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X FEHER T RTIBENBAFNHLFIER S
BRZNIEE

RZ£? WERS

i

SRR EHk !

(" KBR300 B S AT ARG BE, K 300387)
CTlRAR LRI AR B S AL, 7 510507) CAERIINITE K D BEEBE, M 510631)
(4 B Pl K P 5 A A 2 Bt AR R RSB0 32 s, M 510632)

B E RHIRIBAEEEOR IR S O F RSO B L], #RON TR B B OE R B
SCEFEE . JoH), i 3 DSBS A Bh) . BB, 48R, PolE R RE &
PET T =2 B A R S AR 5 TP AP F AR L 22 S AR B3, B, 1E A RSO e 440, #alre Ay
SR e B B S O MR SR AR5 O P 2R PR AR e 28 5 3, T ] B Pl 1 P 22 S N 35 A 2RSR Y, 1 SURIEA
SERMEICIE R AN HE I G BE N 3R, IR A P 52 20 B 52 5 XEE (13, T B B3 o X ) = SR B
SRR AR SO G B, AW RS 1T ST R

REEIR  JOR IR, TR, PR, B, RS

SES Bs42

=

Ie] 152 2 AT TR ORI Y e W id e 2 —(H
F, FEIEA, 2017), eGSR, AL 2
AN AL B B AR A PP S S 2R, XA S
FLAGE R L MR T RN RN T H 35 B P 4
TRATRDS T 508 Qn a2 vl 5] 352 b i A 80 C— &
T F O ER Y35 BT (Hyond & Ekholm, 2016;
Martin et al., 1988; Meng et al., 2020; Oswald et al.,
2000; Vasilev et al., 2018; Venetjoki et al., 2006;
Vasilev, Liversedge, et al., 2019; Vasilev, Parmentier,
et al., 2019; Yan et al., 2017), HHA EEHILIE
X, BAMIFRAIR, FIEEE A TS IELEH#TT
PN HNE S P A T, XV IRRBFRZ W TR F i
SN (Irrelevant Speech Effect) (Hyond & Ekholm,
2016; fiSr 88 4%, 2015; @Bk, =EF], 2018). KT
TCRF BB A AL, AFFEE A ] £ 5 42

5 H 3: 2020-09-14

AR NS, & T PRGNS SCT R U2
Horp 2R AL

% TP i (Phonological-Interference
Hypothesis) (Salamé & Baddeley, 1982, 1989)IAh TG
KH TER e A TS TR RN E SR, X
— B A 2 3 T Baddeley 1 Hitch (1974, 1994)
1) TAFEICACHE RS, A AL b i i 7 [ — > A 2
R, 11 5T LA & S SR AE R 5 B A2, ©
A] 53R R 8 A 2 R 3 i B A e B A0
E P NG ESE ) NN R ERS O Bieey. o=
TR R T A 2 A BE HE AR i R
B, MEEE R LA S AR S AR E, S
VAR B RN 58 5 1815 S 09 T g B 7 TR A it
B R AEIRVERE, BE4 7 A JC G F B 80U (Salamé
& Baddeley, 1982), Salamé Fl Baddeley (1982, 1987,
1989) ) RN LB MF 7 45 R R W, X T4 o 52 LAY
B, BA T FRAE I JCOC TR & 240 Bl
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L

53 %

FIICAL, TS AN 25 o [RIR IR 5% 35 3 2 3 fefi
T B AN T RE R 15 S, skt a2 3T
Pi(Salamé & Baddeley, 1987), N iffF5E& A NIX
TS S ASEATES M, ATl &
PRI E i Sk . A X AR SOk A TIgi2 At
%, Salamé il Baddeley (1989)IA 1M J & 2% (1IN
AUE S5 h ] LUZ BRI T, Heanp sz, DAfE
I 52 T JC B R JE 6 F i (n, W AN iy oh
W R AT L A RETE AR Dy Ak SR B4R
FH(Hyéni & Ekholm, 2016; Oswald et al., 2000), [A
h B R TR H T BT R AR E N RE AT
SCi A, X S A AR RS, AT LA e T
e 17 A A o

