BRI 2020, Vol. 28, No. 9, 1454-1461 ©2020 HEBHEBE BB
Advances in Psychological Science https://dx.doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2020.01454

* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

IRENPUEILACE . — MR EIE R E

# £ KEWS HEN!
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C T IR = E R, T 530299)

OB R EAREREFRI LG A RAKIESMN F ok, ZFECREEARKBEOTLE. AKX
ARG TR FI MR F A E . A>T R, AR A KR IR IE T Fe kR R AR R R
A A ERATHIREWAR, IEF T IRSHIE B ALk FAIRG TATH. A A M. A keam
50 R #E— 5 A R IR B P T Bk A iR AT A A RS R LA Ha B F R, AR TAER AR, MR
T T E b R BRI AR A

E@E RAHEA,; RFHIE T ALK, kR

SES B84l

1 5|8 HR R 12 30 2 15 B R — A TE LS R 3 31 55—
APUEGEZE s, IR3 A A A A A |
WA KO R AL E X T, B sl WA R AR
SRR YT T, {F 2BV 5 (Stewart ™R R AR, BRI, e R4 B AT
o A . ’ AR R | BEAW R R] | (o] 400 R R v AR ] 45, AF
Hermens & Matthews, 2016), (%%t 7# &4 A > A T e e v
. e e e e e A AEAR BRI R | A R
FANMEEE, EILTAE, JORZ BT RAETEH . O . N N et
. s e o . BRiEAR . FE R E RS, FEEEE
Bl2p Fat &2 AU Tz g, BUS T A N Bt o T 3 e A 1] HE o o
RIS IR, (050 S ety o NIRRT B LIRSt
DB B I W B (oyemng MBS, AEHEA £ B AL
T DUILIR B M. BT R PR L T R L, AE R R BRS,
hypothesis)IA 2y, MR [ A0 09 P9 45 5 R IE 78 40 ot o NI ' o A b 41
s , EL A A 7t i DA (] 2 0] 5 A 4 3 5 Je 3R 0 72
A N A B W &R B[R] 22 (Just & Carpenter, IR
~ . . R RIHR {5 B AT 43 #r(Stewart, Hermens, & Matthews,
1980), BE#E IR 34 R (Eye movements)) & J&, B . - e
. o e . . 2016; FLT-Hs, ZEXHE, 2015, EfE%, H#EFH,
W AR AT AR AR AT AT, PO R A AU 9% o o - X e
. RN . o Beawg, xl4eil, 2%, 2016), LI R HL0
2L A0 B R Sy 2602 10 T 1 52 408 e e SR o
_ o A INFL R, (B —ERRE L2 T oesk Rl
HR Bl A B A 53 T B S A S8 J8 A 1 42 2R e 3R o .
. . T2 1Y B MR RN 3% K P (Day, 2010; Glockner &
WM ERHFFE T Zhou et al,, 2016). Herbold, 2011; Su et al., 2013; Sun, Rao, Zhou, &
N u . N u u
H — ~, E W / H jg\‘ N, f ~, 9 9 9 b 9 2 9
RAFAS T ORI IOEA, L 014), st reh i L i (0 2
5%, PHRS THFSEE E ks . e B R LRk 1Y
ks B 1 2019-04-09 UNSIBuR
* R AR IS 1T H (71971103 A AR, B IR EDECR 4 BT H AR 10— 15
FERFLEDIIET 4 I 5 20YICI190006), LRAPIF jge BF5T 401 FF 4R PR R 3 143 7 0 ] ol 25 1 7
#h 2B 22 R 75 4R 30 B (AHSKQ2019D059); % #i4 P N ot T BTN
™R A S A IR S BB IT 5T o HR S 4347 B
7 5 BB TR T :
BT B0 5E E 550 H (SK2018A0192) U B Noton il Stark $11 T e BE IR Sk

WEEE: #%E W, E-mail: fumingxu@126.com; X i
B9, B-mail daisyny @126.com {9 A T (Noton & Stark, 1971). SR
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Je A IRSHBUEITAC Y . —FhBIFST D SR TR YT T 1455

