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W E AN @l e TR RS S AL E 6 PR, AR AR A B T B LT (e kiR A EiE)
ERAARE TR E AT F Sl A eIE E, X AME EAWAR A B EF 2012 E (preferred viewing location,
PVL), P XX ARFEA EAEAFILIE A RAZT &, XALF T LDk 69 R B AT R BB EAn G . L5k, #F
RANT R 2| PR ERATABEART AP RIE AR LFOIE . £RLZIAE T LA P RIKE
AFRFEZI T RUAS FRUE G THERHon, M FRUGW T HERATTRIAEEALE,

KA
HES  Bs42

1 3|8

MR AR AR PG B B A E,
43T IR B 1432 B0 T LA A g PR 08 B A e o Tk
o LWRFEXT, RERFERGEHEHRE
T A ARG AN D Bk 3 R AR A ., AR (% 3 o
iz PR IR Bk (saccade) IR IR Bk 2 1], ARERSH
— B B[] R AR X L SR X HE BTN T, gk
FIF TR 2402 200~300 ms, X #EFR 30 (fixation)
(Rayner, 1998),

AR Bl C s B R BB A% X 132 38 114 B 132 5 ARk A7 52
A S 7% (CAn 3 R A5 T AR s 95 05007 B 4F), SR
FA LRSS A 2 9 0t5E B BN F & B IR sh £
PEBE G S MR S e br sk vt B I, R G AR By
FARAEE T IANAB 5 A5 3135 38 5 A (1) 1 145,
2013),

R 4R AL RE B - I T L > i Y A g o
[T CRRET s R 2y 209G ), ) g [ (A 00 79
K&y 208 5098 [ L St 4 X 3 (I S N2 A1 Y
X)) = AN X Forp o g M AR e A, IR
R 2, 1% X A 22 (Rayner, 1998; Schotter,
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A3k B ARiE 4, PRW-g FRwAe T, FLH

Angele, & Rayner, 2012), A T B4 &0 S5
{58, AT ZEAWT IR Bk DLl oE 5 B3k A v g
X 3k

IEF IR 1 #0803 3] 4 YRERBE(Reingold,
Reichle, Glaholt, & Sheridan, 2012), H-rp R4
SEAEFTAIR Bk, AR ATEAEHT AR Bk A, AT
SN PR IR Bk V% S0 B R 7 FRATHE XA )T
PR R Bk B ARBEE I, XA Y LB T R
FIIAFIN T o M AR B 56 g A M5 2B TR, KIG A
A AR B A, IE IR EURIE S
A A RE BAE N T, AR BT ARG A
B RGN s A&, Bk, b iR
Bk B ARBE B ] X TN AL B R B
B e RS BE AT LA B3R AT 1A B 5 Y
AR I 32 2l AN T2 [5G &R, AT LA 2
SO 3R 22 A 5 B A 1) A CAn DA T T R v
IEAT I AN S0 TR ) o AR SR BELRA T e 1
rh AR Bk A a2 4 1) R A AT 9T R, LA e M
TR sk g Tk AR Bk AR R R R S
SGE T e SR R S ) R AR IR Bk B AR i
ISR DA SR Sk i I £ AL R i

2 F[iAEZEZHN TR FRMAFTAR
BFE 5 B, 1381 B 8T 1 1) 5 A 1 5 R S
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(AN TE A EEE ) IR, IR B 9K S0 B IR
SEBEPLAY o 13 0 ) T AR B B AR TR A PO e A2
BY07 B (Rayner, 1979), XA B B FR A D G- 1E A1
{3 & (preferred viewing location, PVL), 1fijid] {1
O BfF AT % TA A 2 B A 7 A0 05 (optimal  viewing
position, OVP), & HF M 557 OVP [HyRHE, in
ICA R BIRCR e 9 (Liu & Li, 2013; O'Regan
& Jacobs, 1992). B4 IR Bk 7% mi o B B0 2 B 7E
PVL, TidE OVP, AJfESE K A IR 20 e X iR Bk 1t
R A AT 1E B T T (Coéffé & O'Regan, 1987;
Rayner, Sereno, & Raney, 1996),