i X HefBisi(Semantic-Interference Hypothesis)
(Martin et al., 1988)IA\ N JCIKEFH WA I~ AR AN 2
R Ry oo e, e T 5 A9 SUR % . Martin
25 N (1988)7E [l LM AT: 55 h IR R GL ML A 9 1 1
TR UL, AT A Bl SCOM B B A B SO L
MR O iR U B AT = SO R TR T TH]
R, BEALIRIVC Y 1% 220 2 it e AR 1) 1Y 14 220 3 T B
B TRy SR, XSS R ICE A S
PR R TR, AT Martin 26 A (1988)IN Ry, [
FLHAN A T RO BILAE 55, ©f B SO &
X, TR i SR PERE T4 IE7E M 32 Y SCAR T
SCRAER ST, PRI B TE G 35 TR A3V I 2 5 T Y
WOSCRMIE, TR SRR, 516 TR
RIS LA 1 F2 T3 B (Interference by Process)
(Marsh et al., 2008, 2009), Z{EULIN AT 58 Z 00
DL AR TR, 2P 5 i P S IETE AT
() SCAS 58] 1A 6 AR R N T R, 595 55 & i
TR 5 R AR S W Tl B & A vhgs i), Tk
At 2. BT PR BT S S Martin
S5 N (1988) 4t iy i SCTH AR BEAR ], P27 1) DX 1l
JEH /DN, ARMEMNZE XT3 HEATIX Jr(Marsh et al.,
2008, 2009), KTAFFEE AR AT DL i FE PR
WA FE LA FIS R R i (Vasilev, Liversedge,
etal., 2019). FITE L A/E &M A B X Ik
BV SEEAA, KRR BT o S A B A
BXICXFiEa T ny e 2 % (Armstrong et
al., 1991; Baker & Madell, 1965; Martin et al., 1988;
Venetjoki et al., 2006), 1 5 Ak 20 4 B s 6] 152 52 56
WA A = SR 5o a] LARS MR 52 A AL I 1]
AL HE R ZE R 8148 B (Cauchard et al., 2012; Hyéni
& Ekholm, 2016; Vasilev, Liversedge, et al., 2019; Yan

et al., 2017), X 595000 EMERZ E—800, 5
T TR T SO 25 AT e Al R SCTE A LR S
M5 84 51k B 430 FT R (Haka et al., 2009;
Haapakangas et al., 2011),

(AR RIS, th TR R w2 2 T A i
ICIZAT S, BAR HEIS R B —E A B
P, AEERZ IR B T R Bl s vh i TG 1
BN AT T RS, DRR JEOC & o i T8 R SRR
3% e S T 7 AR 1 R T R B AN (] T I R A2 AT 5%
loe) 152 B Ao AEL G R RS AT S50 5, S S SO
T, FHEE SO ENAE R R ¥ £ R EH
(Marsh et al., 2014), [fiiE X TR AR ULE SR W] LI 4r
Hhfi B T TGO TR R R e R s e, (ER BRI
FAXF LS, T 05T 18 Q] 520 1E 78 [ 52 Y ¢
A SRS, PR IR i [FEE, 3
B TR ULANE T PR ULEE 1 291, #1710 R )
Sz HBRAE T S S e B S Y B A A R (i, [
T I [F) R ) 5 B A A A 30, DRERE FE 43 B ke Y I R
S DR 2 ) LA T B, R T G 0 o i X D 32 7
AR T, AR ST PR AR BT A T A it
HRAEFIRVERY, ASBEHE 2 T 50w Qfe] 5 el 152 25 1) 1)
BT

AR 236 25 4% AR BB 18 52 B i SR i 1 ) s 2ot AR,
AT DL SR UR 43T ] 152 3k R AL T A R 1 7 5 R R
8 Fr(Rayner, 2009; EEF] 4, 2013), fFELRKFIH
BN FE R IR BhiB BR R, AR FEM IR
TR S () 2 AR L B S TR e, R TGO
RN P BEVS BRAR . AEHT AT ARG R, A
5T 15 31 6 26 5 18 2 52 Wl T R FR A,
U YR EALET ] (Yan et al., 2017)  EEFLAT [E] (Cauchard
et al., 2012), {HALAG 5T E 1S 21T O F 1 X1
TR IR A (8] B85 52 i (Vasilev, Liversedge, et
al., 2019), i % [A1R0 B AR N 0] (o] 57 48 45, 2015)
{3} ] (Hyond & Ekholm, 2016)% 4] 10 T 3
febRr=E TR, FRIL, JCOCT T R e 2 Y W —
B, &5 0 Bk 2 e B B, BFSE 45 SRR AR A
—E, XFREEH TAFREAEL. (15 . MR
MEFEAN R T 8, PR 6B ] — R A 55 15 55
[F]—HEB XA R, B ER R A T C F 16 1E
le] 132 A v A S

PO EZE, o TR RORE TR
() 4 WS AE T 7™ AR TG 06 55 TR A5UNE I G B TR 3R 2
fta, BEENES RIS M YT
X — ] A A Y B TR ST, T L R A
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R SC e A A 3 — 2P IR AR . DU R 3L
FETPRAFER RS RS, HEH o mssi iy
KREPESCFHBARE, P& CFE T RECF,
FEAETE — & X LRI, 18 6 1l s v B 40
HEMEM, MMUEETFRELT, FIEHREE
FR TP SCF, B BA B W 0T — & % i #
T AR DU TSGR A T /R A BR G2, 2004).
TE PR B SCF T Y T8 OG5 18 8800 7E DU Bl 352
S ERENAELE, T SO E T A SIS AR > . AR
HHFGEE (Sr g 45, 2015)% FHHR 2hic st AR 15 2
TCRKF 1B X SCR B B e 23 7 A 5, (ER AT O
BT AR i SRy 5 18 B B4 76 T8 6 55 1AL
N R R AP o AR ED L SR R, 535
RS P55 G 56 T TEAIONE (R A N AL