AR SIS — 1> B PN BB Ak A DA RITASE TR BR 2 1) AR 30
SR, LLA BT T s AT, e 2 kg
JCRPRFERR A o HR B0 38 B S B 58 300 38 A K
i w8 Ab BT . Noton Al Stark K 5 4k 5% %
P T 45 BT 5 (string) . HER LAY (probabilistic
models)F1 JLi[ [i1] #& (geometrical vectors)%F— 2 5]
FE IR S G Ay M ik, e Markov (19711
LR 0] RAE R AK I (Markov chains), Noton £/l Stark
(197 1) 1Y 45 £ 2 8 J7 ¥ (Levenshtein [ B ) LA
K Ponsoda, Scott 1 Findlay (1995)f {02 IR k)7
] A L] ) S . R A IR S LT S A
B, R Bl 3 DT D % (Scanmatch) f2 M — [7] B} 2%
JEAYE TG FR 1Y B 23 0 B RN AR 2 e B] Y 5 ik

iZ 71 M Cristino, Mathot, Theeuwes Fll Gilchrist
Q010)#&H, BR—FETAYFEEAPH T HE
DNA J¥51 %) Needleman Wunsch (NLW)®&. 5, i
Aok, BN AMIFIT A 22 R IR Bl BT U Bt ks
F B PSR S A A R R 5T, 383 T HR shl
VT e 2 (4 RS M F G ZCHE (Zhou et al., 2016;
Madsen, Larson, Loschky, & Rebello, 2012), {H &
T, B AMIFSE & X% 072 B 5T A AT
SRIE D, [ Py He SR S W 5T P AR R B 22T
PR RS T 2¢ T IR 3l VT e 1k i IF 55 R o

TR AR B Tz A8 R 0 SR T e R E N
FXZ BT E AR L RSN E R DR
XA T . BT, A SCRAE T A B 1 LAl
b, XTIR BB DT ECVE AT R AN R A 2H, WP AE
TR SR SR T (4 B 5 R AT A T A RNT A, JF
Yo A SR (BT 5 J7 1m) AR S BRI R A 7 e 2

2 ERBHFTEILECE

AR 20 %176 DT IE 152 Crristino 258 A (2010)7E 44
£f ey Y BRI B4R Y, F B AR
HYFAL IR | 48R X R 43 Fn i . T2 iR 3 030
FFER L THEAR AT 23 a2 Bk X A R 3 B
B AR AL BEAT LR, DAAEAMEAS 43 1 R/ ke Al
A TR Y R [

b, ORI AR, IR 3%k L i
S — IR X 2 5 H 1 A IR S R AT Ak
B, B D4R X (Region of Interest, ROI)ZAMFITEFL
BFIE] /N 50 ms B HR Bh 2R HE 2 B (Nuthmann & Kliegl,
2009).

W0, MBI RS . T REAS IR

ST RS, T AR AT SY B AR L skl
4y H—FRIIANEREMN ROI, K41~ ROI #RIKH —
AME—PFRF, % EF] ROL R T RE ST 26
ANCEXCTFRER IR AL, 7E AR B DT FE ik b i
B F A b, BING B+ KRS S (i 1
i aA. aB. aC. aD) (Cristino et al., 2010),

aA aB aC aD
50 ms 100 ms 50 ms 100 ms

A: ’ 3000 JT H 70% H 5000 J© H 30%

P TR PRSRAT 55 PR IR S . ROT A4 [i]
T #7k 07 RIS LR J5 1, JrHEARER RO, ZEAliE:
PS4 50 ms

S =, W RRIR SR 45 5 A T e ROI
B B VE MR S B [ A B A AR ER ep, ISR A TR
RS B 13 B S A B (R FH 50 ms), 3%
BE PR YR TR U R SR I 8] 5 B A T LA [ A L 48 o A
iz ROL MR A FAFE AT, R4 IR
Pk T OG5 HE 570 T B T FIR 3 2003 1) 2 45 R 37
W 1 H IR S T LA4AS 4 : aAaBaBaCaDaD,