VT A IR Zh R I E-Z R EE
BOAUF SWIFT HEAUESSE K] 0 p AR BRI IR
k{37 & (Reichle, Pollatsek, & Rayner, 2012; Schad
& Engbert, 2012), {HEAI7EEE A BRI _FATFE
DX o E-Z [ B2 BRI VT o P 41 Jr e Y, A
AN N TSR A, R M R AN 2 32
FNRZ AN TS X T R R 1 B s 7 5
Ak, X — AT A T AR Bk
T B B AN B R WP, B ke IR Bk A
MF B (Reichle, Rayner, & Pollatsek, 1999), SWIFT
BRI T B AT Y, BEARBIRBE B Arit
P2 FH A r S [T ] A R U . R
Jek 1 180 9 a0 B BR A B9 IR Bk E 4% (Engbert,
Longtin, & Kliegl, 2002), " 1 E AR 24 5% i HR Bk
HAREREMEE,

21 FRMESIRHAF N

— eI S AR A T e, AR AR 3 )
8, S S 2 [ ] 4 3 A RS ] R Bk 3 R
A 2352 R Bk H 45 9% £ (Rayner & Pollatsek,
1981), {HALA —LERF 5 & B rp Je U145 B B in L
BE 2T IR Bk B FRik 577 45 W . Rayner, Ashby,
Pollatsek 1 Reichle (2004)% B, Bk 45 il ) HR
PR BT LBk R AR P IR R T IS, 1T White
F Liversedge (2006)L) &z Perea Fl Acha (2009)
FEAUR KB, g M T e N, IR Bk R
K
22 BIPRMESITIRBEAF N

T & BRATTAE N T2 i 3 A1) g e,
ST TRl M E R T, KRS R
TR (Rayner, 1975), Xf T@lrh e M {FE &, T
LA A, X 2R FRN AR B 42 B R Al
237K (Schotter et al., 2012), &l H UL 22 SR X

W, BN FE B AERAE E SpiRicEl,

i AR Bk 5 5 PR Bk ke kA5 8 LA R ) v e M 4]
LB K B F ¢ (Rayner, Binder, Ashby, & Pollatsek,
2001) QR B 07 B B B R — Sl ) O B
AR B BE 1, 1R AT LR 5 HIR Bk 7% i Ao TR 42
ET =G, 2z, R EEE T —4
) RGBT, HR Bk K BE #5048 (McConkie, Kerr,
Reddix, & Zola, 1988). MM %L1 ) PVL I B2
JTTRE I 0 B (Joseph, Liversedge, Blythe, White,
& Rayner, 2009),

Rl e L EE B B A AR, R — 2
5 Bl s o 0 MR kv oL, AR R A B IR A
ik 1L B2 (Inhoff & Rayner, 1986), | I E4 424
Bl Fp e T ep £ B R AN ] s ma AR Bk B AR R
221 AARER

) 11 B B (ZE A% R % R Bk B bk Y 2 8
e HEE . BRI Y S A RE AR BCE] i g MY
TR R, B0 LIRS A B, X
R B v a7 FE S MR AN O, LR 24 i 8 AL T
i fR K (Morris, Rayner, & Pollatsek, 1990),

FEBESCE T, R daAnicinl 3 A0 A AR 1 i)
K Hb 5 132 35 1) BE] 52300 % . Rayner, Fischer Al
Pollatsek (1998) & BLHLA] T H 9 25 4% 2B & (i)
F 1Y B TR R R AR 54%, RS 1Y B e SR REAIG
44%, 4 x 7 (onexword) 25 4% B I, 1 & B
PR B B RCR IR AR, B, IR BRAR
M B IR V5 AR e A 8. 2SI &
3% -1 WA B IR B i 11 S = S P77 G A I 1
Pollatsek F1 Rayner (1982)% ¥t 24 H FEEIE 75 25 #%
R I, b P B RIS 7 2 A o) TR B8k 7y 5
M8 K, Perea Fll Acha (2009)TE%& T Rayner & A
(19985, KIMAEWA 2z 48, (HARKIRCH
BB, AL BRI TRLHES T IX 43 (alternatingbol d),
AR s AN 25 A R I AR 4220 . X i W IR) 4
FEXIRE ARk F R EEN., WAMRK
B, R AR AR B 2 X B i AR KA T
SRS AR LY, 23 X I BULAR A T Y
KR LA R 2D, AR B K B3 K (Inhoff, Eiter,
Radach, & Juhasz, 2003),