BEAR, A R 5845 3 6 5 T8 6 B Y R
Wi A .2, 40 Boyle 1 Coltheart (1996)1) 52 5 iF
FEAT BT S5 8 A XA T B S A I A 2R R R S
"= %0, Hyond Fl Ekholm (2016)f95256 1 W53 J¢
KT TR ) ] 132 0 BR Bl 6 A O R 7 AR B e i T
PeAEH, HErE T s TR B AR RE XS IR T AR
TEERER S5 T T0 o655 18 A4 X6 I 32 7= A 5 i 2
PR 3K — ] Jh w] LN 55 — B R R e i
BN BN IAILT . DAAERSE R, el i i Rk () o
AT LA BE 32 7= A — 22 52 . Rayner 46 A (2012)1A
X TR I R 2 S R LT
Ak, X R A BRI AR . BT iE Y
FE DA, 38 AR R TR A i T T RE S A
XA b . ANTRITE SRR, BRI, 24 SCAHERE K |
I5e] T2 JHL A A7 PR X IsF, R 23 4 ) o L (4] 4 T A
TR ZE R A | s R . SOR S
B OA LR R Rl )R A AT, XY [ 52
RS KR IRAK . 12 A4 N (2008) & BRI 13244
HRR A E 2 2 5 e [5e) 132 1 00 T B2, D) 52 T SRR 1Y
HUBE ) B AR T B e R E AR, A ATTIA R X R
TAEMED) MR RO RO R TR, M LA S
MAORNIT T, B SEE AR I B R IR T 3 24 Bl 26 1
LR, /43 B 45 T LRI S 2 a), DRI S5 30 o
(A S E ST R4 /S, ASE) BEER /N AN, —I0
WFFE Y 53 AR e A5 i B 45 R R, AT 45 M
BERSEMICALAT S5 Th R F RN R R,
55 X FE 19 A8 Ak AT DA AR A0 T 38 B s A v W i K
XA SRR )5 e (e U, R4, 2018), &R AER
AT S A e R RE R S, B RTiE AR, A
I, AT AR AN [RDME B 0 ) AT 55, BT e G H R

Xof ] 352 7 A B 52

FTF LB, AR RS IR 38 B2 50 5
RV = AT 1 1 )

— 2 1 PN [R] 2 B 1Y I 5% T TR R A R
it B PR T B E, BRGEAR I T OR  T TP A T TR
FITE SCJm PEAE p SCIR B = LR RV . BARBIE ST
WA

Ui SCJE P M 5 R R AR AN R TGO TR Ak
B AR R, e 8 SR & 2 ) 2 IR S A6 bR
HIHE R AR, A5 ET RS
PRV Z A 3, IR AT S ™
AR TR R, WICE SOEH AR 2
IR ZhHE bR 5 IO SR AR L 22 5 AN B3, AR SGE
FAF SR A 22 5 2, A ROSGRE &S
TR SGEH AL B B2, AR RAHE R
PRI AR TG F R AON R IR 2R, T 3 G 5 2 1F
A EZR SR bR S TR R P E R B, AEX
AR ST A T 25 53 B3, A OGRS
FN ST SR & R 22 A B3 ARiE X
o PR TR PR R TGO AR AR Y N R, )
TC T SCHET 2R EEER SR R 5 O A E A L 22
SR, AR SGEE RIS TR A T 2E 5 3,
AR SCR S A5 IESOR S A ZE R B R .

TR IR TG T TR R B 132 A A ) 0 T B BE Y
SN RV 0 SR B i R P IR S O, A5 A R
SFEAR, RITTC I T B 1 9 LA A
W SCB S Y2 o Q1R TE S AN R A 15 TR
PE, R T U i A s TR LB B, U
PR IAE L BTN TR B, AR TC G A
) T2 A R I ok 1 T8 SO, 0252 e G ) ) i SR
B

IR IO R SO AR T A AR
KA AL Pl T SRR A MERE, 2l
TEAN A 508 T AT AN [R)ME B 0 /8 1 Bl 132 A 17 0 o
U SR B B R BRI, TGO T TR X R AN R A T
P, IS LRALTEA [F) ¥ 58 2605 T 1 32 A IR B 15 45
BN SAFAEZE S AR AEXE B R A 52 2 ) ) 1 o,
LRFWHAE T T, AP R F 55 &0
TR SR bR S ATAEZE 5

2 U 1 AR
BEf R

21 WxRBW
A7 B ) PR A 4 o SO T o R R, A



732 L gt} 2 e %5345
B XMTCE LTG5 B A F 5] 32 ) 52 ) Tl H A5 85 Hz, 43PN 1024x768 14, Bk

22 hHik
221 #ik

FERIPTE R 2= 51N, RIS 18~20 %, AR
SN, Ho4d 32 4, B4 19 4, sl
BT IEMLUI IR, YA AT, R i BRI,
SRS S AT AR A — o H
222 SEENgIt

PRI 3 KV(F B OB JC R SR /e 5
OB P BT, PR AR S R 5 F e R ) D) 52 R
SN TR R B AR S A bR, W ALEE S XS H AR A
() R &R 4 T 484 -