S0, ITHEAERIPERS 4 Cristino % A(2010)
Rz AT AU E B %9 Needleman
Wunsch (NLW)% 75 R 115579 1~ TR 2l #0030 (] 9 3%
KAEMERSr . BRAFERE - DBEMIERE, h
TR B ) B — X ST B SR B B 2), N T
WA 35S ] RE XS 5%, ARAT P F 51 (] 19 fx
KABWERR 5y, IR E W AR ET I EEALE
AT B (gaps, W77 Z M%), FE0T DLk
TTF4F 5 BB Z [ R 55, A B4 X 55 43 4t pk
STl B AT o PR B ] i A A4S 43 B
AP R BT ARat, SEB iR 54
BN S P IR S0 (8] i AR A G, 55
PR ER G, KEBK, BXFa50E . 5
wm, EFR—-SHENELT, 5% 20 M7/
P58 2 AH R A IR sh 8L 2ot 55 2 Bon s T 1
W5 ARS8 4 A R AR 06T ST 55
SPA, RS B, REREBL T B P A IR B 80T A
St AR, IS E AR St N A R
FE ik, AT 54 B A BE X AR M 43 R 5% T
Cristino 55 A (2010)4& AR 2 FOFREIL 25X
PRI 5=

XTI
BB BN S5 < B K T4 R I AT
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A Ao (R o A 22 5, IS BRI 1] 1Y
F AR RIERS 23 1 r, ARUPERF MBI 1, HRZ)
B AR

aA 10 -1 -5

aB -1 10 -1

aC -5 -1 10

B 2 B RE 246 (7R R F Cristino et al., 2010)

2 W Y A T 5 ROR () B A R A
FR YR IR S0 2L & ROT Z2 8] 1Y 56 R HEA7 15 B Y
BEEZH . ROI ZH YRR, XF 555040k
BB, [A]— ROI Z AR X) 55 7> Bihe i . ROI 2
) F4) 5C 2R AT DR T 25 B o S, AT DA T g
e pg, XSRS N B AR TR 5
— TR E N SEOR N BAET 2 5. SR R
FETT v & R EGH L AR 2 R AR, B — 2
RLEE B PR A1 IR Sl 2= Bk 153 A g e AR UM i
(i) B 72837 A 2 3 IR 25 3 SO ABL I AR 43 14 i
AFARLEEAR /N B WA R Bl 50 2 iR B
HIFR I . ZEIE 3 T2 T IR AR B PR AN 44K
B DA I s L, W3 AR 4R FLAR 9T H A X X
e SHCHEAT PR B . AR, X554 HIORT T it
TR HOR B W 302 S SR S Bl A AR
O 1 45 % K /N FE 76 % 3 (Eraslan, Yesilada, &
Harper, 2015), {H7E[F—S 50 B 44T, R34
00 (8] B FEALL PR A5 23 AR X RN R AR E Y, B AT
o

Cristino 45 A% 17 1& T Matlab K1 5
P —— R 3 # 3% UC B T B %5 (Scanmatch
toolbox), I X HR Bl #3214 AH L4 45 43 15 47 Pkt
VCHL 53T, WFFEE Al 1T https://seis.bristol.ac.uk/
~psidg/ScanMatch/ 3 T 2 {di F(H Cristino %5 A
k),

[ BRfEs=0
aA aB aA aB
] |
aA aC aA aC
AT AEAFBR  mpes—

EGNEIS
A IR

AT B
AR

3 ERBHHTE LA A IR R GUB A M

HIR 20 %90 328 B DA Ay 2 F A4 P A P A R A8 3 o
Wz, D—FE BT AR L U8, =
B A i X R B A ) T R A 2 285 fg R B
i 72 (Gbadamosi & Zangemeister, 2001; Noton &
Stark, 1971; Underwood, Humphrey, & Foulsham,
2008) XAl A BT AT Ak E TAAITER
JH AR [ 3 W 3247 2 S ol 11 IR 0y 2900308 2 A %o i 114,
TR FHA [) 3 W R A7 DR SR e 23 7 A 2 S B K A TR
BNBLIE . X PSR AT 55 1R HR 20 B0 AR A 43 0 1
SEMILEAL, AT DL 78 P S e vh i s f) ke 5R 2R
WHAY, DL RS AR DGR R 2R
31 REFMEXEBRWHAR