T RAF B A AT LU Bl 35 i A7 IR Bk H 45 ik
P, T H S AT DUE A g IR A B R 1
T BLPUN s Aok N LRV 6 - N 1)) 1Ky S 1 BB B2y )
2 (Juhasz, White, Liversedge, & Rayner, 2008),
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BT 23 A% XoF 58] 2 SR B 52 M AT RS A =N T o

B, BUHSH)E LEM e Wi A, 2T iR
Bk EHARIESE; R, D40 i 15 i I bR A b R
MEIN T 55 =, 25 A% BT O (A HE L HTE T — A4~
T o7 B, o 3] PN AR Sk S R ] ) R S8k 1Kol L AH
+H(Rayner et al., 1998),

B2, AR B TR Bk B bR e AR 1
CIEBEAH R, R Emc iR E B ES
B IR B B AR R R 2,

222 EFEER

132 38 2 TOOR T DABR BRI e g 1M 1 Sk
{5 B (Slattery, Schotter, Berry, & Rayner, 2011), fiff
¥R WA rh g U b ) E SRR R 25 i 31 IR Bk 7%
BALEMERE. BTS2 B B S, &
M RN B AL E R BAR L EE, JFLJLA
FRGET R 3 MWIEFRE SRSk E
Fri%E#E(Radach, Inhoff, & Heller, 2004), Plummer
Al Rayner (2012)i8 i #EN IR A9 K (A - 8~9 4>
Tk, AR 4~5 AR LRGN A B K (GE
HHAR, GEIEFERTN, NG BEIEFEB),
BIAGBLIE IR TR 5 4 T A IR Bk 2 o 2
THAWPI RN AL A . X RBIER TR AR B
MRBE B AR B2, IEF A5 BT IR B B br ik
WIRA MR, T HASZ A BE B35
223 EER

W R B, wl v g U 3R] 300 2 0T AS B 2
M 4 7 15 (14 73 9L B[] (White, 2008), 1 FL &l
(47 v ) A %o R Bk % A 0 TR B Y S
(Rayner et al., 1996), {H IR {5 B 7] LA I 3238 XF
I o U B BRI, 132 BE A = A0 3R
59 Z 00785 B (Williams, Perea, Pollatsek, &
Rayner, 2006),

224 FEMEXIER

ZH I — LR Y R B R KR F AR B
TOO A | TR AR R A R LA S I e 0 s () R k52
EIEA E B IR IE S 225 B XS S ER
% ) (Paterson, Almabruk, McGowan, White, &
Jordan, 2015), HELE—LLHLT, @IZKMIEF
2fn B m 2 IR Bk vk S A B kB, fln,
Yan % A(2014) & W5 4 LB 35 M 4EE RIERY
T LM B2 B AR BV s A B R, W&
LEFR A 2 iR, VK R E T . XU
AT 132 35 1 B 32 A s B RE R IR 2 Yk 1 4 B

K, WAREF S 2R R R Y5 R AT AL
HIARBE . SSALA S SR B Y 2215, EA
1) 25 0 TR1 AR A 8 2 ) 10 6322 1] 9 R R Bk S
J¥ (Hyoni & Pollatsek, 1998),

WA W R A HE LG OO, IR IE IR B T
Wt 2 2 e B IR Bk B PR . 2 H AR IRJ2 Al 71
W F v A ER], A i IR A ) A K 3 T T
B B AR B, S BRI, EE W
i R IR o o BRI BIAR A AN SRR
Bk 5 42 3 B A i 4 B4 sl 3 B A 1) 2 v AR ] () B
i, A FIF R g M AN RG], BTRL PVL i
it 1A B (Lavigne, Vitu, & d’Ydewalle, 2000), X AJ
REERAR R TE 3 19 m TALHI A 5¢(Velan, Deutsch, &
Frost, 2013), WA REMRMEE WS kA XK. H
TR T 1 f AR A Bk R AR =, TR A BBk
T IR Y R Bk 9 A B AR T e R i T AR BE G IR,
WA VAR BRI AL B, I 7 B Bk 18] Y 1] 2 AL
‘& (Rayner et al., 2001),