223 SRImEHHE

B AT RE: M BCC i kHE . CCL i#HkHE S5 M
VM, [ RS2 A 240 A, A] TR E N 22
ABUFFEEN 17~27 AT, THERIHTE R 20
B2 (RSN IE 3256 ) %A 7 A8 I | 2GR
MEREHEAT VP o SRR 1~7 g0 (1 RIS
ANTE, 7 ACERIEH ), AT AUERAEE A,
TARRAE T AN, MERRA 1~7 HFE (1 AAFRAE
W, 7 AERAREME), EPGEUEIT E 150 KT
5.51 (M =5.94, SD = 0.95), HEEKT 455 (M =
5.03, SD = 0.96). XEFE/NT 2.26 (M = 1.75, SD =
0.70) 1 fii FA/m) 84 /), 6 41) Sk 2 > ), 78 A1) Sl S 5G]

s B SEECR A T PIRNE S A RE, —Fh
BT BB AE A B LE S (Yan et al. 2017), XFp
B SGEE RS A1 sy, & A REAE L,
Iy 28 Bt —Fp PG HEFIEE N OE ES, X
R & A SRR AR AL, (AR T Sk,
MEHE B CORIERTES ) | 8T S AR S VG BE
Kk, O 28 B, WREBCEABETE R 30 B4
SEUS BT R TR RS S B, NS L CE A,
56 BB phkb, 52 BeAE S Scse b kL, 4 Bt b 4k
2R, Cooledit FRAAK 5 535 10 = K /N Dk
— 3, RIFAE 60 73 D1,

R T SE U, 84 A h) 43 i 3 FIEER,
BRI 28 M) (SEE ) 26 4], 2R A) 2 A)),
BRI 3 RS E AR R SOEE . TR SGE
B JCHE)HEATRL T A, (R o 7R A )
T-rp A 2N, RS B AL 57 e — R ofil
ST, BREEAE T SER A BENL L B, S
B I A 58 A AL
224 LIGNEE

SIS R FH Byelink1000, SRFESZ A 1000 Hz,

MRS S ht w2 MR A 76 om, 4] FAHRIIRE
REFERFEAECT S L, BNFEERGE LK
IR 3Ix3TARE, DA IRAGIR ShELIE . 755 J3%
L R EALLL 60 43 D1 A2 A S PR K (Vasilev,
Liversedge, et al., 2019),
225 ZWERF

SEE RO I T IEAE R N AR, 2
W AULATTRT BB T S AR AT 75 2, e R o R v

WRZE/NT 0.3°, WG, fERwAcils i
TR+, BRG] A+l & m) B 132, A
oAb EL(6 Y, WERGE AT A 2 M), AR
JE AR LAY B 5 . B A TR — IR R,
At A A]  DU R — SRS T o A S g0 AR B R
N FL B 2B ), FR SR ST A —A )
MBI 84 ANA]F AT 28 M) JE A i, 7
FEPORHEAT B (I 2B F PR L <A <),
DIORUEHAA FLHEAT ) 1, SEUe K 29RR2E 30 4040 . R
BRI 0 A R vk, TESEIR S G, SRl &
KT S Ol B JLAS T R, e AR & 75 2 2 1L 7Y
PE T8 A 52 5 2ok B oA W B LA S 4,
VL HE B 9k 1K B8 Wi 46 0 BF 2 3 kS 06 2k A H s
HEAET RN E,
23 HRIMW

(MR IE#FAR T 70%89 808 3 A, HAth gk
IERf AR L 83.3%, FRIAGAX AT 1T TIAE
e 13 o (2)%F 2 54l AN LA (] /T 80 ms B KT
1200 ms HYEHE#EAT T MER(Yan et al., 2017), &3k
S 55 B9 JC B |5 BB 1Y 5.68%.. (B)MNIBR 3 445
22 LAAP B B -

SEEGFE bR AT BT AR R H BR 24 X8 KNSk R
K, —FRE U] T B TR R IX Y EEAR AT, —
I LUl dn] Ry X6R I 1 SR # b o AESEE 1,
ARG AR AN BARIX, B o rda b ds
SR 2 8] (total reading time, F8 [ 332 W) 52 SCAR
P BT A A AR B [ Y S AT . P X LR (] (mean
fixation duration, $§ A7 AL B FFLLT ] 1734
). HEMKE (number of fixations, 8§ AWM
A S YR B50) A1 LA YUK B (regression count, M —1™1iH]
A A IR BRI B, Horb, SRR P2
AL (] s e T ) e e A RN T, RO
T S A R BRI T A ey, (R BO e TX)
A F R SGEITRE A A R E ER 4, 2013), RES
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3BT LA 5 v 3R A S H AR AT 23 A (] 57
1% 4%, 2015), FT 53 A7 48 bR A AE B U AL ] (first
fixation duration, ¥§ B YCGHE I 5] 1352 H R 48R X N 1
AR S B LR R ) . BEALRT[H] (gaze duration,
F8 T U LA T G 31 0 R A U T Y i %
X 22 (6] ) R 22 (] ) . B B[] (total fixation
duration, 52485 X PN BT A 400 A5 A% B[] f8) 8 R
[ ¥} 45 ) [B] (regression path reading time, 5 MK
DGR XSS — R 4R, 300 R B %R
DA A DX Ay 1k, X 2 ) A i A 3 PR e AR 2
(] P A ), e, R PR A ] 2 s e 1] V13 A
B G BORAIE A 88 bR, RS A PE L 1A IR
(A W AF) o I AR IR A S SRR, B A
(]t 2 AT 32 9 e e i) Y 3 5 R A B B 1 48 A,
DG I 1 1 O 1 O 1 B B B 1 Y T € S 8 o /W =1
P iR SR 7 )1 9 R < T 1 1 2 st R )|
ANAURT L sz W 3w 38 5 i m Cak A%, iy HL A e S i
JE S SO A SCRE 5 i R (ETEA) 45, 2013)

