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Z L3 Alexander Pollatsek

o [ R B O LS

S [E hBRH JE A

B ' RSO T PSR s A IR AR Sh A R A AR, DUHORIR T SO A B i e v Y —
INFIHLE] o AR A TN AR Sh s hi A, 10 T ASEHRAE A0 ) Rl ) B 352 it 1 8 i Pl S SRR
Boo TR SOOR A AR 254, AR 2 EL 0 HE SRR AP AN T i (4 Al ok v S i v 14 36)
D3 (RS T BB, e BESE R N BT m] LA A TR e i, AL S P — e 0 24—
eSS, I 2 R R SE AT 23 o MR S5 H LA PR N A S A A 1) ST RN 7 B e
5 AR BRPE RIS T+ A s s, B sh BRIl T —UEERL T UM TR DU 8, 25 PATIR B3]
CIN TRz Ah e R DL T rh SCBE 32 P aslis i TRIHR Sl i 2 18] 5 2R A AT FE A B . B e SO i
PEATHREE AR AOIERE | rp SO A0 2B S B e v S ) Bl e A v i 0 P i v she PR X HEA 705
ST MR TR 1 R SCIs A Bl 1 e v A g R T 7] 23 FTHIR Bk 1 s 19 8 456 25 B

KgEIR TPoCihEEE; MRS, BERY, RN wWYar

FE B B AR, PR AL B AT DABRIE 2 5
RIG 4~5 Uk, D308 A3 70 B r] LAIA 21 250 AMid]
(Rayner, Pollatsek, Ashby, & Clifton, 2012) . %} T i
AT AR B — i, IO R A S AR B 1Y 1A
() 72 A& (1) vh ST G e on I i A RTATL B A AS AR T
i NI i e VR NE 2 i e A S E TR
R — S0 %) 32 3% ¥ (Liversedge, Drieghe, Li, Yan,
Bai, & Hyona, 2016).

JIT A 1) 52 A5 7Y R 06 25N L % R — U o 1) IR
. H e, W BT MR AT B B A
AR FE 2 Ol M 7E O A h # 5), IR 3 /) 2 58 1
5 B, Uk B ER I A X FR g, FR N T MR (fixations)
(Ishida & Ikeda, 1989; Wolverton & Zola, 1983). [
sk R, IR 22 DLEERD 4~5 R 3 RE 3R AT Pudlis
3, RN —A B ER A2 S — MM E, &
N HR Bk (saccades) (Rayner, 1998, 2009a). HR Bkt %
H, EJLPEABUEANE . B R AR 20T
FOTB—FE, {5 5 DU AP 4~5 IR B AT AR TR
B ok o VERLIE R SRR AL B RA A I (IR 3
BT HB 2 52 B SCRF SCA B 0T AR A R B 1 B
Mo X AOE T P& SCFE e, tiEH T
Hh S B B A, FRATTAR PRk 2 VF BX A .

SR, 164 M1k, K2 H i s ad 72 v i R 20 4%
) A Y S B ) T R P A S0 TR s R R R T

0L X2 UGB 1Y, R R aE AN 28 SR F 8
TR B R R T L AR A AP e S
o TR, B SCE S, AT TR
) 15 0 A% v — SEHR ZN AT N T LAY, g AR
IR 245 (Chinese reading model, CRM). 1H 2,
AT AR B B, XA N B AR S ] A DR
MET A IRENAT e T AE0F 70 in) USRS A, AT
A 2 B AN AE SO T A g ann Tt R
FENANN IR G 5 RS e A L ORE PS i )
Bl TR DL R 5 A g R i AR R B 2 1)
MR FR. X T —MEERR U, IX R G /2 1R K )
i,

TEHE TR T, JRATTHS 1 ZE A 48 v S ) 132
() — e L AREAE, S5 BB S 7 B i IR Bl %
) 1) BB R BRI R DA 5 S i R R Bl 4
HEAT X LG o R 5 FRATT 22 A 21 5 125 AL AH 5% 19 v S
Bl s b ) — e E B R I, o — 3oy RN B A
B R AR, 55— 3o WA gt 7 A
B[P B e o AR5 FRATT 2 8 3R g g wp S ) 5 R B
PR AL P B AL . AT () EE B S BB (R 5 4 LA
J A SEILBE RS I AH DG N 25 . SR, TRATTHG A A
Y6 RS ] A5 A ) — e A BR B AT N I 4
Fo BJa, TRATEE 18 Z A AL 4 o] 385 0 3R AT A ST
5] 15 4 S A R (5] 1352 S e P A R R ) A
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1 PHERLS

5 B 16 L NERBIR T BSR4
GG E RN AE . AR EORRS, AN [F) XA
A 3 18 B X7 F (W EAE) AR i, (HH
EHAMFIR TR B ERG. STH2PECFHE R
ik, PR HBMANERIA . N BRI
BT 1 -

TR RGAIRZ MR Tk, &Y
S ) — ANRE AU R OB AN & 7 BE Y BT
HAT B E B H A 5000 24, AN CTFARR
—AET, BIAE-ADRLUGTEN XS, Wz
F) A7 A0/ 28 4 o DU 1R 52 28 R R AT DL o 2 1 )
e ke, SN FRAE - DNEE @),
— LN A S 20 AN E (AR . KEZEHI TS
HAh X 7 45 & v VA RRVE 2 AN B gm0, B it
DL N Al BLZH 1 406 A X5 1], 392 A = 514l 549
VY |, 418 AN I DY AN < 19 1A i (Lexicon of
Common Words in Contemporary Chinese Research
Team, 2008).

FR, SRR 5 R Z A A R
JE, HOCEARRL, R 1~2 NMFRK
o CHARDLEH R 1A 22 ) (2008 4F)Yi sk 11y 56, 008
AN 26, B 5 6%, WU 72%, =
12%, P51 o5 10%, i DY 5 fA 2 0.3%.

B AT VF 22 BE 90 R AE 25 58 v ST 12 BN R AL A
BIF 7 Hh S ) 52 1R ARy R VR A B T TRl AR AE AR
ATV R 0] o 5, rh SO G AR S R
G, AR B R ANAFAE R . FsE b, —
SERE 5T Ny, X RO AT A & AT R
& OB 3G — ey 50 N 2K 45 1 1 5 B A A0 o0 B )
FB, X ) R 12 SR AT R A5 B (Liversedge,
Hyona, & Rayner, 2013, p. S2). & T X UJHE, |
SR ERIX —iE A ER L ERSIE T LS
500 . IR LR S T SO B T RE S P S
5] 152 AN [7] ) B AR A 3
2 PR TR AT IR B 45

AT 56 Il ot B 5 S 5 e 1 o HR Bl 4 ) Y B
KBRS, DU 55 e S ) 3 o i) R 30 42 1 4 L
B\, WRzhEi 2 2E0m T R . K
TN A B AR, A SR IE R T 52 3 3R] A (1
B b B ) T (A ) AR T A4 (]

I R AR A 45 ) B TR S R T B 1A ) R
FYVRIREM o (£ SR A, BN A 1 R 28 1 []
FR A VE AL 18] (fixation duration) . 55 — 3 A1 3A] 1)
SF BRI [A) FR O 1 O AL B 8] (first fixation duration,
FFD) M B VE AL AT 46 303 250 B T 24 1%
R X 2 8] [ R 852 15 (8] F% A 56 A T [B] (gaze duration) .
LA 0 AF 90 B0 v A0 ] AR/ BT P R AR ] A A
() b A A3 ] 5 ARG F30 900 14 17 22 %5 (Rayner & Duffy,
1986 ; Rayner & Well, 1996). K il {1 %% A4 i 7] Bt 46
7 ¥ (Just & Carpenter, 1980), == /& K A K[ B vE
=Y GRLIEZN

Ty — AN ) B B s 0 AR TP AR A vE AR
frE . 2R, PfE ST s P IR Bk H A )
b= 5 i A [ S A N VIR S A=A S
A ] () IRE AL AL B R TR AR R v E AL B
(preferred viewing location, PVL; Rayner, 1979,
2009b), A7 T o 2 AL B o SO (B K Z
Pt SC) A Lk $E PVL 1E NGB &, R oA
e Rt Dl SR SRl v R i BA B S A

R ERLHFR, AT TR 2 88 ki
Fo b E O AR R IR B, W E-Z i B
(Reichle, Pollatsek, Fisher, & Rayner, 1998); SWIFT
57 (Engbert, Nuthmann, Richter, & Kliegl, 2005),
Glenmore # % (Reilly & Radach, 2006), OB1-Reader
FE# (Snell, van Leipsig, Grainger, & Meeter, 2018;
2:3R W, Reichle et al., 2003) . X L5 45 7Y 5% Ay (& yd: 2%
RRAE N T« 37 0 TR AR R I h 5 ) e 3 ] ok
) 152 3k A% A HIR I 2 30 1 B R A0 AL B4R T AN A
R, (A2, EWRANGEESIN, KLY
e 3 ] B R AR B B 0 A BRI Ok B . X LR
MIATHR BT A AL AL, R — N BN s (A
(B-Z B MAY) . X m) LA B b S ) ik o R R 3l 4%
B A e R A . FELR A TR A, FRAT
4 [l i AR A, B H B AT 5 A s B s i —
S A 14 AH DT BC .