23 MrER

MR Bk 7% s B BE B0 LA R SR MR- IE A A~ 1A
Z5, BAR/NEA B SR RIS IR Bk
A bRk A (Joseph et al., 2009), {HJ& Vorstius,
Radach I Lonigan (2014)% BBt & 4 9 m0 Tt &,
AN IR B FE ARG, I BT iR A O

AN R AE AT () L R 23 RAR AR
ANABERER, HREREFEE L MEREA
B, PP SRR G2 BT IR Bk B AR e
PLEIR R, TR em TRENRATILERE
B B9 8] 352 IR W% 1 A% AY (Paterson, McGowan, &
Jordan, 2013),

IR GY 2 S 5 48 K = B ] A 3] () 9 25 4, T
DA 38E i 453 473 995 A\ 149 15 152 (Perea, Panadero, Moret-
Tatay, & Gomez, 2012), T3 1) A /R 2% o SR S
N FINC R Bk Az RIME, AR B Bew AN TE 4,
MR Bk A i F% 717 15 (v & (Fernandez, Schumacher,
Castro, Orozco, & Agamennoni, 2015), GEASZN 1R
TIOR3 S0 9 N B4 HIR 8 < B o, t 35 0 o
H, X ] fE 5 AT Y T 0 A e BB A G
(Whitford et al., 2013),

3 hxHIFFME

FE ST (R A 5 8 305 B e v, I A =8
R By, 3 e BEAT IR Bk H AR IR PRI, =
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DLl iy o VR S BROA IR Bk B AR o (R P S0y S0
RGP CFHAEE RAR . H5%, H3Cm
TR SR LT £ T R S T i R R, T
BB WRME Z2t L0 s E AR KRB 2200 . 75
TR G T, MF R, B b
SR RE LT, FEIIY, B BT
SUAJLARI A3 O 25 9 o RE SO AT L e i) 1
ARk FRR R X, T SO B i 2 T &2
o ik, BSRHADUE K £ & 85 A iR (Chen,
Gu, & Scheepers, 2016), {HJ&IARITUE H 246 K HB
Iy 2% (Lin, Yu, Zhao, & Zhang, 2016), i H.
BT 7 53 T A7 TR A 25 Bl s SCRY B 43 1] R (A
ACAR A Lty afer, WTLIA“H e b ml
A4y J7) (Ma, Li, & Rayner, 2014), X LEHF2
SR R, (EA5 A2, AR AXS
T S B R o3 WA E AN — U (22 2%, XM,
SEZA, 2011) BT X LR AT 0 B i3 1y R
Bt E AR RN 22 (RAE, 2012; WL, &
LIEE, FIF7E, EER, 2013)0 5200 5% S5 32 R Bk
H AR e 2 1Y B 22 A e v SO R e FRATHE
A E T R TS
31 FRMEIXTERBEAFZ 0

Wei, Li I Pollatsek (2013)% 3 24 Aij i #L 1A (1)
JaPESZ A% N ok IR B BE o AT T A S
B SR — ] T, A R SR, AR
— I SR X R DU IR, AR ) S B X R AN
Finl B BT & B S a] PSR S TR A T
A Dy o PG, A0 2R 25 R m T2 e 24 Ok
Y AR R B2 1938, IR 4 S — R IR BR4< B 25 L 4%
PEZ IR BRC BEAC , SEIR 5 RAIEW] T IX —si . 58
B TR T OCHE X A I A, 43k e A H A ) A
R H A i) P A, SEERAE R R B, A H AR
S EN, IRBRAIC RS, WA S50 U B 2 i
TR A T BN, AR B A R T
MERE R, FR Bk 4 B