AT Ry R SRl ko IR 2 5 1) A G B — AT
HAL, FEWRWAMIERAEZ S —RFET
ToRR B B Prdn A AL, a0 b 2 4 {5 # 8 (Pascal,
1660) & UL T ¥ 18 (prospect theory) (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979)8 F M HERPr 411 (probability
discounting)FRifs, RN AATHE Mok 3 i & 2 F 3k 10
B L MR AW, U I e AR A8 A R 2 SR A
JEHATEE A IF LA KU, 48 I B e L 45
Ho TIRETA RAEEM AR, kO
J AR H (priority heuristic) (Brandstitter, Gigerenzer,
& Hertwig, 2006)F15F 4 | # % (equate-to-
differentiate model) (Li, 2004)%, R AA17E ks
IR TRy . ARAMEPE SRS, A FUAR
T 5 Sl A BE R AT A, IR, T
it peix — BIS G, AR, WESEE TR B R
R MR 2l 003208 DC TC 12 0 56 Tk R SR A AH OC BRI 5
A, Zhou (2014)x 7% H -5 0 2 %05 VT i v 25U
A B 12 0 B XA e SR e A v i ) SR e (R A
PESEEAMETE) AT THFFE, A iz se gk HT R A
RMRFHHA, MR bR R R HOR (5 RS 3 2 1Y
frE, HARAR B R 35 ) R 4R B 3 1 3 A2 )7
G, 2 5 FPER BT HTAMEE P R EE A 5

FEIPER S 10+0+0=10 Bt
FBIMAAR A 10+(-1)=9

ARBIERR 53 10+(-2)+(-2)=6
AR 10+(—1)=9 B

3 [E]BRAE ST AR I AR 43 T2 B (FOBHYC A Cristino et al., 2010)
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W AE BRI A E UL R, REM, 5
A Mz SR WA B, B R R SR s i =
PSR R P A 5 90K B SR A 7 5 B
AR o IZ AR AT B AR AN IR Bh A, 5
SR TR 3 50 UG e vk AR R AR A B B, X
h R By 3k DU I 72 FH T P o B RO A o B 40t T AR
S

B, WF9E & T 45 AR Sl I D e i3k 1F 3K 67
AR e s, BUS T — R 50 (E
FIRLIR . Zhou %5 A (2016) 5 YR {5 FH IR 3h 5 D i
R AR B R A A R B 5 R T SR I R R R
W o WA ST T S SRR, ARy
FLLR A A SLI0 A5 1, FEER A M0 455 HL B B SR AT:
% . S5 DCC 5 AR e 3R AT 55 s R £ N
RS PSR AT 55, L SRR MR R AT 55 . 45
TRAE S5 IR TR 3R AT: 55 0 45 SR B — i ] I e
AT S5 o R JTIHR BB DT i ik % 45 S 56 v (14 2
PR IG5 14 ) 1 R Bl e A LR AT A e AT 5, R
1 FE A % A PN 5 4% 2 TR A AR R A5 40 /N ofe 1 1
PR S5 PF T B B 0 5 ), AT 98 i DR e 5
TR PR SRS . LT IR B R, YR
By e 3 1 5 R ADE TS sl 32 Sy U R A, 2R 4%
PRI RIS AR TR A AR 0 e B 22 5, B4
JRURS: P 3 R 22 485 5 2 9y S s e, XU DR o
FET I AME AR G, Rz, WL T A R AR
MW o BT 55 gl SR 22 = XU D S AT

55 CL IR S 2 T AME R SR s (9 (5K FHLBH, - {38,

ARG, JEEE, 254F, 2014; Sun et al, 2014), WIS
BERBI, = AT b 2N R R MR o 2
F T AR A METS 43 o X R W& L I v R
LA NS 5 A A MR S BB AR 22 5, A
T UE B 7 PR 25 T R SR A A R 2 AN (] 19
SCRE T AU P S8 (285 2R B — o ) ad AR R I T
HERZRY . AEAMERMG . ILAN, BEREE LR = A
B v 2% A5 PE T 04 i B (5 M A BT A 3K U ] )
-5 FR R A5 2 di e 9 K UO) BY HR S B AT T
WL, e BUAN [ 2 1R T i B iy MR gl Bl A =X
WAFER R 2E S, HE— LBk T Bk i 0F 5T 45
Wo X OA XTSI AHCHT 5T 45 AR
—3(Su et al., 2013; Sun et al.,, 2014; Mathot,
Cristino, Gilchrist, & Theeuwes, 2012), FH LA L,
IR 2y 281 328 DG 5 12 X8 T F 58 R SR 1) R G BRI A A
AIHE HA R