E-Z e A B B e, B EEZ LT
FIN 77 S A B % B AN A 3R 4T 0, IR A B
HF% Zh IR B (Reichle et al., 1998) . 2 5 %t 24 i 73 41
MU n i L5k, MREg 2238 A T — M n+l. G
R ANVEML AT U 2 AN 1], I8 4 RS 23 48 9] 1]
n+2 BLAE R FR ()16 n+3. feAh, ok B AN, B
ORI VE WL AR 2 VA Bk ] ) e . IR
il — el e 5 R A RS2 B R SO B PR ) 1)
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i 4 < (Reichle et al., 1998). IF w1f& it 1A
ARAE, ] (1)1 35 ) 5z I 8] 22 Bl o8 AR 3 . K
FEE PR 98/ DA R G AE SCAS o HA 30 B0 R 6 %) 184 T 9k
o A HoA — SRR B O T L AN REAE 45 € B I
[B) A 58 Bl VTR B G 00 o 23 A2 5 2 TV E AL X
W o, —MMERK, E RS ETEATE
A2 AT AN 1% il & 5 — AN IR B, W
Xt 17 ) F 93 A1 (refixations)

RN A AR OMES: (1) BRES 2N
TAEANEM A — AN (n), A BAEZFH AR F
n+1), /R & =N A (0. n+ly n+2); (2)ERIE
EE S EMT — /N IE BN T RE, EAT B Rk %
BT R 3X AN ], A A B AR AN A b nHT
BTk, X AN BERY R T (1) fige ok 1 B SO IR BRI 5T
AR ALTR

HE, TERBENLZ, AR 5 52
MR Bl . AFAEPI A HEZ M . 25—,
SR R AR 2[R A o R T RIS A S S R A
1y im] 8] 75 M W DU 0 23 9], AdATTRE 2 DA AR] Dy AL
HEAT ho (L, Liu et al., 2015; Li, Rayner, & Cave,
2009); FA AR N EH AR DA, horE
Wi B X — SRR AR AN E RS . B, &A
il [8) 7 A% R Bl 51 T 1 AT IR BGRB8 Zh AL &,
SCASE G0 G IR RS 2R Bl B EL 2 R E-Z R 1
B 0] DIAR € — AN A AE — AN 45 7€ 1 A7 B T 46 Fil 45
W, PR R — AN 1 e A B AT DL RO IR B B BRI
I o AFRE H SIS R U X 2 — AN T BE T8 B AT

%5, BRONSCA A BB R R WA 1 B AL E,

75 4 o R L S 5 A

18

3 sFSCHE R IR BT

£ U4, BT SOk e IR B 4T N
BEAT VAR 20T 50 o X v S ) 1 3 A v HR Bl 42 o) 1) v
ZJ7H A T T SC B R IR B ) ) R A Ty
[ 5 P& S B A L b, Hh SCis i DL Al A
MRk 3, H 2R 2 1B ML IR B (Zang et al.,
2011).

A MR AT, v 3B 5~ 2L
I 7] 22 BE g S B B A At K 2 BN E F K
(Liversedge et al., 2016; Rayner, Li, Juhasz, & Yan,
2005). 440, Liversedge, Drieghe, Li, Yan, Bai, and
Hyona (2016) %K 515 BEE . PUE BRI A1 25 2208 B

TE L W% H R S MR AR AT (h Ok
HH SR SCOCA BRI K)o ABAT A I, BETE N DGE 1L
& (245 ms) L BEE Dy 9L T B3 (207 ms) 1 BIEML
BHZEK, HTHhCAKEREEINTFRES
F-REAHEL), S 1 Bk 15 MR 2R (47 %) AH L 9 ST
H(36%) 5y, oA IR BEC BE(3.19 W F) Ik
e 11(8.53 T BE) EE R

FNPEE SCF D i — FF, GTE 8 Mt 2 5 e ok S
5] 155 FR) 58] 15 BT ) oy A3 1) i v 9000 1 3] £ ) 3 (1)
(375 B O A I ) R 58 A0 P ] ) 2 AR A3 ] =i ALK 75
I 17] 45 (Wei, Li, & Pollatsek, 2013; Yan, Tian, Bai,
& Rayner, 2006) . - 1] 1 &E R I 1] F11A 3 A0 [a) 22
Bt 45 7] 5 K (Li et al., 2011) . Li, Liu A1 Rayner (2011)
S N R B TR] A 45 ] Y 8 PR 2 g B 2 . T
e TP 3 [ 3 v A WY S A O A, VR 22 I ST AR I
FIRMEW U IRENAT . i, 2 E D>
TR B, W 2 Bk ik (Li, Bicknell, Liu,
Wei, & Rayner, 2014; Yang & McConkie, 1999). Li
(2014) 55 N — M ERHE 2 M it 78 RS 5 7
S ) 5 ARV S A RO A e S R B AT N
SR BN, HEBR DT B MR R s e B, 3R] I ORI AT AR
FAAE, TX R WA IN L AE o S B 32 v 4y v B
piERE

LEHE T AN E AL ERN, REEETEU A
JE) BB AR A7 R DX 330 9 A7 0 SRS B, 38 PR 2
W I ¥ (Perceptual span, Rayner, 1998, 2009a) .
Inhoff and Liu (1998)%5 A MM # sl & N AE 5 T
HOSCBE R N o T BEVE . ZE AR ATT IR SR B, B
TR B sy A BB DN R, AN
BIw AR 1A £ 5 X P . SEIe RN T H RN,
HWOBE R ORMB . SE 0 RANB/N,
55 B PR B A B e R 2 W B A . )T R
HH B FE AT AR () 0 P ) e /N I KN BT R E
oS R RN R T R O AN R I — AN D
TR =AU o S0 B s AT T B N
MM 3~4 A hE, M ACHEN 14~15 g h)
(McConkie & Rayner, 1976; Rayner, Well, &
Pollatsek, 1980; McConkie & Rayner, 1975; Rayner,
Well, Pollatsek, & Bertera, 1982).

o S 1) A H R RE Y 8 A R 3
AL, EAFEA N ZE D> 1~2 AN, 3] S
HR] DLIE I ) b e MR XK O R A I
o A HT A2 S AR A TE =R B SR RO KR I ST
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X — M 55 (Schotter, Angele, & Rayner, 2012 for a
review). 45 ARATE A A, E S B IR AG o A
Z AT, HAnh BRI BN, — B R
i Bk e, H br RO R B AR H AR AL B T
PR 4 B b 03 SO0 03— SOk B b ] 19 1)
LI A LG AN — 5% 1 B i (Balota, Pollatsek, &
Rayner, 1985; Rayner, 1975), #HJi& nl LA F &)
g U X R BRGS0 X — BB A AE T
SR B 24 7 (Gu, Li, & Liversedge, 2015; Liu, Inhoff,
Ye, & Wu, 2002; Yan, Richter, Shu, & Kliegl, 2009;
Yang, Wang, Xu, & Rayner, 2009; Yen, Radach,
Tzeng, Hung, & Tsai, 2009) . 4k, 7T & i W %2 5
LI 5 B bl 3L 208 35 B B0E UE B i
MR M (Liu et al.,, 2002; Pollatsek, Tan, & Rayner,
2000; Tsai, Lee, Tzeng, Hung, & Yen, 2004; Yan et
al., 2009; Yen, Tsai, Tzeng, & Hung, 2008) . i E

HhOSC ) 22 I A Bk, X LR AIT T A SRR,

| g A XA — E AR B A g A m] LN T
PR R A ]

A — SRR R W], T oCE#E IR sh AL g
SCBEE A BT AN A o SR SO T8 28 B A LA B
VB MR Bk ¥ i B (il o i 2 O A ), IXAE 915
B F TR AR, PR A 9 ST B b s R DAAE A
] e g TR DX SR B A R, AT S B i K TR
7% 30 2 B A A B o A I A 1] 8] 25 A 1 Hh S
] 1 TS e R PR IR Bk IR AL E e 7 — et AT
R, hoCE R PVL 4k 2w TR (PVL 2k
AN O IREL AR & R L) (Tsal &
McConkie, 2003; Yang & McConkie, 1999), &K
WEFLR I PVL 42 H 078 ] i A7 B (L et al.,
2011; Yan, Kliegl, Shu, Pan, & Zhou, 2010; Zang,
Liang, Bai, Yan, & Liversedge, 2013), % i 7% %
W S B B PV 2 o AR ] b R A B
X 3R b S A AR B SO e A R IR Bk 2 R
i .

N1 BT R AN, Li (2009) %5 A AE [F]
—ANA) T RES PR T ] S A DY R SR
A SR S R 4] SR g IR B E AR ik 1 A7 B
A VY 73] 2 F T I PVL i 25 06 f AR EE X007 4] 2%
PR AW, SXFHUHAM KR, VY50 %4
NI PVL GRS 18 2 A [ PVL 26 AH AL (P
A SR AR AN DY ] AR, CF % R E oA H
Fr i 22 0.98 F1 0.99 ML) . IX TUAF 5% 45 R K 1,

oh SO AN 2 e B 1] S A B AR IR Bk R AL E

SR, Yan, Kliegl, Richter, Nuthmann F1 Shu
(2010) 42 H T AN H ML 55 o A ATTAR 48 B A3 B —
ANERL AL — A L R AR R IR N A .
R, BHbria B R AR, PVL 2
A R A B By HARid B —ABL R A
W, PVL i R (A AR E A B b T I — R,
A ATTIN St SR A S A R R R TR X
SESRIA V) 4y, 12 S g R b e B AR N IR Bk 78 A
P o WA RE TE IR Y 4y, B 2k B AL
B X—WAPIPRA®, H2 Li 55 A(011)1IA N
Yan, Kliegl, Richter %(2010)K) 45 5 A — & GEW
LHRAT S . SHZSE R R — PR 2, B
AT BE A R H A AE — N 9A B P e B, IR R T
PATE — VR A AR 58 0 1% 3 B0 0 T, AT 920 T
MEINERE . T BRI B IX — 5, Li (2011)5F A
FIF — AN AN 35 T 1] 0 R Bk A g B A A (bb i, AR
Bk T e ) AT T, AT 5 Yan, Kliegl,
Richter %5 A (2010) At Wi %% 21| 1) 45 5 9F 5 AH Aol 1) 15
Ko FH—IF TR, RO A SO B S 1 A2 AN R
WA A — B AL T, PVL #iZ& 5 Yan,
Kliegl, Richter % A (2010) 145 AL . 25 LR,
WA UEHE 3 B R ST AE B s o, SRk E
b B FEAE — M R E A E L

BT, L AR NS H T T Ak e I SR R A
B ST i AR Bk H AR Ik £E(LT et al., 2011; Wei
et al., 2013). MRIFIX —HHE, ELHEEHAEAES T
MEM S LI TR ZMEE, 4— MEMME
(0 T80 B 2 — e FE TR, ARG ¥ 3l B R &b
HPE B E . J5 R I AR T IX — SRR ) — L
FE M (LI, Liu et al., 2015; Wei et al., 2013) . Ebfn
i, Wei, Li #1 Pollatsek (2013) & i v 45 il 1) BR 8k K
JEE EE LA A A R IR B B2 SE K. Liu, Reichle A1 Li
(2015) 3 B, O i) ) v ke T T 2 ARG TR Bk 4 B2 1)
AT R /N o AR UL, X SR AT I S A s R R
B, o EEER A MERE NN G RS
(AR R 18] FE 46 T B, AT R AR Bk P 2 T
Koo DRBE, e B /N R AR 2 gD i T K
(R Bk B o A, SR R e A B N T2 B
P, A AR AT 2 (8 IR B A S B
1=

R, 5 S ST ] A At B S0 B 1A
B, H ST i A A R 3 42 1B A VF 2 AR R A
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Ub, ASCUE R A SR A R, D o
SCHEE L LB S HAh S F R AR 2 A .