WAk, Bk B 2 0 SR A SR R W, ok
[T o T B R, TG, F IR e S ) s il
RH R DU ) B2 IR Bk H PR A9 4% . Li, Bicknell,
Liu, Wei il Rayner (2014) I & 2% W A% (a single
mixed-effects regression model) Al i& ¥} E 7 #7
(corpus analysis)[ ik REF 4T 7 W& M
) JB PE XS BE 32 A R e o 5 SR & BRI A IR 4K
Yy ossoma IR BKAC B, i Lh A 5 I L

figt, FRBEIC RS H K (Li et al., 2014), Liu, Reichle
M Li (2015)0 4 BLFE R A gL 5 BT LA R,
ol T 2 v AR ) A B, 32 T R A IR Bk K
WK, Liu, Li, Han 1 Li 2014) &M, MATEhrF
B (1 RS BT O FAEE R R 22 R kg, 25
X 4 R IN T3 R e, AR 2
32 ElRRMESXREAF MM

Li, Liu F Rayner (2015)% BtHR Bk B AN Z
1) 214 i T 98 i T S e, T LR 32 B
T A 00 F 7 ) A A0 X R S,
AR Bk K JF HAT— X IR BE K A9 35, 32 FoRAVIR
BB AR,

Liu 45 (2015) % B8 >4 i 4 W0 1w 1) 3 450 % HS 8k
KB 19 5 1 32 3] 33 A4 1) Al AP g 914 R 4R LAY R
TPy e LI = S N AN ORI N =R T P
B DX T 11 R Bk A b DAAE A1 1) 5 el DX 5 F 1) BIR
S S = S R LI SN N O K PN =%
BT R Bk 8 A 2 0 3 K T DAV AL 3] 3 T 1 R
B RE o AR RS2 U0 A L T ok [ T 7 A R e
M B AT A M 0 38 BAE L, &b e 1E B T L
BB D2 A B B4 R AT R A HR B R s 25
(Wei et al., 2013)J42% T o X 1a B & o e M 945 8,
o e S 2 A IR Bk bR A BB P A
FH, TR] Ak H st (9T g o AT L Y B B9
(Liu et al., 2015), T 4 BIAZA &1 ge M T rp
2% PR 256 e S 2 R B H B 3 A 5
321 EBRER

A W58 K A i ()9 A 23 4% 1T LA 2 S
BB, SRR TS AR, SFE R K
VLA B (N8 TR B 22 /) 7 Bl 18] 23 4% 5% 1
IS B L o ABATIA R 2 HE 0T LL S| SR Bk
H Fr £ #: (Zang, Liang, Bai, Yan, & Liversedge,
2013; FH2E%E, 8%, EEA, 2015), (A2 WA
5 K BRAE TR BT AR A 23 4% A BB A2 0F ) 352, 1M 78 3R]
JE A 2 ek el 52, T EL BRI A5 AT
T ES S A, (R A & B 2 K IR Bk 7 7 R Y
H10(Li & Shen, 2013; Liu & Li, 2014).

Yan 55 A (20102)453 B T B A A 22 0 41
HR R E T S B A . SRR B, TR
WA BT, V& 2507 BT 22 48 Hh e i) 1 oy
MTEZWEMAEO T, A BT 2 E P
R PR IE DX AT A IR Bk % Ao 1 SR R4
SRHAOE, 2R g M 3 D0 43 B A A, AR Bk
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b a2 o 1 RN A N YN (DRl o Y [ R
B PVL 304, {HE Y &) rh o 4 o (435 9] 43 AN i )
SO I Y2 - % R IR R VA WSS A1 NI & <91
S 3 T V) 43 1 BR AR Bk H bR ik £ FEE (Li,
Reichle, & Li, 2016),

Shu, Zhou, Yan F1 Kliegl (2011)HL A 4 & 7 s
BIOREIR7I B A1 il o3 Y ER e virk = (LY (W21 <
SR, R H AR B R £ M Yk AE
T E o AT R 3R T 5 0 1 R 3 3 %o 1)
AR R AR, 5 B A R ) o R i R
1o MAESE B, T A S NAE, XS
AR

fH4& Li, Liu Ml Rayner (2011)IA4 Yan 2 A
(20102) I fif BETF AN B ME— 1Y . TZHS 45 SR AL W] LASX
FEMRRE SR R B A L V& 7 17 1 rh O BEIE A9 345
i TR B e A AN BRI A N T AH R, A
FOREAEW WG, A2 REMR. Li FA
(2011)2R FH [ 5 < B 1 S R AT T R4, A5 i
T 5 Yan 55 A (2010a)# [F] £ X . 161, Ma,
Li Al Pollatsek (2015)t 35 A BLHR Bk 7% s (37 Al
P43 5E  Ma 1 Li (2015)F8 = FiR T T 5256,
3 AFRAPUITEL TP sE ) 74, 2R A
T IR Yan 55 A (2010a) 4 [F] iy SE S0 45 5 o i R 7
) 22 [ 3 A 25 A% {52 3 AN A TR 4, A5
T Yan A0 BB 20 (Zang et al., 2013).