JE7E % N (2018) 7 Ho B J5 W BF 5% Hh iiE — 45 il
JFH R 202800525 D e 32 %o JXURS: Bk 55 A0 25 300 e 55 114 1A
R TR, SR AB, LitRGEEHE
TR/ 2 BRI, AU PR SR AR 25 40 ke A 55 T ) IR
Sl A AR 23 B0 B 2K TR 55 N I R Bl
FRIETS 2o SRR A i — 2 B R B, KU
SR TR R 22 W S T 4 BE AR ;T A B e R
IR & BB o O A 0 35 T 4 B R 0 A HR B
IERR . LA UL, JRURS pe S e SR O
T AT RE T AN 6] 19 D SR SR, DO 5 7 5 W e 3R
SR SR I BE NS 2% . X —BIF ST BT I R R
Bl VG e vk Sk XU 2 55 R 125 e 3 22 [l A G ik
TR LB AR AL TR TE I, T LA R T B ] e S
W —MIHEER,

2 b, MR Sl D i 2 78 P SR AH G B8 1 B
FEHEA RIS M. KRBT A T LR
AR Sh L0 DG e vk X 25 DO . ORISR . Sk
RPN A B AT R, IFatk—2 %
RUBS: P S b i e 2L 55 200 A AR M S i
TTANBIEIE o BN, 738 SR g8 kT =,
AT LB SR A 0 A7 SO AR Y 38 1 AT
55 . WA & R BE AT S A RIS, R
FHHR 30 030 DG e i 315 3 LR P A B 14T 55 5 H
P R 3 AT 55 TR0 1 HIR sl 203 A UM A T 25 5 R
SNPUEAPER S B, R DR A A R AR
IZ A0 B4 55 P BT oR F I D SR SR . A, 5 —A
0 UE P SR HRIE 11 Ty R, ik R Bl Bk e
BT AT & b i SRk, 38 o O S
S AR Y IR Zh AR, ke S 1 i >R P 17 D 3R
W N, (SRR & U R EPOR R AR, TR
B /NG R R £, 8 K A R
AR S AR X 5 5 S & 25X — 4 s 2R AT
A, AT AU A B R R TR
32 RERMEXAFMEZRNME

H Cristino % A (2010)4#2 H HR 3 P it ik 2
Ja, Ja Ak T 5T L IR A IR 3l 5 DG i )
IR N R AT TIRR MG Zhou (2014)
68 FFTHR S0 9003208 DG P A T B R 1 B e ) 1)
it e e FR AR o A o e 4 A e B B
] h 6s,. 12s, 18s, 24s. 30s 136 s A<FIEET
XA BRI HLZ TR, L) 36 s fE NI %
T, 255 R PRI B e, HR sh 803 i e 5
AR B WHATE 12 s Fl 6 s I 461 T B9 iR 3
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T 25 S d R o X 2% B 24 T I AR 6 A P R[] R
PR e Rk, UETHE T HCWIER
PRI o 5L, Dewhurst 5 A (2012)tH A BL T
55 MEBEXT e S SRS AR S 1 52, AT A 30
Wil 75 55 S (R 38, AR S0 AR LR AS 08 i
REAI, 72 2 28 St i DR R s AR Sl o B
TAHMERY SR R R, IR 3% DE e vk gk T
BEAS R AL H R X7 P S 52 . Khedher,
Jraidi F1 Frasson (2018)2k FHHR 2%k VT lig vk %) B=
2 SIS W SR AT TS, ] S
T WHd S E M IE R R R, bS5 RS
B 4t 0 5 72 v B R Sh 3l AT L. A R A,
2EA AR T BGR, AH RIS R, R BE RS A
WIER Wi SR o AN, R WFFEIA kBt A%
P ROT Y2 EE R K, FAETTH R IR
BT AR US43 B R % i ROT A B YR E LA [ o