SEIGE A R G118 4-(R Development Core Team,
2016)F1 Ime4 F2J¥f1(Bates et al., 2011), RJHZME
1RA SN A (linear mixed-effects models, LMM:s;
Baayen et al., 2008)Xf £ AT S 14007 o AR T
LI 2253 HT(ANOVA), KT LMMs 73BT HR %
W HA —E . ERTER ] ANOVA XTHIR 2%k
AT M, 75250 AT W A B (F 1Az 36 ) AT
Hor T (F2 #idw), 7855 bRIR S £l o3 i 72 vh o A7
TE F1 il F2 ke 3o 45 A — 0 1E O, XLk ase & ufE
DIXTSL IR 45 ik T G B R RE, T Z PR IR G AR AE
TR R A R B K B M LR R, 45 44 (maximal random
effects structure), BRI H & X A3 LFEHLEL
i (crossed random effects)[w] i 48 A AR I HE 471155,
S5 R i e Mg —, [FAFdkE e 72 1A Fl
5% F2 Ao A0 T 28R 158 A0 AR 6 Il 25 38 i i [1a)
Jl(Baayen et al., 2008), HIK, Z&MEIR AR IR BE
BRI IR A o A B R i AT SE T, JoRR X
BAE AT G AR LR, HER R RS, 78
AW R, R O EE R, [R5 E L
I H WASBENLE -, ERAREPLA T b, BE%

TREPLEREE, %R T E RO A FEHLARER

HEAT B A BT B, K TC 75 SR R SRR A 1,
EERIPW-S& a8 S Wob S (AN Eh- 88 a3
PF 5 T0 S AT LU, B AN T 8 B A5 A B R
SRS T AL ER AR E | AR OEE &
PERJE R & 2 R 25 R 2, WS iE s Pk
B B A P AR, e SR S
T A L 22 AN 3, A = S & 4R G
PSR IR 22 5 R, VPR A IR A= A AR
T SURMEF= VR B G UE S A F 5 M 4
AR 255 W3 A B SUE S A TG 5 4 A L
ZFAR R, WFEH 5 A B SO &R
ToB SO %A, WA B GBS ARSI E
TR A L 25 TN 2, WU U T R e AR
YERL; AnSRAT 3 OB R 50 R SUE S A T
25 W, UL 8 RS 8 M= A A

SERG 1A B SGEY . LR GEY . o &
) BRI TE R A1 94% . 95%F 95%, T
BYEESEFEFME. ABRET SIS EAF. A
B E 5O E SUIE B AR Z M IE B R 22 7
AL (ps > 0.05).
231 EESH

) F B EE AR AT R AR M S R AR an 2 1 T
N, MR AR AN ER 2 PR, SRR
WIR, JOR SO 5 IO 2 0F T 1057 349 1 LA 1]
(t=-0.17, p = 0.87). "] F AT HE](r = -1.24, p =
0.22), A FIEMREL( = -1.01, p = 0.32), MK
(=017, p=087) L FEXER. AEUESTSL
AT B R ] (1 = 0.23, p = 0.82), AT
Bel 3SE it ] (£ = 0.57, p = 0.57) , A FHER K E (1 = 1.59,
p = 012)TC 25, MAERRE( = 3.12, p <
0.001) FFFE R E 2R, A8 GG & &M T R
WHOR T IO &4 . A2 B 508 SUE &
PIERI Rl (r = 0.29, p = 0.77). )T B E)(r =
1.52, p = 0.13), A FHEMKEL( = 1.83, p = 0.06)JC
WERS, MTEFPIKEL(r = 2.08, p = 0.04) 25
B2, A B SOEE KM T RO T IEE s
R

®1 BESWERIIEGEVHESHRER

P iE Yas 27 AL ] (ms) ) F- ) B2 5[] (ms) AT AR B [EIETRY €4
T 224 (1) 4819 (66) 12.67 (0.14) 3.22 (0.06)
B EH 224 (1) 4674 (60) 12.38 (0.13) 3.29 (0.06)
BHEEE 225 (1) 4899 (66) 13.22 (0.16) 3.62 (0.07)




734 L il 2 i %53 %
*2 EXWI1IAFERENEZEREEILUITER
- S 357 AR st ] ) e 1 B 1]

Vi SE t P 95% CI B SE t P 95% CI
el 224.03 432 5191 <0.001 [5.15,5.43] 478843 23269 20.58 <0.001 [8.28,8.56]
ToE B vs ToiH -038 224 -0.17 0.87 [-0.12,0.32] -146.26 118.41 —1.24 0.22  [-0.27,0.13]
BHE B vs o5 0.39  1.67 0.23 0.82 [0.17, 0.42] 58.82 103.85  0.57 0.57 [0.26, 0.55]
7 EE vs ToiE LB 0.56 1.9 029  0.77 [0.23,0.58] 190 124.65 152 0.13 [0.15, 0.46]