4 RO B TR g

RIS A D S F) 1) 3 A5 R, ST A )
OO R R AR N A, — SR, — K
LA B ST G AR — B A B R 400 ML
(8K 260 AMiAl), B SCIE RO HE SO B A [F) YA
FR) SCAS I T A% 2 1) I ) 52 AH AL (Liversedge et al.,
2016; Sun, Morita, & Stark, 1985). iX % B i #
FE B 30 B o — s A — B AR H i A R U 2 A
B o

RIS AT WA 1 S A AR D AR L S, VR BE A
F A AE S e B O BRI S . e, RO
S5 — FE (Reicher, 1969), 3z 5] 35 9 47 76 7 41
RN AHEC TG B SCRIBLT-ER SO Al LB BRI
) — AN ] H R S AL B FIY T (Cheng, 1981; Shen &
Li, 2012). sl fJt &% S 2 B «3a] > £E [ 5 v ARy — A
BARBATINTR . HR, WRFHEEEHEAGRR
I 58] 1 J T — A ] B B DL, o PRI B 3 R
(Bai, Yan, Liversedge, Zang, & Rayner, 2008; Li, Gu,
Liu, & Rayner, 2013; Li, Zhao, & Pollatsek, 2012) .
%4n, Bai, Yan, Liversedge, Zang 1 Rayner (2008)%¢
N R BT 2 (B I N 78 % I 5 0E 5 SCAR Bl s 4k 4F R
PR R BA L EER. (B2, £ MW
FHFZHMANTRE, PSR RE . &5,
— LR AR, AR S e, i AHE S
PR BIANEE B (LI & Logan, 2008; Li & Ma,
2012; Li & Pollatsek, 2011; Li et al., 2009; Zang, Fu,
Bai, Yan, & Liversedge, 2018). Lbiniji, 7 Li,
Rayner I Cave (2009)% A7, gtk
0 5 P AN IR R AT e 2 AR S BT A B .
VYA DL AE DY 7 3] 2% A T A e — AN 1], X710 2%
P A RPN 1] (R PR AN DT L — AN, S A
DR — M) o AE DY -] (— AN ) R T, 2

5 a] LLAE R R 75 BT DA DUT, BRI AR R

AL R BEAR S AT LT . SRR, haCh s
FEAER AN AR, J& T A — AN 3A (05 n s
FAIR], & T AN R 005 W 3%y 51 75 30 T2 dx ek
WEICR B, RUPEE ST B R, R SO R
A HAT O BRI S

PEESCT PR, K2 BB AR AR A R 8] 2
R D)y A e mEAE A . X T AR

R, S A ) S, R S ] AT A )
55? Li (2009)%F N2k T8 BEEUEHELE4E H T 3
[ 45 HR ) 3 1) 0 R A ) T BB A . AR Li (2009)
S NIASERY X ok | FE Y B 9 07 n 2 P AT
BEAT A, 0 28026 52 1) B v g 9] B 2 R A B
sz . AR DCZ N T Bes, 2112 3]
(N BRGSO AR K N PR A, B
SR SR B2 AR B . X SRR AT 4R B R
W we, WM SR AR iR,
HRARTAX A H . HA 2005 R, A )
K. BB, VRAERNGE)T RN PAT N . {HE,
TX G R R 1 280 32 B BT R RS o B E A A
PR GE, R A RCRERAG . 5 =, AR A A
FEA SRR . FE BRI G, —IRSEG I R R R
e — ANt . B0, S — AN IRE s, KINI
W) PR ) 0 i o I PR B TR A, SRS BT AR T
—RMTE S, AMIFLE S — AN R A A2

5 SR H S

FEAT T, PATTHe 67 R S5 7R A LT R R R
HERI, HVR YR B . ATk, B
FoHE PR TR 2 B AL SRR P 3 S T i
MR BIAT N o X BE A WOR T AR 2 56 T Bl 52 1 37
Fe, AR T FRATT X ] 152 ik 7% 1y 25k A\ i T
AR, SR, BIH AN, B X s R e L T
i e DL AR IR S P S LB S R G HTIE MA
M. Hik, HATHANEREARBE Ra Mk
1E 22 KRR FE b A AR [R) BRAS ) 0 T ek 7% R ) 52
B/ N

DAAE (9 9 38 3C 5 B i3 v 1 HIR 3 4 ol A Y (o
E-Z B E AR . SWIFT Al Glenmore 25 25) 1R % 1
SRABAD Hh L 1 R B R B AT o I A R R R
N T AE AT B A B HR 1 A0 A 3 21 6 B X A )
EREEIZEEN. ERZHEA G, I8 B E )
ARG U)o vp L B AR, DR ] e R )
6 BR Bh 2 ) AR o (E R T Hh S 5 R A ] )
25 B A B S A A S S, R AR M o X A
BUHE ) B SC B e o — SR AR Y o 2% A S 1)
F PR 3h4T A Rayner, Li A1 Pollatsek (2007):¥f
E-Z HEALY J& B rp SO B, 2T RIS R R LA
A K SR VAT JEAE P SR I R B ) ok A
FHEEAER . X AR B b SO B S
P TE ) 152 SC AR B ) P B A ke [T B X 3R T a4 B
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R HREZE MBI R FE SRR k(L et al.,
2011; Liu, Reichle, & Li, 2016). M52, R&EX
T T A 3R B AT LA A E-2Z Bl 15 3 55 28 R A B S
B R Bl ) B S e Ty T, (H R TR R R
WY, MEAEE AR, B, FEEZHE
BT A R A B R SIS 3 10 IR A% 3l A B e L 5 A
PIor Z MR R

DLAE % Hp S ) 52 D A A T AR AN g ke A L o
SCEEE R TR IR BAT . — SE B A B Y R
fif w7 R 5 9] A (Perfetti, Liu, & Tan, 2005; Yang,
Wang, Shu, & Zevin, 2011). it —Le A K8 ok
fif A U 4 ), 0 Li 55 N (2009) AT £ B A .
b AT HE P B D7) o A B R SR At R R 4R 5 AT 55 R
(03 U0 4 i) j, BN T DY ] R EHE T AN a2 58
BPA)T . Ao, AL T B R SRS
HER 2R, A L E SR D AT 45 Hh i e S i [ . O
1 Reichle #1 Yu (2018) fr#i& IS, X /M50 30 2
e AR, WA AR oL s AR i — 8
DA, 5 S — A AR 2R SR ABE AL ) 1 [ 43 v 1) BR B0
1T H

AR SR R AL AT DR L AR R B T
MR AN L. N 7R T AL B R B HE, R
S ST 11 A 1 K ] B0 43 A8 A R IR Bl 4 R B A 4 A
itk

6 JH TR HE AL

A ST T A H AR R B 7y 1 2 5 e S R) F ]
Hh 3] Y0 o A DA RGX — hn g AR 5 R Bh 4% ) 2
Y SC FR o BRIk, JATT 32 0] b SO i vh 53X 26 ]
FBUAH 2% B FE B AT BEAUL, SRV A i A TR 5 155 e 0% il
Mep e b e i) — LIRS AT 0N . 4R, oaCp
WA V2 BRI, s n RS O T
(Perfetti et al., 2005; Perfetti & Tan, 1998; Perfetti et
al., 2005; Perfetti & Tan, 1998). {H&iX kK& 5 X
AT BT R 3 B IR &R, HL, 721X AT
AN IX G e I AT AU

55—, AT TR Bh 4% ) A ) 22 g SR
(CEIEE Y AN TR R ey R IRTTR S5 VA WNE 2 & i1
G AR G IR Bl £ ] R R AR 13X L R
(Engbert et al., 2005; Reichle et al., 1998), F£$2 4 fr
A IR Bl 4% )R A A R 1% RE 05 B DL X L R N
(Engbert et al., 2005) .

55, WA T o C B A R IR Bk H ARk

PEROR I . BARRIE, FTATE 7 s B kA
il ] 7 A% 10 5 Bl R dnfer gk AT IR Bk B AR B aE . — A
H S ] TS AR R Db 250 i R v T T AR A o AR BBk
FE RIS o — SRR 5 % 3 van A A] F AR B K B2 EL AR 4
A E K (Li et al., 2011; Liu et al., 2015; Wei et al.,
2013). 5 4h, AT 5t 2 B A 1A 1R IR kK E 2 L 1)
) IR Wk K B B8 K (L et al., 2011; Wei et al., 2013) . f&
B8 75 B AU p o 9]0 T 5 e HR Bk E A I R
RIL, BP4i% A B H ki A o i H i
A28 508 HR Bk A FE 1D 5 el 2 L i3 5 R A B I 1) 5
Wi % /N (Liu et al., 2015).

=L IATEAN T A S 3 A S R S M
T E BRI, RIS RO o Hh S 3 AR 98 R B,
TR 7 5 B AR ] A — SO B sk i A 22 L — 3k A
K:('Yang et al., 2009; Yen et al., 2009), X% B4
A DL I g e A DR AT RN e 2 — 1]
2 I A S TR 5 XA 58 T — s R RS B LS P
i TR ) B[R] B /D o Pl T R e R
IS B — B & U R A 70 i mlin) /L, [
W — AN B T T el 52 D AR 2 o) RS Y N 1% B 5 A
LR TR B

FEVY, FRATTEA T b S an e ) 43 8 S B
M FE R I . A SCSCAR R, DR D i AR 2 )
T, WA R AR AR B, BT RLR 2 R 7 O
D BEATY . PR AFZE TR TR RHE W
] 1 43 87 S B ) B (Ma, Li, & Rayner, 2014;
Yan & Kliegl, 2016; Yen, Radach, Tzeng, & Tasi,
2012). 57 T BN IX L e AT A .