B, Krol Fll Krol (2019) 76— 4 @l % i
BRAT S, BRRPEHLE A T 5 IR 3 a0 G Bl vk 28
RLE) A5 £ g e 1k o P T4 e A SR SR Y Tl 2
AT B B R e SR s ) IR 3T 5 I A o
B A IR Bl 0 1A T AR UM e 8, IF 1) B il s A
IR, 4550 & IE I S 2 >, sk 3 2
o T IERPR IR ST, MR T IE 84 /Y
W, A, ZPE A R RER R T
IR S h T A5 B, KRB R ] . 7T LA
e, A0S ) e ok 2 I R FH IR 3l A DG I 7 1
B AL EAR 4y, B R A I B R i i
B AR S, 7T DL o 58 35 50 i S8 4 . T
e 1E B DR ) T R s AR R TR, AR MO OE
PR A A AR R SR T, A A TR
O IERR . Ao, XA ETREV R E
T 56 R 8% AR AT 1 5 o SR A AR TR 1 R B B
e B, X R AR R A T
— S ELA [ AP IR AR R AR P AL SR, T RIS
F TR B Z R0 A3 B i AR R Pt e sk . |
SRy 3k e P 5 T BE VG 1) 1E B TR SR 45 SR 1 ) A B
o T8k, XL RETE G AT — 463 F, A fth
THRHE 7B IEM PR A B . XS TR KA
TETF W] BB I AN T B AT AL I 0 R Ok 4 5

S22, IR B VT L Ik 7 P ok Gt )Yz s
FH e A BIF 55 25 X0 e 3R < L8R, HO AL i LUK,
DO R VAN 2 S O [VAN N 7 S - ON |- 1  S VR
R M PR 3R 3 R 9 DA AL ) LA 8 v B o T 3 o

(EAFE AR, MRS DT ek 25 P R 3l
B 2 1] AR AR 28, — e K (R — D 2 A
AR )l P . DR, TR DRI Y R R DR R BE S
AR AFAE IR, R B AT
AR 230, 2 BOBEIE 1, PSR R
(VNI 1SE o O ci o g i R O S R
— IR (U 28 DA ZR P R P 2 ) B D B2
A, TR R AR RS A AR P 2
FUIEAEE28) A HR S LB AR PRS2, LARFEIZ
ENIE S DO Sur S IIRNEE A

4 INESRE

25 FRTR, RSN UC AL RE A RS . A AL
b 7 AATITE 52 At SR 5 A v i) T e AR AR
B, X 58 3 P SR 1 BV A5E 50 K G5 il R 3R A 468
FERA EEE S, X AT RETS 45 TR Sh Bk I e vk
BA LN =AM R,

T, HR 35 VT o vk dm R W DL 37T R H
DAV AT 55 DR A S AL 00, i i B
WL AT 55 rh BOAL IR B IR B, At mT D)2
P TR PR B . AR S 25 4 £
ST R BEAS T LR | DDA 4 I b T A SR
AR R L DRSRE I R A DR SRS L Bk B
TSR I AR Y G A B, X THB AR S [ D SRR
BEHPAM B EAEER L, e AXTIIRES
RO TE T, B 2 R R 8 i IR 2 il
/DX B R g IR S B AT 3BT A SIS
2 il Z AR sh B0l B (R ER 58 5%, 2012; Sperati,
2003) FIHR S B30 A b (Wi B, KB, 2014) 977
R A AR R R A A A, (E M R Y IR B
IR A — A3 A AT LA e B i A AR e SR A
AR, SEAAR TRAE, W AR

YR, MR Bl %903 U J5c 0k 78 DA 5 4 T LT 51
FIARLL LR 25 ST RO BB i RS A 0], T
A2 i A IR S0 S0 A D7 A 20 T ROI Y H
UCTERLI ), 52 1, A7 B AL ) 5 05 S
T B VR BE FNME 5y 72 B 1 35 119 2C & (Velichkovsky
et al., 2002; Follet, Meur, & Baccino, 2011), Ju H:
SR A X AT IR N T 0 TR R A i GO A
A P, S E AR SR R TR R
RE AR, A 25 R A S I 1) Y R 2l Bk e e
Bl oA Al o AW IR Sl I3 D e 72 4 R At 1
AT T LB SR, 25 & IR TR sl i3k DE it
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S AT 5 G BB TR R R T A9 0 A0SR 1k TR B B ke
(representative scanpath) (5 H AL 2 18] /) B
BN Z B FENE R 0.74, E— R 5
At A8 B L AR R AR Sl 5 AN A AR R AR IR B8
W HEAT £ 4k %€ #1 (multi-dimensional scaling, MDS)
GIHT IR, HR BB UT e vk A5 04 B AL AR AR
A MR B B3 ) ) AR BLRE B, X SR TR Bl s
D JC 3 Lo 5 A HF i 2 0k LA B O NG A
(Takeuchi & Matsuda, 2012),