. A F IR B EIER/ @3

Vi SE t P 95% CI B SE t P 95% CI
A 12.66 0.48  26.12 <0.001 [2.19,2.54]  3.28 0.18 1837 <0.001 [3.47,3.86]
JoE UGB vs TG7R -0.31 03 -1.01 0.32  [-0.17,0.33] 0.02 0.13 0.17 0.87 [0.07, 0.28]
B R SGEE vs TojE 0.45 0.28 159 0.12 [0.02,0.37]  0.35 0.11 3.12  <0.001 [0.05,0.42]
HEYIEE vs TE IES 0.69 0.34 1.83 0.06 [0.11,0.62]  0.30 0.15 2.08 004 [0.19,0.67]

232 RESH

) - PR3 Ry F 43 B v 45 LA B 04 AR M S 1
ZERNEK 3 R, KRG HBIB a3k 4 By
TNo LA IR, TR GRS S AT E
YRS ] (£ = —0.27, p = 0.79) . BEFLI ] (r = —0.18,
p=0.86). EIFLEAERTE(: = 0.04, p=0.97), B
PR (1 =—0.35, p = 0.72)¥) 2 AR W3 A = Uk
HHILHEFME T E REMRE (@ = -0.97, p =
0.34). BEALRTEI(z = —0.25, p = 0.80). [FIFLEKALHT
[E](z=0.13, p = 0.90) . S FE LA (£ = 0.29, p = 0.77)
ZHEARE, AR GEE SR SGEEAMH NN
YR ] (£ = —0.82, p = 0.42)  EERLIN ] (£ = —0.66,

p=0.51), BREEAERE(E = 0.13, p = 0.91), BiE
LB E] (2 = 0.60, p = 0.55) & R A B,
24 g

SEES 1RV T AN [ A B 1 S i a7 B [ 2
MR . 25 SRR, ToR OB A BSR40
TEFEAR B T B R PR SEs fa) | SRR ) A
U Tom AR I o B 25 22 5, FE Rl /A v
A YRR [R] . SIS ] | [m]A00  A B[] AR
PR bt 0 o 35 25 5%, X I TG R S W)
el 32 T A S W b ) AR, A 28 S %) 5
Be 2 T VR T 3G BR, X 55 Boyle #il Coltheart
(1996) [ WFFT 45 4 L & Hyona 1 Ekholm (2016)3K

*3 BEomERIEHRNEHEERER

G SEE Y4k B K AL E] (ms) BEEALES [H] (ms) (] R0 3% 42 st ] (ms) JTE LR E] (ms)
T 244 (3) 265 (4) 331 (9) 352 (7)
o OB 242 (3) 264 (4) 328 (9) 349 (7)
A ESOEYS 240 (3) 266 (5) 336 (10) 357 (7)
F4 XWI1EHRALNEEESEESITER
= K AR ] BEAL R[]
AR
B SE t p 95% CI B SE t p 95% CI
el 237.15 547 4336 <0.001 [537,5.61] 25656 812 316 <0001 [525,65.72]
ToE OB vs oA -1.21 444 -0.27 0.79 [-0.13,0.23] -1.09 6.05 —0.18 0.86  [-0.14,0.29]
E’ L;:;Ei A J 4. . —VU. . —U. . —1. . —V. . —V. .
HESGEE vs oA 431 446 —0.97 0.34  [-0.05,0.41] 1.79  7.11 0.25 0.8 [—0.16, 0.32]
FREEE vs TEXHEE 352 43 —0.82 0.42 [-0.07,0.50] -3.82 577 —0.66 0.51  [-0.23,0.47]
o (] A0 25 75 B ] SRR B[]
AR
B SE t p 95% CI B SE t p 95% CI
o) 323.66 12.45 26.01 <0.001 [5.33,5.68] 343.01 1216 2821 <0.001 [5.42,5.74]
ToE B vs ToiH 0.46 12.83 0.04 0.97 [0.26,0.44] —4.04 11.4 -0.35 0.72  [-0.09, 0.32]
BHE B vs o5 1.94 14.81 0.13 0.90 [0.11, 0.34] 2.89  9.98 0.29 0.77 [0.23, 0.55]
SRS vs o R 2.04 1554  0.13 0.91 [0.16, 0.57] 825 13.85 0.60 0.55 [0.21, 0.72]
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5161 R —8, H5 Yan 25 A (2017)F1 Vasilev %5
AN Q019 WA R A K —2, Yan 55 A (2017)F1
Vasilev 25 A (2019)9HF 57 45 5% K B B SR 0 3 SR
Xof ) B B B R, (E A B SR N B
S IR