7 AR SRR

F AR A A R T S AR H S ) 1 A A A5 R
B4 th ok (1), 3% S8R 150 5 R 8 S ) 3 AR o S 1] i3
A B H O A SRR R — B
7.1 AL TR EIRHIMRZ E1ER

JEHT AT FE R BT, FE PR S0 D 5 A O (5] 2
eh, A YN T AE BR Bl ] o S A R R S AR
(Rayner, 1998, 2009a; Zang et al., 2011). 5Hf &
TR AL, AN EE EENXAET, #H
T A I A 2B, S TR AU B R AT
w143 (Li et al., 2009; Ma et al., 2014). ik, H
SRR Y0 AR B 4 ) RO — AN A, DU T
B F B AR U] 9 I TRT AR B 45 1) 22 TA) 2 2 1) A8 BAR
F o AE 250 AR rh JRATTHE 1A 9 m TR AR 2 45 |



ZELINAE v SO P A T R gl ) Y AR 7

FHEE G, DL AR R N TR A1 D7 n TR A&
] 5 Wi v SC 5] 3 v IR % 3l 0 I ) A0 A 3l 1 A B
(Lietal.,, 2011; Wei et al., 2013).

7.2 \)FRESRAECMT

ZAERAE — AR AN A R 7,
bE 5 B S R 3l, BRI 0o T 2 S Bl P R OB =
Boo AN o ki, BT A 8 Tz T
K MBI TE 2y (F — & X, XEDRA
WY TR # Fr o L X A7 28, A) 7 B A
AW Tl 2P 77 XA n T, '35 7FH
JIT AT L4 0 58 BN L

X TR Y E 45 78 I TA) A S0 T A PR R 1)
W, AT T 22 HEE B (IAM; McClelland
& Rumelhart, 1981) ) K 73 AR 1 ke A5 40 3 I
INTERE R . 22 BT DU RE SR PR D 58 T 38000 A 2 )
AR B 2 B IE SE AT DUFH SR AR VE 2 N FITE 30,
PRDE S0 T 7S B . el s o R v () PR 2 4 i
M E B A9 2% (McClelland & Rumelhart, 1981;
Coltheart, Rastle, Perry, Langdon, & Ziegler, 2001;
Reilly & Radach, 2006; McClelland & Elman, 1986) .
X Al VA Al B Ty b FH T — AN AR b S B P
VN LA ) 4y AR 2 (L et al., 2009). #R
7 2 B s A Y ST B 4 58 (McClelland &
Rumelhart, 1981), 4 Fii A5 Y [ &5 #4) /& 7E 3% 11 A 1Y
I 50 B A 1R, ANABCOA R 22 X 2 5 R IR R 5 kAT
%3] (Seidenberg & McClelland, 1989) . X ¥ [ #5i 74
AT RLLE NATT B8 47 2R N SN0 R SR D RE S A

Hh S B A AR 2 SRR, DR AT i EE AR
— ST 0 B ke DR UE B8 EL O 5E 2R (D R S 3] 1R )
17 I Y)Y PT LA Aok v SC ) 5 ] 3 o f) ] Y n i
(EP SRR D W e S Pl T o S o i P
U R S T R K S A AE SR 3R A i AR
5 JEAA 1 A LIS A BRI 0 4 A BRI A
N TR SR T B 3 v A ] 1) S A R ) A, R
AT A ) 5 A v gk AT 1 ) )

BB N Dy — 2 e U, B DARIGE T B 9
WA REH — A1) AN, B 2. Ak, B
A AR 1A B BEAE R R BT R A . N T
fife PR 3K 6 e L, R A0 B R Al A ] Y n T A ] ) 4y
e NG RE. maE)T EEVEE A B TR DA
S AT IR, EEOE BB 2 R i AT BE 1 1]
(O B Fr e )t 2 B e, 23 ) b 88 1 i) DAnE — ik

5 4 07 GE R — AN R R . E T R
T R 1AL BT AT R O DT R AR, T DA
T U R BE AR AR A B AR AT DUAS ] o 24— AR 5
G s, BRI R T, W IE T e
HREME, BN R R HRT .
TE g AR X BE LU A N T 7 s AT R &, EHEA)
T BT A AR R R

HH S ) R S S ) e R B At B S0 R
T A XA, A 5000 2 AN, R %
P& FER A5 K . JR AR I 2C SR B T, 1E 4
ANFREA B AT TREA I A . MR, FAE
R B B B AR ) A I A i L G AT
(1, X PO VEE DR B R R AR R Tz N
(Brunelli, 2009; Brunelli & Poggio, 1997). iR 5]
BI85 A7 i (R AR RAE B R B AT AR AAPE EL R, I
AR5 R RN SRR I D e F A I DT BC X B o E 4 T
FERL R, RN D R S DO T N B AT R
AIE AL RO AT L
7.3 ERzNIEH

T AT 5T ¥ 2 B B B AT I A% 2 A0 A% 2 21 1
) e A A 2 ST 35 4T Y (Rayner & McConkie,
1976; Rayner & Pollatsek, 1981), 7 i Fe A1t 4
HHTA] AR 52

2 I AR AR AR B P B IR Zh AL ) 3% R AR DA
EIRME T # Bl o w2, X 24 A5 RV n T
17 1t 5 M HEL G % 30 1R BF (8] o 0 24 A1 ¥ R0 1] 1 m T e
%, JA 3N IR 31z 3h B 75 0 A k> . Rk, FE—
AL B TR B0 T A R) 82 300 Ty A R BT AR
W 2w, AN IEA R B MR . Hix,
IRBYHLHI A7 AE B EREm By, BEAE —MEM A L
BAEMTAMGEE, —BiAERERSEI.

YT HREE B i Ar &, AR T Lk
[ 5 & (Li et al., 2011; Wei et al., 2013) 3R #5400 R %
HAs e MR IX A, o H it E—
ANERL S FRE I LI B, RS IR R 3 2
ZEM R ZF AL E b

8 MR ZER

4 AR A v T AT AR R AU
R 2y 2 ) ST B (0L 1] 1) 3V 0 L ASE R om e
JEE Y0 Bl A PR, IR sl 4 o) A e TR 65 % 5 £ I (1]
MALE . PRSI B AR, Bt A A Bl
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Word Processing
AT

High level .
cognition FZAR

Eye-Movement Control
R3]

Saccade unit N
ARBKERTT
A

Fixated-word

A 4

unit
EE T

Saccade
execution

Character T

\4

activation map
XFREHE

v

Saccade target
selection
TRk b

v

Move the eyes

b2l i

B1 BRI ARk R o (PR B 2 T B 7 Sk RO AR TR IR AR o AR TRV AR B R b e 3 Sk R R R B 1R 42,

7 [ Bl ) e s i P g . )

SEHY o YN AR B e R 2 42 ) A B A it 4RV T
FNPCF 0 A G S S, AR R k0 R X g
5 Rk YuE IR 1) #% St R A0 A7 B o R Bl 4 il A5
] i I LRSS R IR B 15 5, (55 QIS HIRIE £ 3)
(147 B[] R, o 3RV I AR e — ELU 2 F B R I 1
Ta 4, HE)T RV B £% 2 21 R AR 2 4% 4R
MH g 1.
8.1 LN IRk

A V0 A B ) 3 A 45 W SR T A8 L I A
R EER, WERENE, T 6= s
FE. BEANRTMERZES: WEER T2,
WILE . X=ANERBE T — AN, NEEH
BICZ MM ENEHBITCHNEHERR . TR
TG, FEEX RREANTUH B R, B, ENT)E
TE A7 B A W] BE B O 1 — & FI % R I
TR BN A —ANEOEE, BT
MBI E M BT R . B T RTER, AR E
G2 A RS . — SR B B, R
— AN OIS 2 3G 0 R U IO oA
PR IS, B — AN s R BOE 2 B E %
W BIBGE . TR = AN 2R E, RS g D 2
PLEREE N . VI TR, IR £ 36 (slot),

B F A 0 L SCA R — AN B TR A
HHEE AT A — T AR — 2RV T A
I A 0 AL B ORI T R R AR B AL
B EA T ERER BONIRTEE R gt 7 E B
ZIAT, WAVZ EHERNA.

AR R AR TR Y PR R B N 2 2 B D T R
PR o ot ] B R E — MR e A s B
RE M A ORI B D R . AT BE SR, h
S [5] EE HRR nE RE R /N AR R A — AN T
F A5 0 = AL (Inhoff & Liu, 1998) . A, M ¥% i
TN AR AE Fn e | RS A oA A B
BCH AL A5 R, IF LB IR (0 m ar # s, %0
) RENE B e B 2 R Bl . SN RENE B 1 A
DFA A=A BABHA L, L, AR
A48 5 2 (1)

S AR TE R SIS i N LT n—1 JF 4R 3|
n+3 (FRATHE A 2L B RRAR v n, VR A ) (R
PR n=1, VEM SUEMIREAR Y n+l, MR UL HE),
VN A O T HE AN B R [ E . B
AL U, TV I AR B A R A R B AR
LARAE F I, 55 AT BE Y B A R DU A
{0 3T R A A o B3RV 0 AR A 2 — AN R
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SR, 5 AR BT BT LK BT A 46 R R A
WEI TR SR B . A, BN IZER, WR
FE A AR R _EXF n—1 2 n+3 ¥ [ A 1) — L8005
QBT TN, A58 A ok A 7 ox L gk
T B, AR 2L A BRI TR AR n
AL EITIRE, TAR n-1 MM E, BARALE B
i 2 AE B — N EM A S T .
8.1.1 M4EEH

W2 o A R BOE R AW E R, AR 2
PA I B BUAR U D 38 3 (9 () SR idy),
5 JFUUR A2 TG R P A A I 7 (AL A — AN
SE B IE) Y, — A1 SR 5 AR B (0 A Y i)
PR, R JE T E A M B InBUR A, A
21 DR 3 i 2 10 e 58 90 o

A B A R BEE RSO, WA A0 1
RTHHAT SR . L g ()2 W 2% AR 45 E NI t
A, wi A — AN A CF RS Y a (1) 10
HERRAUE, MIER M E RN wy NIEE, %
HERN I E RN wi A TUE . AE R 2
(KR RCE A, KAE TSR freel T

2] I B 0 AR Bk 5 T IR N ATA T B SN (R R 9 4R)),

1% AR DU 5 B He A BT, freed MBI E N
0.

n,(t) = 2 wya(t) + freel (D)
j

AN 2 H—A1 S A (A 1 el
R — ) 48— AME, U RO E VR LR
0~1 ME I -
n(t)(1 —alt) n(t)=0
&1 = { n{t)ar) ni () <0 2)
E 3 2 1, a ()R AFEN ] t b 81 SO0 -
FI 23 30 3 535 05 (au (t + AD)FE IR IE] € + At IR E0 3
W, e ()R AR 2 3047 H 46 5 1971 53 BOE
LTINS
at+ A =aft) +e(t (3)
S > 304 K715 SR O ORFFAE 0~1 2 1]
1 ai(t)>1
a(n = {u,(l) O0=a()=1 @)
0 ait) <0
812 NFRE
FERE N A A — T A, AT A X
AL BACE — BT o BEAS DTS 5 IAH R 97 1 1) A0
BT R R EUET BN o AR DE T R B R (O
T AT )AL AR 5.