w&Ja, RIPm ik m o — MLz,
VR SR 2 IR IR 5T 75 ZEXT ROL 56 TIAJ0 . Rl
155 AT A 4E B2 AT ARV 2328, 48 i i 8
BEFEh ROT Z IR XF 577380, 30 T DR SR 40l
MR FER R B, R, FESRIRAT 45 H ROT Z [H]
(138 B8 OC R AR T 23 (R 4R B2, TEA AT R
TlEvkders, . MrEEtk. BREtk . WiolE
PE%, X4E ROI Al REAEZS I B B AR, 3
M T SRR TR —Jm e, 701 B R B M 2 5
X T4 43 T LR B TR . A, A R
AR5, WFSEE AT LUK 25 ) BE i 0 1 F] — 4%
TEJTZE 1 ROI Z [H] i X6 5% 20 B0 B0 35 v 19 43
Bn 5 43, AT Dok Es ) B B E s g T[]
— R R SN ) A ROT [a] (% 55 7 Bk Al R 1%
BR S G, M BT, AR TR )&
PER ROT [ (9 X8 57 73 B B =5 4o

AR, MRS DT B R I R A R A
A BN B W98 T B o (H H R TE D 3 45Ul
HR Sh R VE O BBFTEAT AR B, ARRAYBIESE & I
HE— LA 82T B IR B R, SRR T
PR, ELUT JUAS D7 T R SR A AT

%, OA X TRE AR BIA B AR
PR 45 G 2 A ] %) T (Johnson et al., 2008),
(B PSR G AR M R A TR BRI 22 5%, HL 2
HOPJE . IEAN ESCRTIR, BUIHIS (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979)BE 5 1R & i 4015 AU He 5K 1) 45
ok & — A A % I 6 ) 28 (Glockner &
Herbold, 2011; Suter et al., 2016). #Xili, {24% XK
R B 38 DG IE ¥ HE A 191 2 WF S AR R W], st
FEIF AR TN I8 BT B B AT AR i 3
(Zhou et al., 2016; Zhou, Zhang, Li, & Liang,
2018), B 1 XU R4k, TERS PSR | ORI |
25 P 3 A5 U Y LB AL th L AE T T 2 F i,
TER A WEFE T AT SR TC R i — B 451 1Y)

B, RSB DT v 7] g2 i — 25 fiff e i
PSR WM E T k. ARRAPFF AT HE— 22 5
AR By 29003208 VG I 25 A 45 R SR B AR 18 o 1) 36 F
WEFE, DA 0T 0 58 35 1 D SR R AT

B, R R —E 42 IA AT R (Rogers,
2011), BB TS HHTI6e, AT, .
AR R Al UL R AT ISR .
B, s it 8 o i A o] — A~ 4 ] T g 32 30 5%
HI R il 228k, BABEZTRE
PP RS . AFRHESE | AMRRR BTSE R R X
ARG T A e, B R TR R KT B
W1 AR U A S Of A R 3 S AT B X PO
AY32 IR (Trope & Liberman, 2010; Isen & Patrick,
1983), A, KEEFIE KL G = e B A 1Y
R, WA TG E MIA B 2R 2 0 R R A
AR B X PSR ok AR PR AR R BT . RN KR A
g X7 217 D0 B 82 i (Gleichgerrcht et al., 2010),
7R HOAE bl . AN, JeRAE S A
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Scanmatch: A new method for studying decision-making process
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Abstract: Scanmatch is an emerging method of eye movement data analysis in recent years. The method
includes four steps: preprocessing of gaze data, division and encoding of interest regions, formation of eye
track strings, and calculation of similarity scores. Researchers have used scanmatch to study the decision
process theory and related influencing factors, and verified the feasibility and accuracy of scanmatch in the
decision research field. Future research should use scanmatch to conduct in-depth research on various
decision-making theories and influencing factors to reveal the essence of decision-making process and
construct a more complete decision theory model.

Key words: eye movement; scanmatch; decision process