Li % A (2015) 1A R0 el 52 H 1 HR Bk B po ik
55 0 g P IR A R R A R . ARAE L,
Rayner Fl Cave (2009)#& i B E, 18] 1981 43 FHA
B 0y, 24— a0 i AR E R s, XA
AU SR T o AR UM — MR 2Z 1,
XA A 29 D) o3 ok, DRIk T 7 R Bk
&y e IR A O B

A OB, 3R B B a5 e IR Bk v
SIEBAFEAR 24, T BT 2 BT
322 EF®RER

FEDGE B 2, @A g U IE 23515 B IR
Bk B AR I 5 S e rh 258l . Ma il Li (2015)
B, SR g e e [ e R N 2R A,
AR B V% SO S B E . M Yan 58 A(2012a) %
PR, Y D LA AR B A 1Y ) CREAN ) - 2 il
ERBYRHE, SRETRERT 15%LF, FIEReR
I O S e SRS R ST o i 1 08 SO 1 s
AR Bk o e T LT L %) 2 0 ) 45 B 1% 2 1 119 3 2

Xof 158 52 B4 5 M 3K
323 IAER

Li FANQO14H)EB, 241A] n+1 Ji i A ia] i i
5, BT n+1 A IRBEAS BE 23T Lin 58 A(2015)
A, 2% 30 v AL ] ) IR Bk i A B IR 3] 1 IR
BRBE A RS o T 30 5 0 S S A R AR 4G SR A AR AR
KA E(Rayner et al., 1996), X UiH, ZEIUE
B R MU B T IR Bk B AR R E
KA
324 BEMBBXNER

AR AR 22 5T 3% B DLE 132 4 ) Rl o g 1
T A9 18 SCAR BRI R b e 1 A 28 AN R (N+2)
B {5 B B N TAFAE 3 (Yan, Kliegl, Shu, et al.,
2010; Yan, Zhou, Shu, & Kliegl, 2012), {HJZiX Lk
P F LA A (] L ARBLH R, 1 Li A
(2014) 3R, 18] n+1 BTN =5 A B4, ARk
FER S . 78 LU B FT 5t 1% 22 56 1 X i
Bl e g [T T A 7 ko R Bk A A R
Wi, DA, NN TR T S5 PR 2R S T LA A
RN [0 T M B 2 i HR K B th T 2R R
33 MrER

H WY & BUARE S 2 55 A BE AR ) 22 F o e
H IR Bk 5 AR e 5 052 AR K, (A A A
TEAER RN 22 S (H 22 7545, 2011, 2015) X — Bl 4
A 2 ol ) TSR W AN TR 1 Y, A T A — 2
Wi [, WA A& SR A D S FE A Y /N 2E A
ZoF IR VR IR BE H bR . 33X T RS2 AT
AT IR L R B T (] (Pan, Yan, Laubrock,
Shu, & Kliegl, 2014), L5 9058t 0] L £ &4
M2 S0 IR Bk E PR BE A s o

4 BEMRE

DL E-Z B34 R FN SWIFT B! (Reichle et
al., 2012; Schad & Engbert, 2012) AR E IR
AR ) 4 Tl A7 A 30 3 19 v 1 Sy BRI HR
VA T D G N T B 3 = O 181U €3
A5) E F R S XA A FE R 18] o T AR DL 1)
e, AT A B R g 1 R e g 1 e ] (g S e
R Bk A5 37 AT E B

BT DUE AR 5T S B H 9 1M fin T AT LA A R
Hh i T X, T e ke T R T B A
ke HR Bk YK 507 B (Li et al., 2015; Liu et al.,
2015; Wei et al., 2013), XA shZSTATT BIHLH ANFE
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BESCF BT P i R IMAEAE IR R 25 57 -