. . o 2 . T
ni(t) = similarity;; X exc _visual _character X eccentricity; 5)

1E 35, similarity; 4% 2% 5 N\ G 5 20T
T AR R 1 DL 2 TR B AR A, exc_visual _
character & — N H HZ %, 15400505 53 AH R A7
B RPN AL 2 TR R B (VLR 1) ABLEE
2 I A N AR R AR 2 8] B G A R K R IR R
A5 G A AR = A BUW A SRR o 1]
1 5692 MNT . AR, T RN, KAk
FEAL P 45 43 8 T — € K SF(0.5) L A 2 B B0
AR 2 307715 A ) B N 52 B0 A0 D 5 00 8 (visual
eccentricity) I BR fill, 78+ gL [ &b % 4, BE & R R
[T PRG0N o FEAR B, FRATAE A — AN DAE
PR g O 1 v 20 R Rk AR DU R S rp e ]
1 2 B9 1K 5% &R 5 eccentricity £ 32 IR VA0 58 fix I
T AN G B e, B A 56 iE

log(frequency;)

v 40251

FEL € RO b, [ — ANl b D7

. l L _rn\I:
eccentricity; = —=——-¢ 2 (6)
V2wo

fEANX 61, O RS MbRHEZ S IE A
WO (AL AU SR R KT 0.3 B, O fHH A
X7 hE. AR 7 b frequency; & IR R 1R,
4.0251 & 24 | A A oA R B K R g A
Eccentricity_factor & — MNH MBS % . XML T —
C e R QLI R e TR S LI b
& Bl (Henderson & Ferreira, 1990; Kennison &
Clifton, 1995; Kliegl, 2007; Kliegl, Nuthmann, &
Engbert, 2006; White, Rayner, & Liversedge, 2005) .
DRI A, %o s A0 9R] (94 3 A0 o 7 e B L 300 %) 3 32 AT B
Z W R b R M o VR AL AU R EOE /N T 0.3 I
O {5 1.0,

X Eccentricity _ factor (7

() A $0 ) 12 3 42, FORCEE D inh_character_character
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(BB g e o S FLAS B AVE LA R0 1), X ff 75 A
— A E B R A B, Ba R —
ANDCF T AT PAAE 45 08 H Al b AT e S o A A4 A
P FRDFET R AR S
8.1.3 IALE

H T A S ) S P A TR A, DR AR AV R
2 R, BEAS 1] KA R A S i e i E R
N REPOX — 0 R, AR A R A — 41
TET5 R BN — AN D AR X — A A
B SO P I s P VAR i s e 0 B B2 S T
WHERR—AZFE, FFHESANEERSE
B & DL RO S, B4z T Bl 2
AN Al o Y Ak B A e R AR 22 3R AR ]
F & (B, an BN AV R A R — A 4
i, WA eANER M FLREESEMW) . 25 LES K
T LR B 4 e — F Bk . 2RV A RS R
B 2R AEL, A A A R R T, A T DATE SCAR R K
Difiv) o ok o b 34 93992 AN 1] I (15 A v
HRAHE 1~4 NP0, Rl 8 99.2%) .

U BRI BRI T AR R LS, A
TRV R 2 SO 4 R B AT A 2 o 1K 4] 1T DA
MASE AL B 46, KB DU . tedn i,
=N HIIEHE n, BTN FILE
R n BRI RS MR (— AL A
Ay EANL BAFTHE. AL AR AKED AR
LGSR, BN RN DT e R X
AN DT B A FE & 2 A B b, A DU R
B A EENELE - ANEESH (W
exc_character_word). 75 U, A 152 4 A E 2 5 —
AN E B Z 8t inh_character_word). 15 P> £E
T FLES (R, AEENRN— NGRS
I 2 WA [R] (6 4 R O 463 1), ] V0 2 )R 6 1) 3 2,

A 1] 4 ) M 4 B AL B R — A 2 %K (inh_word_
word_overlap). A# [ $01 il 14 3% 52 4 == 7] 5 & 1 1)y
MESS, RERA AN ESEER. Fi,
ARAT I #B A RE Ar Be 45 — N AR iRl o B T st
BRI A RN T OB DT R RO E . R
— AN AV A& 2 A B A A T AR
T, A IR 5 BT R 3% B 2 W M
B (FLFE £ exc_word_character) .
8.1.4 AR

W RE — AN EUAR 0 N R e B 1] A1) 5
Mo X T RNCER TG, AR 1 A freel TEERE
R 8 Pt R 4 2 b 2 A8 & (frequency  scaling
variable, CFS;). A2 8 1, frequency; # 7 a5 &
i FITAR 2% B 3A] A AR, 4.0251 2 24 Ai 45 A e i 1) 3]
1) B¢ K0 B, frequency _gain & 1 =1 il 45 X} 17
TN T 5 ma 72 B2 ) E el 24

log(frequency;

CES; = 5(2.0%51 =
8.1.5 T4 %2 M

00D P P 52 0 2 3 I K 0 A R A VT A
TR SEIL o VT MBS T A5 9 priiik
(FfE, Hrh predictability; /& il i FETE LK T
FRIAE, predictability gain j&2— N EHHZ%. AN
kL, FAMER R R BOE B R RS JE O )
WC. Bk, REEsEmE g vim LR EEAR
SCHE RN A PR AR Y s o R R 5 3 R
Al ATz 3 8 B A R R SR R — AN R R i 2 A4
TX AN AR B T T G 3R] n+1 (1) s2 e RO 7RG AE n
V18 He8 B YT (OIS R 2 e v PR AR VTS R )i o — AN 1)
LAA I (B 0.3) A 2 1EH -

X frequency _gair (8)

a,(t + At) = at) + predictability; X predictability _ gain 9

8.2 MRENITHIIELR
8.2.1 MREEF =T E) =

FE AT R RS o, IR ] I 7% 3052 2000 Ty A
Vi) BT 5 R T P S, A R R (S o P R AR RS B
(R 5 PR TR 2 o SRSt v L) (0 TR, BRI 7
L RS R R . AR, AN
1] ¥ 7 (fixated-word unit), ‘& A%3 % ERLIA A9 T
HEEE o VR LA B B 0SS T A B 4
RS o o 2 A TR MR A R b P e B o) R B AT A A

Bl MR Bk 5 7o H IS L) T B S e,
BOE &5 — A HMB 2= 4 ((e, exc_saliency_
saccade) . R Bk 5 7o 1Y B & 21 5 28 {H (threshold_
eye_move, 5T 0.95 [ [E 5 2 %0) it 2 ik R Bk .

TE—AHMEMIT GG fE, IR Bk o sk =N
0. X FHRBEFIE, A 1M freel TERENHH
% ¥ exc_saccade. [X &y exc_saccade [fJ{E KT 0, Bl
A8 3 A0 1] B T B OGS 9 F, IR B T B O T AR 1
e AR 1 HImNXAZH, 9 IR 2 2 6 A Bk
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FINT —AEBNFEE RS BAE KM A 0o BT
{5 5, HREE & 7E — B [l 5 # 30

AR E R AR, BRI B 0 S 2 5
AR AT N A% 20, E B S % 50 7R it D70 B 1) 7 s e S
HA— 58 5 AR I R ) B ) A ) AR Bk A o
(0 BTG B 24 e HIR G 0T ) A% 3l (IR Bk 3 e 1 98005 T8
() IR 37 B ik A AR 1), 3 A ] R R E0E R
I 52 e R Bk R TG PR 0 Ok 5 e RS AT I #2 B o [
I, ARG B 3 9 A Be 58 4 5 1A T R IR R — 5
AR B P DA AE v A 4 1R 2 BT B 5 B 3l 1X Bk
T IR Bk R 7T 1R T
8.2.1 MREBKEFRANIEE

TR AT RS R, JRATTR 2R T T AR ) 3R
W AR 1ok e RIS 1A% 2 A B o iR X A S, i
BAG VAR — N EAL A RS I T T
NG IEBAAL E 2 )5 AR AR B H AR . BLEVH —
NP FHEOE I E, AT A AL B # A — A
X RLI S e XL S BOEWIGE N 0, ¥—1
DU RGN, BOEE Y 1o a0 in LA 4
DU L, U B0 (E 2 S [R) 282 537 31 I
BOE b B b DU 0% Y S (character-activation unit)
R0 TS M 150 B Dy o A R A B R TS R IR
O R

N T T8 TN LR NS (AR e, IR Bk A
RJa, IRahfa B Ee WA B4 7 51048 R D7 80E
R, REEE N T EANERE(E B S,
threshold_eye_target) ) 55 — /N7 flo AH LR U7 B
MR T — IR IR B (0 Tl ik v s B o 7R ik 7 b
(100 Y B 9 i 7 BB P12 A B T L BT b P O R
E (WA 10). 30 10 #, CharacterSaliency; &7~
120 A B BOE 0w 1D SUEIOE, threshold_
eye_move & Hij [ & S H S0 X FE, a1 R
FHAT TEZ L, BREEVE AR DT S A A
B b6 HAr¥% A 47 E (intended landing position),
SEBIMAABENARZ, 2 IR &840, Ar itk
ZN 1.0 FEBAIR B H brik S M ABENLIR 2, 2
R O A WF 9 3% B AR Bk v o510 2 AR T R IR AU IR A
(McConkie, Kerr, Reddix, & Zola, 1988). 4 MR [ ik
H B, A SR A A R R R, IR R
U AT XFE, WIRIEE SRR A, IR
B A R B B B A 2 K o 3K R N T B R
ey FI 2 4] 53 — b 7 2

characterSaliency;
threshold _eye _target

83 IRAESMMESHEER
8.3.1 HEARISLI

Ko — ARV, BT O TR AR
Bl ) (AR V0@ I T SRR T R SE B . R AL BN
B — R A A A) 7 1 D7 BGRB8 Y A4 T
G AMEM A BRI TR sh AR, JRB T
AMA)F AN TR RS R . BA M2 — R
F R R, BA R A] o R e S R R
RN S W TR EZo02 S T
8.3.2 REMMIEIL

