first characters
(M = 0.46, SD = 0.11) than for words with high-complexity first characters
(M = 0.40, SD = 0.11), b = 0.063, SE = 0.022, t+ = 2.85. No other effect was
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statistically significant, # < 1. The saccade-in length was longer for words with low-
complexity first characters (M = 2.30, SD = 0.41) than for words with high-
complexity first characters (M = 2.17, SD = 0.43), b = 0.121, SE = 0.022, t = 3.29.
No other effect of saccade-in length was statistically significant, ¢ < 1.

Discussion

This study examined how the visual complexities of the first and second characters
of two-character words modulate eye movement control in Chinese reading. The
results revealed that both the fixation time and saccade target selection are
modulated by character complexity. Gaze durations were found to be modulated by
the complexities of both the first and the second characters. Words with low-
complexity characters were fixated for shorter times than words with high-
complexity characters in the same first or second character position. Saccade target
selection was only influenced by the first character’s complexity. Words with low-
complexity first characters were skipped more and fixated closer to the word’s
center than words with high-complexity first characters. These results have
important implications in understanding the mechanisms of eye movement control
in Chinese reading. The following section first discusses the effects of character
complexity on both the fixation time and saccade target selection. The latter section
elaborates further on previous empirical findings and their supports on the
processing-based saccade targeting. Finally, the theoretical implications of the
findings for modeling work are discussed.

Character complexity is an important factor that influences the fixation time in
Chinese reading. The present findings are consistent with the results of a corpus
analysis reported by Li et al. (2014), in which words with low-complexity characters
were found to be fixated for shorter times than words with high-complexity
characters. Our findings are also consistent with the results of isolated word
recognition studies that have shown that characters with more strokes are more
difficult to recognize (Peng & Wang, 1997; Yu & Cao, 1992). The character
complexity effect appears to be straightforward because character recognition
begins with the extraction of stroke information (Taft et al., 1999). Therefore,
characters with more strokes require more time to be recognized.

Character complexity is also important in determining saccade targeting in
Chinese reading. We found that the complexity of the first character in a two-
character word can modulate fixation probability, landing position and saccade-in
length. These findings suggests that the first character’s complexity can be assessed
before fixating on the target word and subsequently used to guide saccade target
selection. Specifically, the first character’s complexity can modulate the fixation
probabilities of both the first character and the whole two-character word; thus,
visual complexity may operate on both the character and word levels. It appears safe
to assume that character features operate very early in the time line of word
processing. Processing the first character in the parafovea may be crucial for
modulating saccade programming. If this first character is of low complexity, it
would be more likely to be recognized in the parafovea, which may result in an
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attempt to skip the identified character (or even word) or may at least shift the
intended landing position to the right, leading to a longer saccade-in length. This
mechanism may operate in a manner similar to the effect of parafoveal orthographic
regularity in alphabetic scripts in which low-regularity (difficult to process) word-
beginning letter combinations are associated with more leftward saccade landing
positions (Hyond, 1995; Radach, Heller, & Inhoff, 2004; White & Liversedge,
2004).

The first character’s complexity effect on saccade target selection is consistent
with findings obtained from Japanese Kanji reading. Japanese Kanji originates from
traditional Chinese characters and possesses a similar visual complexity. White,
Hirotani, and Liversedge (2012) explored the role of Kanji character complexity in
Japanese reading in their second experiment, in which they manipulated the
complexities of the first characters in two-character Kanji words in Japanese
sentences. These authors found that the landing position was numerically closer to
the word’s beginning when the first character was of high complexity. However, in
their study, at least three characters around the Kanji characters were hiragana
characters, which exhibit large visual differences from Kanji characters. Thus, the
visual saliencies of the two-Kanji character words may have provided explicit cues
that guide saccade target selection. In the present study, all of the critical words
were embedded into Chinese sentences, and no explicit cues marked the word
boundaries. Thus, there is no doubt regarding our conclusion that the first
character’s complexity can guide saccade target selection.

The results of the current study are consistent with a processing-based view of
saccade target selection in Chinese reading. Because there are no spaces that mark
word boundaries in Chinese texts, Chinese readers cannot directly use parafoveal
word length information to guide saccade target selection (Li et al., 2011).
According to the processing-based hypothesis, eye movements are determined by
the amount of information that is processed in the parafovea (Li et al., 2011; Wei,
Li, & Pollatsek, 2013). During each fixation, Chinese readers make their best
attempt to process as many characters as possible (regardless of whether the
characters are single-character words or constituents of longer words) and then
move their eyes away from these processed characters. In this situation, the more
parafoveal character information perceived, the longer the saccades that the readers
make. The results of the present study are consistent with this processing-based
hypothesis: when the first character was of low complexity, it was more likely to be
recognized in the parafovea, which allowed the readers to skip it more often and
make longer saccades.