B FRATAL S A S T S HA 7B S R AR TE
PSS T I TT REME . 7R 254 1Y S B S0 B 132
o, AT R BUE S R B AR EFE L
L v SCRVER 247 855 ) A 4 22 S o B Bk H o 8
A % i (Hyona & Pollatsek, 1998; Williams et al.,
2006; Plummer & Rayner, 2012; Onnis & Thiessen,
2013)o 30X LA s A HR Bk ARk 206 4 1 B8
P TR, TEF R CF IR T, BT EGAR
MRk H bR 2 8b, A W] REA-E AR 5 HLH] . i
H gk (U] — ] e g T 3 285 0 B A i A A i 2
ANV P AR e 228 4 45 R s 4 ) B b )
WARME T 37 10 B (Liu et al., 2016), {H A ge[u
A rh s U] T 22 T A S e AL L B
BT F0R] 9 J8 1R B G JR AT A RERY, JF B B
— A SRR TR, X OE R E R T
o TP SCRIBERRCR 5 TR SCF R UR 2
Vi) S RIS 118 O R AT A 25 0 IR 2l 4 1 F
TR A

WF5E R AR DU ) 152 vh 7 1 Jm MR B AR 5
R UIVA S o TN o OF = N DR S TR DA SR
TR XS DU ) A A (Liu et al., 2014;
Ma, Li, & Rayner, 2015; Yan et al., 2012a), FH/J&
3R] 4 R P s AT — 2 5 e R Bk bR R 1Y
W e — R,

AN 22 e % IR Bk H AR L 5 1952 0 T BE R 2207
T o DA RE b A 22 S 40 T DL3d i 98 5 1 B Y
S LR IR Bk B AR e £, LRAnd, SR Ik
SZARA R Y T e MHE B A R, S R
SV R R AR A, DA 5 e s B R Bk H AR 3
PEo 138 A SR B H AR SRS (G 5 B 0 Fn T Y
58] 2 5 W ) 55 N A B IR Bk Ak BRI 22 1) Y O
FUMTERERE . IRBk H bR £ 094K 22 5 1 i
YRR AT DL AE R A9 L, Gkt i 45 439
BRI ) 152 BE 3 A3 B A J L 8 7 7 32

B b, X HR BRI Y BT 5838 T LAAE B AT
THE i B ORI B A o BB ] 32 5k 72 o 5 4
TARK — &R 3 i a], 10 24 4 23 1 oL 4 B 152 3%
PR, I R SO B AT R
Hi e B2 AT — B LR A S il TR L
Al b e b 5 2 2 Iy N CAnHERR, ZSHE, A
KNG, BVFREAE A R 5 1 0%

SE

HEEE, 28 EEFL (2015). DOER IR s 20 4
W RG. L ESHF, 31, 85-91.

H2ZE, df0s, FH0R, B, sk, =EEFR. (2011).
e 55 e i J L 26 5 FC 4 08 AN 0 U IC )L 38 B 5 2 AR SO AR
HOVERLAL B AR, OB 47K, 43, 851-862.

AN, PR, SEA. (2011). HroC s R )4 A
FINLELIR V. L2 F] 24/, 19, 459-470.

WAL, (2012). 73 p 3 A1 A7 B RO I (12
RLI8S0). REITIE R 2.
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How do readers select the saccade tar gets?
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Abstract: How do readers select a landing position when they make a saccade is an interesting and
important question in cognitive psychology research. For alphabetic languages (i.e., English and German)
which use blank spaces to segment words, readers usually make saccades to the preferred viewing location
(PVL), which is usually slightly to the left of the center of a word. For non-alphabetic languages like
Chinese, however, the absence of obvious visual cues between words makes the selection of a landing
position more complex. Recently, researchers have studied saccade target selection from the perspective of
dynamic saccade adjustment based on foveal-parafoveal processing. They found that saccade lengths are
influenced by the demands of on-going foveal and parafoveal processing. Moreover, the processing of
parafoveal information directly determines the saccade lengths. However, more efforts are needed to
understand precisely how saccade length is adjusted to accommodate foveal and parafoveal processing
demands during the reading of both alphabetic and non-alphabetic languages.

Key words: saccade target selection; foveal-parafoveal processing; Chinese reading