TR J 2y B B AL 3% B ) B8R — AN B A
DUFAR R R, 85 J8 3100 LA A% X
T, I TR R RS2 M — AN A = AN 7
WAIRBUHE B BT A s S HIHME R 0.
8.3.3 MRzNEIrREE

B T B — AN ) R 4ok 3¢ IR B & 2h 1 i
] 97 A A2, 2 B8 A T s A 1 ) s I 7 5K
TR DL 8RR R R B0 (discrete slices) ) 7 Sz 4T,
T AN & 7E 3 B2 [ B 1) 28 384T o FE P BRIE 38— KRR
HN—A kA (iteration) . 7EREIEARH, W45 R BT
AT RS A B — e PR, JRATASE AR
(1) 45 S ] (8] 4 AR B T I 2R 5 1) BT o R R R A
() FF 4 BT 0] 10 S5 A 9 WL TF JA A R AR B, &5 R
() 10 5 T AL 45 R I R A B, O TR R R )
T AN [ 5 S 00 00 %% 1 (1 R B B0 AT LB, FRAT
B AR R E T UL — A LB A A ) o 34—
AN T A A TR 000 B 1 5P 480 3 A A ) 45 00 0 %
0 140 T 2573 ML IS 180 FR) B 3R o AN B R S R T 6
PATEM: T E i BEE, AT &R R
TE W %% 21 1~ 357 39 PR AR 8] AR 3 F000 19 ~F- 357 9 A
1) 2 T BB — AN R ARG AT XA LR LA
JIT A RS TR 000 (% I E) 48 bR (A0, R AL N ) A e
LB TA]) o 2R T H RS A0l 540 0 00 2% 21 (14 FR 20 £,
AL FH 5 HR 2 B 5T AR [R] 1) J7 v Sk T B T A
) B e i R R B S R I =T NG 51 1 B 1=
NN TR N LA R 2 A E R R, B
BTAT R E S — K R R B4R bR, TR % R
(] HE o FRAT 38 I T B T PR ) AR A IS ] Sk 3R
JIE B B % 20y B U8) 5 THD (045 0., O PR A . Bk
5 S5 R AR Wk K 3 R R AIE FIR I 7% 3 o7 B 5 T AE 2 .
FE— SR AT T 5 T A N AL E

(10)

Position =



ZELINAE v SO P RN T HR gl ) A A

8.3.4 HASH
BHRHH 1AANSHNE D). NTHEHSH
BANBRIEED, =N H & E NEEME

(inh_character_character, thresold_word, and
threshold_eye_move). K, AR ATLIE

*1 REBFEANSH

Table 1

Parameters Used in the Model

Parameter

Best-fitting values Search range

Visual processing
Eccentricity_factor
Word Processing
exc_visual_character
exc_word_character
inh_character_character
inh_character word
exc_character_word
inh_word_word_overlap
threshold_word
frequency_gain
Sentence processing
predictability_gain
Eye-Movement control
exc_saccade
exc_saliency_saccade
threshold_eye_target
threshold_eye_move

4.689 0-5.0
0.099 0.01-1.0
0.293 0-0.5
=0.030 fixed
—0.261 —0.5-0
0.779 0-1.0
—0.319 —0.4-0
0.900 fixed
0.452 0-0.5
0.180 0.01-0.25
0.235 0.001-0.5
0.174 0.001-0.5
0.430 0.3-0.8
0.950 fixed

HSAE 11 N3, Hd 7 A0 T m L
(exc_visual_character, exc_word_character, inh_

character_word, exc_character_word, inh_word_
word_overlap, and frequency_gain), 1 NS 54 F
B 43 5% (predictability_gain), 3 ~2 35 HR 242 il
A & (exc_saccade, and
threshold_eye_target).
835 HMTIHEESHNWEESE

WATFIH Wei %5 A (2013) (¥ d F- 4K It &
o XTI FH, Wl T 21 ZRK R 72 A6
TSR HRZh #e4E, Hoh 36 M) 1L S A - 1]
(5 & 75 B 50 Y A 1), 36 AN A) AL & AR AR 7 1]
(FH T HBAE] 5 IK). XL H by 5 T i £k
T 0. Wk 2 Prow, W FAE B bR XU I T A0

exc_saliency_saccade,

RN o TEARATUIA 25 1, B YRR AL R [ AR 5 A0 BT 1)
BEK T S0 AT . S5, B I i) IR Bk
J5E 3 2 KT B AR AR (1 2% A, ARSI IA] ) v PR 2R
PANERER I T RN =1 TP TIP3 (O
8.3.6 WEWEHE

N T PPA RS TR T O WK R SO R, AT
BT R E R . BRI TR AT RS AR
P 5 1 ) 7 MR — 2, AT T B A
a4 i R B E 4 10 T A6 0 o SR H A i R R
PREE R S SERLET R] . v PR 26 F0 PRy I AE 22, 9 0
H A 1] 1 HR Bk K B R L TRl 7 R 2R AE S AL I
ZMitFE e br . AT A normalized root-mean
square deviation (NRMSD) 3k i1 5 1l & M % (A 20
11).

25

’ . — v
Vi predicted Yiobserved

Srdr'o bserved )

nRMSD =

TEA R 1L, Vipredicted /& 15 2L T B HE, Yiobserved
2 WL A, Stdiobservea A2 WL Il ZHE I AR HE 2, n SR A5
LA A% 8. nRMSD BB/, BRI A b
. WAEBANZH AT REESE, RAEK

(11)

n

B/)ME nRMSD.
8.3.7 BHHAETRE

K 2 H0w R H oK, R IR AT 8 AL Bk
(parallel genetic algorithm) F-#8 S =L & 2 4. 2
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RESHUG, BATEAY 30 YR 30 /N I 4L
fii o Z BT LA AL, 30 g, A2 RO R A AR A
BEMLIA 2R 56—, BEMLESE 7 A7 isE— A eiss

CAPFAE ARSI A BB, IRBEE S AL E R
Mo W o A, R R T WU (E AR) T R E
(intended landing position) . 7 i 72 o 48 21 i 5 4

7 2 1A SRA R B SERR UL 45 R 5 4R BUR HL 45 R (Wei, Li, & Pollatsek, 2013)

Observed and Simulated Word-Frequency Effect (Wei, Li, & Pollatsek, 2013)

Observed

Simulated

Low-frequency

High-frequency Low-frequency

Table 2

Measures High-frequency
First fixation duration (ms) 255 (74)
Gaze duration (ms) 282 (99)
Outgoing saccade length 2.93(0.19)
Fixation probability 0.74 (0.19)
Refixation probability 0.12 (0.25)

267 (76) 250 272
316 (97) 262 300
2.77 (0.15) 2.81 2.58
0.78 (0.15) 0.73 0.78
0.16 (0.24) 0.04 0.10

Note. Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.

SR T AP o £ )5 T R AR AN [
(¥ S 56 45 SR L B2 b A AR ) F) 2 0 2 AR R 1
PURL, IR R W RETY f e PR AR 4, 6 AN R o4l 46 19
BEAUAS R 2 T BN BRI S 2.

9 Bl

FATA AT L A RS AU 1 o SCA) 7 B 3 R
BT TR — L . A R HE R — T iR B
{1, X LR BRI N T e iR S AT 8.
SCEEHE AR B H AR 3 L o ST e A R B o ok
ML 58 DX AR R op S0 fer 1 70 8 307 B A%
W) Ao AT A i B SR b, P4 IR 34D
K10 B ) I R IR B Bl . AE RS R
v, R N 38 D v ST A AE UG S TR B 13 11
T

B, BATE AR TR 1R
IS HEE . MR R RAIA T Z v —
FHRESH. HEREE, RS, KRA
S A LR ) X A AS TR B S 36 v AT R AN [ 1,
PR I R 2 00 2 P 68 00 i A AS 7] 1) S 56 v th i A A
Ao FEVTAG A BB 45 R A ORI, JRATT 2 R0E
SR IR 22 5, TS R ) B 0 A A
9.1 MMM EMIRENITARLHRERY

Pa
A

9.1.1 AR L

wn BRI, A AT DL e B S - AR 34T
AR 22 J7 T« 1255 Y e 08 v 1 1R ) - 7 A0 B 1R
FERRN 0.99). Wk 2 FioR, B IRIEME ]
Wl RN ) L VR PR ME 2. Bk R Bk K (outgoing
saccade length) Al 3 #1L Mk 2 55 0 00 £k 4 B A AH A

B 5 AL, IR a] B S A, —
EARAR ] R A, AT R {0 A I ) AR R B (i)
K, B S RO B AR IR B K
JE, Bk H AR A0 ] F R G A 2 5 S A T Bk v A 3] )
AR Bk P .