REFAIIFFT 45 H(Haka et al., 2009; Haapakangas
et al., 2011; Yan et al., 2017; Vasilev, Liversedge, et
al., 2019)3 2 1A & S & X 8 BE A5 NS 32
PAAETIRAE, MISEE 1 IR RIFRIRMSE R, FEH
JRPH, AT RESE T AR S v i B SR R A ) PR A
A5, 3 TR A AR T — R X ] B A
55 o BN SOR B EEXS T4+ JLAR B i 42 9 i R
ME, AR —Fh R AR RE, X T4 5 )
TR R N Gl Tk, £ 20T DLk 3] —Fh 3 ik
FY A2 (Rayner et al., 2012), [RIAF, AKHEA FRINHTBE
PR, R TCIE R T B BE IRE 2 TAEICAC %R,
HRAFAE — E W2, REE [A] oAb 31— 5 1 1 15 R
(Kahneman, 1973; Wickens, 2002), Hiit, FEATTLL
IOTEIZEG 1 AR /m) B e vh, B Bl B B
REETE R B oy, [H B R a8 AN B 5N X
RS T2, IR ATE R AR A S S 28 5l
Y2

— TGUAIF 5% 8 S5 B SR R IR 2 A2 B 5 e 1 45 2R
WIR, F55 MERE R IC AT 55 Hh JC K 5 TR AU
R R, AT 55 ME R AR AT AU M 28 H ik
v I i 0 OGS L B SRR R S e (s B, R,
2018), J& A 1E R BEAL 5 W AFTE AR LS, H
BOEAAR A, 4 B A ERE N . o F 0 B i
TN, FHE SR MR, X1
TR NG P [a)R, FeAr T i S92 5 2 AT .

30 S5 20 ANEE SR R AR B
EAipA|

31 ®WxEHE®

FESZH 1 BIERE b, S B SO JEE L Exk
BRI SCREME ) B 2% ) R R ]
32 FHiEk
321 #ik

R ITE R2E2a 51N, 4RI 18~20 %, A&
S, HebeA: 30 4, B4 21 4, $almi
N ER I IEH, BRART, KT HPEF
W, RSN 1, SCESS S Il A5 — R
S 2 5L 1 Ak FAE R A 2R, PR
1) e S sF [ . FRAT D RE DN 55 B S (146 Stroop £:55 .

BOF AT 55 . SRR 55 T 50 Y 22 S 2R ik
F(ps > 0.05)
322 =&t

[ 5256 1,
323 LIt

Bl e AR g5 ) 245 41, AR ECE A
MR RIS S, FETIE ke, AR B R 33
MUFAER S 1, BN aFRPFSRES 11 4
F)o WRMITIERY 25 A% AECRSIMIEA L)
X )RR E B SCME L MEREHEA TR o B
K 1~7 it (1 ARRIR T A, 7 R4 8
), BEEPE(Q ARFRIEF AL, 7 RFAEH AR,
MERE R 1~7 G008 (1 ARRAR R o, 7 ACRARH
XE), o GHE PR PEE S KT 5.12 (M =5.62, SD =
0.99), BEE KT 4.60 (M =5.14, SD = 1.01). M
JE KT 5 (M =5.46, SD = 1.03)194] ¥ 81 41, 72 f)1E
RS A), 9 mIE R 252 )

s AR 27 B SOE B G RIRR) /R AT
B R MRL, 27 BEPE PR IR BVE N O R A
Bl RRBCE BT 1 AR e o 54 Bl i Rk
# B, WELTESE, Hrb 48 Bk s
WEE, 6 BeAE k2T %L, FH Cooledit 4K 15 5
8 RN — 2, ARRRTE 60 4301

N TG SR, 814N 0) T4 ik 3 AR,
B 27 A) (S8 A) 24 4], YR ) 3 A)), AT
i )7 A 5L 1,
324 LWNF/HMXLKRERF

BADCFAER 7 EI KN 2727 8K, & 4
A AR, oAt Ry — SR, PR 3 A
WA — ) e R B — N T A A R, DR IR
PN B S ) -, RS SLIRHREE 40 P A L BR
W2 b, SEEA AR SO L I R P R SE i 1 (55K
5 1 Al — B . Rl —Se s s . S R E AR
¥ AR TR 45)
33 HROW

(DM TE7 R T 70% A0 808 1, Rz AR
UHBGE Z PR 2 Ao ()% Bl B A LA E]
T 80 ms KT 1200 ms HIEHE 4T T MR (Yan et
al., 2017), &b 3 50 B 09 JC 208 4 & 8 5 HE
5.48%. (3)MIER 3 AMFREZ SN EE . (45
Mr LASEA TR HARIX | Jey 43 #7 AR v ) L
WE R B AR AT B ([ S % 55, 2015), Geitik
PRSI0 P8 b 1 28 R S5 1,

AESGES . LR ORE .