The processing-based saccade targeting strategy can account for many other
findings related to saccade target selection in Chinese reading. Previous studies have
revealed that the skipping probability can be modulated by the word frequency (Yan
et al., 2006), word predictability (Rayner et al., 2005), word length (Wei et al.,
2013) and positional probability (some characters are more likely to be the first
character of a word, whereas others are more likely to be the last character of a
word) (Yen, Radach, Tzeng, & Tsai, 2012). Words with higher frequencies, greater
predictabilities, shorter lengths and higher positional probabilities are more likely to
be skipped. These findings are not difficult to integrate into the processing-based
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saccade targeting strategy because these factors make a word (or characters) in the
parafovea easier to process. When the word in the parafovea is easier to process, it is
more likely to be skipped, which explains why the above four factors along with
visual complexity can modulate saccade target selection in Chinese reading.

The alternative non-processing-based hypotheses (non-linguistic processing),
such as the constant distance saccade model, cannot explain the results of the
current study. The constant distance saccade model assumes that saccades travel a
constant distance (with some variance) that is not affected by the linguistic
properties of the words currently being processed. However, as we noted in the
above paragraph, saccade targeting was modulated by many linguistic properties.
Thus, an absolute non-processing-based hypothesis is not practical in Chinese
reading. Note that there is a variant of the processing-based hypothesis termed as the
parafoveal word segmentation hypothesis (Yan, Kliegl, Richter, Nuthmann, & Shu,
2010), which has been used to explain saccade target selection in Chinese reading.
In this hypothesis, when readers are able to successfully segment a word in the
parafovea, they fixate on the word center but fixate on the beginning of the word
when word segmentation fails. However, this hypothesis is associated with many
controversies (Li et al., 2011; Ma et al., 2015). Therefore, we can only safely
conclude that the processing-based hypothesis suggested by Li et al. (2011) is a
particularly parsimonious account that harmonizes well with the present data.

The results of the present study on visual complexity have implications for
current models of eye movement control in Chinese reading. Rayner, Li and
Pollatsek (2007) successfully extended sequential processing models (e.g., the E-Z
Reader model, see Reichle, Pollatsek, Fisher, & Rayner, 1998; Reichle, Rayner, &
Pollatsek, 2003) to Chinese reading. As in the English version, lexical processing
requires two stages: an early “familiarity check” stage (L1) and a later “lexical
access” stage (L2). However, only the word frequency and predictability are
involved in the model of the determination of the L1 stage of lexical processing.
Because Chinese word recognition begins by the extraction of character stroke
information (Taft et al., 1999) and character complexity can modulate the fixation
times in Chinese reading, visual complexity should be regarded as an important
factor in future modeling work. Additionally, Liversedge et al. (2014) reported an
interaction between character complexity and word frequency, which suggests that
visual complexity may play a role in the L1 stage that is similar to that played by the
word frequency.

Similarly, parallel processing models, such as the SWIFT (Engbert, Nuthmann,
Richter, & Kliegl, 2005) and Glenmore models (Reilly & Radach, 2006), should
also incorporate the visual character complexity to better simulate eye movement
control. These two models are strongly influenced by Findlay and Walker’s (1999)
saccade generation theory. Both of these models implement a similar concept of a
saliency map in which words can compete to be the target of a saccade. In the
SWIFT model, low-level word difficulty is only indirectly reflected by the word
frequency, which could be supplemented with a measure of visual complexity in
Chinese. Because word recognition begins from stroke recognition (Taft et al.,
1999), visual character complexity should affect word difficulty in the first stage
(i.e., the preprocessing stage in the SWIFT model) of lexical processing. In the
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Glenmore model, word competition in the saliency map is influenced by the visual
saliency of each letter. Similarly, the visual character complexity should also play a
role in the saliency map. Moreover, the interactive framework used in the Glenmore
model may have potential advantages for dealing with the interactive relation-
ship between character and word recognition in Chinese reading (see also Li et al.,
2009).

In summary, the present study found that character complexity modulates eye
movement control in Chinese reading and that the first character in a two-character
word has a greater influence on guiding saccade selection than the second character.
These results are consistent with the processing-based hypothesis, which should
thus be highlighted in future modeling work on Chinese reading.
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Appendix: Sentences used in the experiment

Item LL HL LH HH Sentence

1 FA KA AR WIEE A EE R R LS BTk 0 2R

2 O FE R R miEm kS W E R AL S AT R T

3 WHE S AME B RS DU IR SR TN PR S — 5
4 Zfr MY 0 HOE D E AR IR S A B A A L T AT 55

5 WOT O OWOT B AR SR SRR etk T B AT USRI A H H

6 2O WA 2 mR WREB TR I BRI T AR

7 K1 ) WHE B XA IR SRR N S KR I 4 KX
8 ikl AR 0 B NFAELIE MU ZRAR R AR SN 0 AH A A

9 WK BUR lEE R SO AR AR RN A I H O AN B

10 #e Re A BE BUTRENETRREEEACHRANTEE 2

XA BOE WK R IXSETOTCIE RN BRI T LRI A
12 R AR LB R BETRAUME T YENLAR SR ) =AU

13 bAi o WEAT O KN ERE RHUIRB SO IRER AN Z 5 s AEE BRI 4% (0 F B
14 JelZ MR kgE REE REBVZURARHUE N T HERIIC)Z T HE AR A )
15 A S JENE W RIERDT A REA R R R BT T ORR