EH T 0T B A AR 5, 12 R T A ] A%
LB (B RE M o A 5 8 B, 1] A B 2 5 i 1A {1
RED=N: Ok PN L A= R PO AR e =N Sl R (i1
)0 LT R RO b TR B A 1A R T S IR Bk
BT A WO M B, R Bk B T S e
T # B IS , X h /e A A FRATTL%E 3 & A R] 11
T A B ) LR AR AT 1] D ¥ R BT T8 o

T2 AT R T B T A ARG HIR B A B Y
Wil = 2 T v AR ] PR HEL B K B2 B B A A9 3] ) PR i G
B, a7 Bros, &b g M G X TA R
ZRNEMESR R . R, AR v A ]
i I VI =W S A /| N B K (A TR B 3 S I A
TR IR Bk B B i % H VE AL RUA B
WO R T YL (1), DR RS T e A i) 1 HE G G B2
£
9.1.2 TR

Rayner, Li, Juhasz, and Yan (2005) 7E 2[5 3
ORI T A5 5 S B AR AL 1) TR AR . 16
2 BETE PRI SO B T 36 AN I A] T
=0 2 WY A) N v RO 2% (70% 16 352 & AT DA
HR A 26 1 A1) 15 B i S0 AR A)), A =g —
) 7 AR A 2% A (A 1091 1523 AT DLE i
S HTA) T IEEE HU H AR ), R =02 — K
(PP ) FOUI A 26 A o 5 SRR, AR T A2 3] L e
P 1A B2 Gy BV E AR, T e T A 1) SR e T A4 1]
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ERGDPEEM . T4k, ARTIN P (13 AL 8] B
T G, T TR ] SR v T A (T
H# 3).

BA2 R E# L Rayner, Li, Juhasz 1 Yan
(2005)%F N B A)+Fhn THcds . Ak, Hd 5 M+
H AR A A X7 1], AR A R SR T Ak AT

=3 FNMES R B SERRN 45 R 518 BUAE ) 45 R (Rayner, Li, Juhasz, & Yan, 2005)

Table 3
Observed and Simulated Word-Predictability Effect (Rayner, Li, Juhasz, & Yan, 2005)
Observed Simulated

Measures High Medium Low High Medium Low
First fixation duration (ms) 261 (53) 266 (41) 286 (56) 250 274 289
Gaze duration (ms) 284 (53) 288 (60) 322 (69) 264 289 314
Outgoing saccade length (characters)” 2.49 (0.54) 2.34(0.50) 2.53(0.77) 2.73 2.73 2.60
Fixation probability 5 (17 79(.15) 88 (.11) .67 .69 74
Refixation probability® 0.09 (0.12) 0.07 (0.10) 0.13 (0.12) 04 05 08

Note. Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.

“The numbers were not reported in Rayner et al. (2005), and they were not significantly different between conditions.

36 MAJFI 31 A BRI — AR AT N
METR R, Nk KEENBRIRES R, &
TR R R 73X 5 M)+ EESE S, 3K
IR 75 TEERGEE AN S8, BT
predictability_gain, E A% T AN 9 @ LRI
TR E R . T Wei 28 A (2013) AR H b Al
(0 TR0 M B2 T2, R S AT BE A X 2 A
predictability_gain ¥k 2| & {6 . £ Rayner, Li,
Juhasz 1 Yan (2005) 1) % 4 &f, AT BT
predictability_gain ¥ {8, DAk #& 2 & (A, fF
NRMSD # /).

mE 3 Fras, FAW] LLAER B fLll Rayner
SN (2005) [ 25 R . BT LUE B, X T R AL [E]
FRBE AL N T, e F0I0 A2 ) A0 vy 00 A2 ] 2 ) R T
B, AR TR A 9 AR R T P R 2 () R T 2 R
[FRE, S 4 I 7 B 4 9] Y 7R SCA A HS B R 26
O Z A B 2 3 . A i, BEAL R KA AN
TR =0 SEAT T AR .

2 PR AR 2 T DUASE DL 0 K R, A2 R D
P 2 8 O R IR R 3R] Y R RO R R S,
TN R AR AR 48 ) 35 55 0 SO PR Rk s, B S i )
N R [ =10 R R R 2 1 IS T A P D o=
U A ] £ 3 PR B T B ARG Tt 2 1] B 2L, ks g R

e WL (BN ) AT I T, JE T T
] PR L AE BRI AR ST A i AR R AR T
]

9.1.3 JAKMR

FE AT A T, AR T Li 55 A\ (2011)%
NI FEEE B AR X TR Fe, 32 A PUE BEHE & B
SRIEEE 100 AN SCA)F, a3t T AT R IR 3
i A2 ma o B AR T, 5
H1A)F R H b 2 U 7207 o B B I S 4] i T v 2
T 0, HAES KM T T ILHE .

X IR S5 R g 4 Fros, 5K AR AR S A
TR Gy Wk, 6 A R A R TR K . R ST
e 1] i HR b B Bl B 4] A AR K B TR K . 3RAT
S R B R 1) 2 HOoR B Li (2011) % A
MR EE . 3 4 frox, BEAY 7R T v ST s
LGRS O AN B T 3 W B AR S R = W[
S B, B R AL T AR R B T £ 2 SR A
AR 2 2 5, XU ] AP 4] 22 18] 8 VT A0 B ]
ZESEAR/N, T G A BRI 1] B 2 AR K, AR
ARBF AT 70X — s o 25, BEALIEE G A T T
55— D I E R . SR =, BEARLIE S T X
T 17 ) i HR BBk B 2 b DU 4]

Fz 4 AKHHBISERRYNGE RSERERLE R (L, Liv, & Rayner, 2011)
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Table 4

Observed and Model-Predicted Word-Length Effect (Li, Liu, & Rayner, 2011)

Observed

Simulated

Measures Two-character

Four-character

Two-character Four-character

First fixation duration (ms) 250 (23)
Gaze duration (ms) 266 (28)
Outgoing saccade length 2.70 (0.68)
Fixation probability .66 (0.17)

Refixation probability” 06 (.07)

249 (28) 250 249
355 (91) 265 342

0.74) 2,78 3.13

.93 (0.06) 74 .96
39(.23) 05 35

Note. Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.

* Data were not reported in Li et al. (2011).

914 BRERMNENH

BERLE T T B RV AL B A — MR E
TR, W 5 PR, Li (2011)5 AN R 45 R E
XoF 1] T DO R UGE R R s, JF BB B
A7 B S PR G 0 PRI . DR, XML gh LR
SO E FEAA G PEE SO — HE T IRELAL
BV Twp A 8. 1R 5 fros, ERIR I ) TR
TR R [ER RIS, 75045 R 5L
T & R b, B AR K B LT AT A s

#*5 ARKEREOAMNYFEXBEXAFRBMESM (L
et al., 2011)

Table 5
Fixation Probability Distribution on a Four-Character Region
of Interest for Words With Different Length (Li et al., 2011)

Observed Simulated
‘Word length 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Two-character .36 33 21 10 .38 37 .19 .05

Four-character .36 34 22 .08 .34 33 20 13

Note. The region of interest includes the four-character target word in the
four-character condition, and includes the two characters of the target word
and two characters following it in the two-character condition.

9.2 mXC#IEHHYER Bk B ARk 1F

AN T G VE B S IR Bk H b A
S [U] TR ARG E AL, o AR AT AR B B S L 45
AN (2015)%5 NHIBT FE 45 R o AERZTURT FE b, op SC i
H R TR LA T R B RN T s H b A
BURAH Frid (5) 7 AL AT, B H

SRBEEA)F o TELRTALARAT T, L 54 i) &
AT P — AR5 3B AR, M IR B B
T 121 it $E e 75 5 A8 N IE 8 LT o R 7 T 25 TR
AR, BE A B H bR A T . Liu &
N(2015)E 5 T Wei % A (2013)1JHfF 7u 4 3, £
FEA RIS AT, HRAG B8 I s 40 1] Fr) B i 4 s 22
bl R AR A9 1) A PR Bk A B B K R, FE T RTAN
SAFT, IR AR 23 Uk 55 . 1K B8 2 SR B TN
X HR SR e N — AN R R H bR AL BB

Wi 6 frow, HRR AT HB AL T Liu 5 A (2015)
M T4 e 15 o RO S A AV A % 1R
AR AT IR T B R 3 AL s TR R 5 AL B 1) 440 4 F v A ]
TEA IS T, B8 v A i) 1) HR BB 4 R L
AR AT R] ) AR Bk B B K L ER AR R AL 5 T
PSR AR B K 2 R AR I

BT R DAAE G BT A6 A TR — 5521, =2
IR A ) e e WA 5 X0 45 B 2 /0 & 5 8us JF
HAr i R Bk A . L2, ToRTa & 14
I R T 5 A R S8 A DN T ) A
SRR, U D R BOE AR AR DN, H AR
] AT 2 0F I 1S T (1 5 I A KR PR AR T o BT BA A
] AT 7 AR R B L 22 AR /N T .

nk 6 Frn, TEH MK T, Bk iRk
JE T BTG R TR 2% 1 B K AR B AR T B T T 0K
— . BEALZ Pt LR S M 20X — 5, 2B A R
TR 26 A4 T Bl A sk A i X0 T R 7 LG TR K

R 6 FAMXTIESAL R BOFZME (Liu, Reichle, & Li, 2015)
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Table 6

The Influence of Preview on Word Frequency Effects (Liu, Reichle, & Li, 2015)

Observed

Simulated

Measures

High-frequency Low-frequency

High-frequency Low-frequency

Valid-preview

First fixation duration (ms) 255 (40)
Gaze duration (ms) 276 (57)
Outgoing saccade length 2.73 (0.62)
Fixation probability* .68 (.17)
Refixation probability* 05 (.10)
Invalid-preview
First fixation duration (ms) 287 (45)
Gaze duration (ms) 323 (74)
Outgoing saccade length 2.37 (0.57)
Fixation probability® J2(.13)

Refixation probability™ .07 (.10)

278 (51) 252 281
320 (85) 266 316
2.48 (0.51) 2.92 241
0(.18) 70 13
08 (.10) .04 A2
307 (45) 281 313
384 (102) 336 385
2.30 (0.57) 1.98 1.84
T8 (.11) 75 7
A14(.12) .16 22

Note. Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.

* Data were not reported in the original article.

TR 2 5 —, MR 575 T ki
EwbEAd, BBUN TR, 8, HREET B
(L7 AT CAZEL R — AN TAIIE, T i 55 A i 2 B ]
e B, ARBBALFAT, D7 SRk A i
T R RVl S A S, TE TR & R
WA o A RIS, DU s AE TR AL
B RO L TG RO 2% AR S SR . TR B
J 1) B B A T BIK H B0 B D0 T S R
Yo R B sh i Ar B, BT DATEA A& 1 T, 5
LR IRBEE L BT K. TEERZ,
B e 458 TR AR UL T AR kA REE 0 TN K R A 2, HE
il 7RO RN o X AT R A R R FRATTHE BEAUA [ 1) 4
P VA R BB AT S R

Liu %5 A (2015) 5 A A8 7 A A 19 B 52 44 R HE
BT EE T Wei £ A (2013) W %2 2] 1) 17]
BRAARE o [RIFE, FRATAE A R 2 80(% 1), & 5
— 2 SIS A R K BUE ST A R 1) B AU 4
X R 2 2 R v] 58 (B2 4@, robust) ), wJ LA
FAA [ 1 52 56 b sk 72 2 4 ) A5 2 &5 51
9.3 ElH KM

TE Y AT MR8 p AT EE L Gu, Li, and
Liversedge (2015)F W %2 2] (1) & H gk 111 48 RS
FEAATRSEEG 2 o, Hr S A 1 o e B
BT AR A A F o 3 1 IR B I B bR i 5 I
M F e 5t 2w, 8 B bria 4 B R AN BF
RS B S, BT B AN AR N B bR
e FEH RS AT N H AR 5 Tl — 8, £8
RO 26 A B A i 5 B A — 5. o R %%
R b AL Y BE AL B PR AS DL, SRR . 4

REW], LRI AKAET, W5 H AR 8 REN
P ) AR 58 R P TR % 254 T A R TR 2% AT

A58 A TE RCPAIL 2% AR T A0 B 5 N, 7 IR g 5
i RE % 10 A AT R BRIV AR A Y TR 1A
TERNRLSEZ fs AN . IRES IS I BRI 2 )5, Mo
JE I N AL Dy HbRAR], AR L3 A7 B DL R
AT R UMURT A A S ) R B SR . RIS, HIR IS
215 1 70 5 2 /i D0 AR s A AR 1
RS, B H s AL B AL SR BT R IE SN 0,
DR DA 38 B4 i N AN P SRR 2 AT B DU R R
T4 T, BERIE R I LA 5. R 7 s, f
RUR] DR G ) T 45 2R o T R A 2% 1 1A 8 TR AR
IS i) AR 58 MR B TR A7 RCTRAL 2% A o AN il A Y vy £y
T UCTE LIS 8] A PRAI R o R RE S 2 R O AR IX —
A B S 4.

155 7R g A% A2 0L TIAIL RN A PR D e R B R e T
JEEFE Y DL 2 AT I L o A2 SR 2% A R
ALK PO (Al ) i T8 — e FE R b, Z R L A
PAR A BRI 8] AL A 5 O TRl o A, AR TG AT
MR, BALDCFAH B DU ANF, 33 IR 5
13 5 5 s 2 E N T H AR o PR AE T AL T 2%
AR 0 AR B 5 I 1A R A RO SR .

5 HRAAAR L, A I 2% 1 T 1R D] 35 1)
{9k /> A2 7 B AL RN B R bR R T, RBEERAT A
A — A R KA — A TR %A, XA
S A 2 TE)HR DX 0 T e AL A A R AL MAC & 23 Al
TR ] o £ H ATRIBT TR, BB B
) 75 325 K 1 R 5 Ao 202 e o5 1Y LR A5
9.4 BN FERIATIS
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H S SO R A G ] 3 SR R, R
XM F A LI R M S . B PR R
BRI R 190« 204 8 33 (incremental words) fl # &

=7
Table 7

B S B AR K A G AR R e o T T
B

FR 3R R RO T AL SR (Gu, Li, & Liversedge, 2015)

Preview Benefit in Chinese Reading (Gu, Li, & Liversedge, 2015)

Simulated

Invalid preview

Valid preview Invalid preview

Observed
Measures Valid preview
First fixation duration (ms) 290 (48)
Gaze duration (ms) 358 (111)
Outgoing saccade length® 2.45(.69)
Fixation probability 87 (.14)
Refixation probability® 222D

325(55) 262 353
430 (107) 306 421

2.39 (.62) 2.35 1.93
92 (.14) 19 .80
392D 18 26

Note.
“ Data were not reported in the original article.

HEE XiEmT

H s, A SRS T A B AT DU R —
RO S TR S i T~ S MG SN g a5 29511
PN 7 — R # 0] UL BRI o B i AN,
CINYN7I R S SN NI N T

DAAE () B 90 36 W rh SO 3 WK 4H - 08 ]
MR SR L, B A ) — e R AR T
—Mii . Yang, Staub, Li, Wang 1 Rayner (2012)%
HaBOGRR N B 5] 7, JF BAER) FIES 26
B —FRRR TR - NP FER T Z2E
HE, Bk ZRASEDR . AR, P
T ) AR — AN AR A IS T & B EUA A B
AN 2 5 6 P - 1] PR B S N TR) o R, e ST )
TR P AR Dy — AN ROk I L, T A =2 LB NI
T 07 AT I L.

LY G fe T 4H B SCAR 2 S N AR
AN AE — AL BETE NI, <AL <WrRTeAs
b7 2 e T, 3K SRR B SE G ME — L A
AP ER M EUR T LR AL Hk, a2
B a] AR MR, AR BE AT AT RE PR ook, B
A —E ML, By R IS 2 307
T AR ARIORE o T SR R ASL 7 (] ) R ] (1) 1] A5
AEACL, T2 8 4] ikt 7R T BB B K.

T X — R, FRATE TR T Wei &8 A
(2013)525% 2 MIZE R, SEIeH SO i o
A5 H b ] A H A ] 25 AR 0 5] 7 . 72 S H b o
H 70 MBI FAG W DL . T IX 8 H bR,
B 25 RO, H bR 2 A I, R ) o AR

94.1

Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.

99.4% AR U I Y, H A ] 2 AR AT i) B R R ) 43
75 99.2% F AR Y b i o 77 3 R UL A o ] 1 4y B
A A5 T G L3, WA R R R R . X e
% 5 Shen et al., 2018; Yang %5 A (2012)f) 45 & — %,
H S ] i TP A A B SRR T R A S — AN B AR AT
T.
9242 EBEXNFERML

S B S B R R A B B AT LS )
DT H B — AN 1T PLS A - e — AN, L
e AR AT LAY 4 Sy AR AR S . 7R B
FEep, R T gk A Ay B B R R A
1]

S A — et 7 g5 S T DL B R S 3 R
] U] 4 8 & B 7 B (Ma et al, 2014; Yan &
Kliegl, 2016; Yen et al., 2012). Ma % A (2014)% %2
TSR R S BN ) T B AR
A, LI R R RN E B B
A 350 ) 1) AR B A O R (R ), 53— ik
W g 2 M 4] P ] A AR T A 0 1] (R — s )« 7 S
NFB 2z R AT AT DO M S R SR )T iE
BESCRE A MY) o3 B, SR T, AN ES
IS IX Tl R AR 2D S 3 e 35 N ) A LA — v A
FAF RS . MR B0 ) T B SRR Y I 4
M : m—RA& AT, 53 X 5 & SCIX Y E A
W%, G U B R - A K. X
s gk BRI, PR B A R D) o N R
F = 4 - Ma &5 A\ (2014) I\ i 35 & i H I B 3R
WSS T A) 7, BB B k)T EYE N I
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- FITA RT BRI RV R O, BT BOE R
TEGE— R . AN R, VAR R
(1% 17 i e ) 7 B ) 7 2 B U0 43 B ARl . 38 B
Bt A SR ERYIIEY 0 2R ER, W R ]
MR V) 4 5 Ja SCR) FIB AN UL AL, 13 7 2R A
XX EHYI 5.
KRTHEBEXTFBRUISN S —NEERIZ
W ST R G e iR B0 43 O 5K, A AR R ER (i)
AR)AH S, S ) Tk E S B S B A A B
(L -5 43 2 22 M3] . Huang A1 Li (2020a) () #F 7T
W, R A A B S B (EA N F
ABC)A)F, ULEL T AB A1 BC (il #i. #4917 H
P 1] 22 T R ) 38 35 DA SRR 72 R (AB-C) D) 43 BR
AR (A-BCYTI 43 o 5 i SCIE BESCRF A-BC A5 il n]
VI AL, 5T SCE SR AB-C M VI 4y i, B

R R . BREME R, IR AR, XA
PR, MRS AATAT X B, SO e AT R
FEMPEA DL F ) 5 R — A, a3 h) F A
SCREIXRNZE MY 4, R 7 B AL 9 TE 2 R ok 4] 1E
M 3 U0 43 o F SC IR 5 P4 2 A 17 A 5 99 SC ) 352 A
fBlo

2T A A B T LA LN T B 0 S B )
G B, BER{E ] Huang AT Li (2020b) 4] 744 )
BEAT TASL . i —ARA & AF R, 98.3% 1k vk Hh ot o
IR AN AEE 87 B s g [ R i S=P B S Ao
51.7% [ 3R 2k o ¥ o R AL B 1 BT B 4 B A
48.3% (¥4 Y Hh oK v A B DL D) 4y BT A
XU S A FA G —, EH S5
TR AT S M AR K, A R 2R (R 1) 1 L R &
SO B A B SR T RE A U 43 B A

#*8 TEEBB N FEMI (Huang & Li, 2020b)

Table 8

Processing of Overlapping Ambiguous Strings (Huang & Li, 2020b)

Observed Simulated
Measures High-low Low-high High-low Low-high
First fixation duration (ms) 264 (105) 275 (109) 263 276
Gaze duration (ms) 441 (301) 450 (291) 327 369
Outgoing saccade length® 2.69 (1.66) 2.74 (1.46) 2.76 2.63
Fixation probability 90 (.31) 92 (27) 0.90 0.90
Refixation probability” A7 (.50) .52 (.50) 0.20 0.33

Note. Numbers in parentheses are standard deviations.

* Data were not reported in the original article, and they were not significantly different between conditions.

W, MR AESE S B — e I, s A e
FEMIRE, U SR B o B vy 3R £E A5 R, 22
M A SR T AFE — L kb . X — 4R
Huang 1 Li (2020a) %t %% 21| (1) 22 AR 25— 3o

Lj Huang A1 Li (2020b) PA Jz Ma % A (2014) [ 45
B8, K- AR AT I8 SCIX R VR AL (] R %
PRI 8] A T3 — I 2% 11 (L 3% 8)

BEAL 2 fir DL 6% B0 B S 0 S B i)
B B R A e AR v P A 2 () S Y ] S A E
—WRMEE, T —ANE e ERRE T —4
LI =23 S el SO 1] B2z SRS e /R R
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