16 R B W TR IRRCANSE R RN A TR IR B T B ) e e T
17 R R RE B SRR UCR U7 A IE R SR R AR Z

18 ARIT BT RS R ANAWF R ETURE TRRAR T s

19 i MR s EF ERBI D TR N R I B TT T R

20 MF WENE Ik I RSOSSN R E T A IR

21 A KR A RS MREERISR BT KRR A IR L

22 Wi BRI WE BE BOTHER N BRGNS A S

—_
—_

e
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23 MR K mde R USRI A AR S IR 5 A R B T A4

24 A e 2% BE RIS TRE RN RIENE T Hk

25 L Bk L B AR B WA R LR AN A R T S 28 T 1

26 HA  WEge B B IXSSARIBIE T A SR B AT R R S P S R
27 T itz J0F WE BZNNEETHEA LR Z RN T SRR
28 sy EE E AR REAIELEE RS A T DO RS SR AT

29 The  frke  TEE BEE AKUFTIXAZ U TR KB AR T 5 ST
30 S50 WP S WM SEESRITEE R BWGR 5 B A E LT H kI 6]
31 Yot BT B MEE WRIXANHR B TRCE R S S A A R KT K

32 HAh o AN HE R s m) R AR SR 2 T B B 1 EE R
33 KB Rl KE W XEENRTE S 0 R AR O PR R A A7 5 X
34 YU WK VL Bk SN O EENS I AE VLRGBS AT R
35 Wpk Uk MREE GEE AT B KA SR G OKTE ANy i B B AR

36 P BEX YRS B VPR KRS B A R IR 2 UE SR I ANE AR

37 MR wps IHSR B3 AT 2R S X 0 s 2 T R AE AT S 5
38 FAT M EE BN XU KA AT T R I PR
39 PR B R REAR BARIR A — MR LK e TR S IR BA 53 S IR AR
40 2RO ZROER BRBISAE RIS 2 1R

41 ALk R ALIE BRIE AR AOE S AR AL A AR e 1 R

42 Ko B K W ZACHSIN TR R B T T

43 RIT BT KM B 28R TR E AT R ORI SR AR X PR M

44 A1 DD 3R e XSS RHUR IR RG] C AU A O AL

45 ARE AL CREE B MERS I R S AN A A R R VA R
46 A BERE FIE wENE OB A TN TR RS ATR AR T R A B R R )
47 MBS WE MR REREBFZMHEIRAA A TN 0 TR T RS T K

48 AR B OABE BRE HAEATROE N DA A I e I 4 T A

49 WL I Y B DA BUE R T I SO 2 e S A

50 R B A B AR TR AR R A A% AR AR b

51 WA A D B BREABN SIHESENGE XL A HR AR A PRIL )

52 2 AW 22l FER AN SISO 2 D (R E D DN RAE S R
53 W RY R REEE AOEIE RFERRE ARSI LA RS AN SIETY
54 B 87 R B ARTETTLASMI N SERA T S 2 32 Bk A PR I T
55 87 BT G HE BRGSO AT AT &

56 it A BEE OB TENEBA BA It TR I E0 i Uk I S
57 T OBy /e BE SRS P RER A R M KA L BV SARR RZ
58 b M bR Mg XUETE 2 B DL N RO A 52 L A R T
59 FOHE o BEMe RCRE OBERE BRITWT RN BT R I B PR I DR AN B

60 Eoh EN EfE R ERIEMHXLAERIEN B G I M BT

61 R BE RBE O AE MRS ARRKIUGEF R MR i iE

62 AT & R B3 IR R AT PR SO N A T SRS A
63 R MER P BAE UMUATIRIEUN ARG AR B T SR R T

64 WL L E OB UPAARILIEETIE S I L T R (el 3 4

65 Ak BEK CHRBE BERE AR5 R I AR R RO AR KR A O R
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66 Mz #2800 B ATIAK CE RS TR AR R A K =

67 ®E5 s XE EE ITXRESNRATH H AR X S A S

68 fer  EfLr mEE B AL R RIRSEh S AT 2L S

69 e B R IR ORI BT S A A A TRk RS 2

70 Tl M TROFE BRI RTAC AR T R E AL B I (]

71 Rae dor R BER IR AR RS AT N N S AR ORI Y

72 T Bl B FEE EUIIIEGROR ST B S ) R TR b 28
73 S B R il R RKEEERIGR SR 2T A G

74 WEge A% sk R XSEIUERELRMGISEIATOLIE IR T

75 R R GAE HEE GRS RIS T0 AR A R R G2 1 eI

76 4hZFE WCEE A W RAE AR IR AR m Y TR HIE A
77 T P TAY WE RIETHEEBUR ik NIRRT T L A S Ik
78 =@ BH m WY OBEEETHEHFUH S B EEAE SR

79 ARl R HE BE WA IR FE PoE AR H O IES R B

80 i WD KRR MM AEIERATHIREUR 2 AR A OB (E )
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