Jors A T AT
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7 5 53 4

Y,
=

BERIERIR R 86% . 89%. 88%, Jui X ifidy
H5Xm&. ABREESLH &AM AR GES
5 IR OB A 2 A I % 25 R YR 18 35 (ps >
0.05),
331 EESH

) - e R AR A3 T TP A% A B i S R S T
ZERMNFE 5 PR, LRGBS E R a3k 6 B
TNo LA NN, TR GEE ST AT IOF
It (¢ = —1.66, p = 0.10). 4] B FE 52 ]
(t=-1.00, p = 0.32), H]FIHEMRKE( =-1.02, p =
03D E(r = —1.44, p = 0.15) LR FE LR,
A B SCHEE 5I055 4 T 33T [E) (2 = 1.96,
p=0.05), f)FREERE (1= 5.20, p < 0.001), AT
TELRE (1 = 5.20, p < 0.001), [FIFLKEL(r = 5.21,
p< 000 FFEREER, ARG FMAETH
853 e [ NG e 1 B 42 LT R B b o/ R/ @4 @
PRRECHR R TIC 464 o A3 OB 50 SUE
(RS- 441 7 RIS ] (2 = 3.06, p = 0.003) . 1) Fal 52 7]
(t =743, p <0.001), A FHEMKE( =738, p <

0.001). LR E(r = 6.91, p < 0.001) | 255 i 3%,
A S SRR T T e R] A e S
() | A AR BRI [ R R BOR T I B S 454
332 RBiEaHh

)= ) 132 Jmy BB 43 B v 45 ITUEE Bk 0 AR ME SE T
ZERNFR 7 R, GRS BIAL S Hra RNk 8 i
No LR BN, TEUEES A XM THE
UTERLIF ] (£ = —0.75, p = 0.46) . BEEMLIRHA] (1 = —0.89,
p =0.38). [EIHLEEALIIE (r = 0.35, p = 0.73). KiE
PRI (2= —1.22, p = 0.23) I EF A B E A B E
BH A KN EREWE TG = 0.64, p
0.52). BEALETE](z = 1.10, p = 0.28) R A B, TE
[l WAL A2 B ] (2 = 6.55, p < 0.001), B iEALASR (2 =
509, p < 0.00) EZEFRE, AEEESRMNTH
[l 400 56 A5 HsF [) AR 3 L [ BH g K e 45 A
BOGEE 5 IO OB S AT s DL Rl (r =
1.22, p = 0.23). EEMATE] (£ = 1.60, p = 0.12)Z 7 A
WL, AR AR ] (1 = 5.79, p < 0.001), B
BflE(z = 6.99, p < 0.001) 253 B2, A2 LiEY

x5 BESWERINERNTHYSIRER

W RE KM SF- 25 LIS ] (ms) ) F B B[] (ms) CIEREXIRI ¢ [EIER/ @3
T 262 (1.17) 11063 (188) 32.98 (0.55) 9.72 (0.21)

T SOEE 260 (1.12) 10755 (171) 31.99 (0.48) 9.05 (0.17)
AR SGEE 266 (1.21) 13664 (228) 40.68 (0.67) 12.86 (0.27)
6 ZW2AFHEMHNEERGERSNER

- P24 R[] ) I 2 ) [
Vi SE t p 95% CI B SE t p 95% CI
A 262.59 4.67 5621 <0.001 [6.21,6.57] 8877.49 75456 1574 <0.001  [7.17,7.55]
JoE SUEE vs TG7F -2.20 133 -1.66 0.10 [-0.61,—-0.28] —332.92 333.05 -1.00 032 [-0.79,-0.41]
7 ETF vs o 406 208 196 005 [0.51,0.59] 266143 511.56 520 <0.001 [0.21,0.62]
HEXES vs TTE RS 626 2.04 306  0.003 [0.12,0.60] 299939 403.68 7.43 <0.001  [0.29,0.75]
g A F IR AL [EER/ @3
Vi SE t p 95% CI B SE t p 95% CI
HUE 3537 217 1628 <0.001 [4.16,4.65] 10.60 0.78 13.64 <0.001  [4.21,4.68]
JoE SUET vs TG7R -1.07 1.05 -1.02 031 [-0.69,-0.35] —0.67 0.46 —1.44 0.15  [-0.51,-0.17]
HESEE vs o5 7.86 151 520 <0.001 [0.17,0.61] 3.22 0.62 521  <0.001  [0.24, 0.63]
A ESGES vs TR SUES 891 1.21 738 <0.001 [0.27,0.77] 3.87 0.56 6.91 <0.001 [0.15,0.68]

x7 BEAWERIIERPFHYERER

P iE Yas B R LA [E] (ms) HEELET (] (ms) [ 0 % 42 5[] (ms) S LI E] (ms)

T 263 (1.17) 311 (1.96) 754 (11.69) 541 (4.21)
HIEY 259 (1.16) 300 (1.82) 761 (11.90) 520 (3.93)

BRSBTS 266 (1.29) 315 (2.22) 1025 (17.61) 669 (5.43)
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#*8 Xk 2HMANKEESEESTER
- YR RS ] WAL ]
Vi SE t P 95% CI Vi SE t P 95% CI
E=riiEl 26032 5.08 5121 <0.001 [4.34,4.65] 302.86 9.44 3208 <0.001 [4.27,4.59]
ToE B vs ToiH -1.95 262 -0.75 0.46 [-0.63,-027] —4.56 5.14 —0.89 038 [-0.58,-0.22]
BHEEE vs o5 218 341  0.64 0.2 [0.19, 0.56] 571 521 1.10  0.28  [0.18, 0.53]
7 SGES vs g UE 414 340 122 023 [0.17, 0.58] 1027  6.44 1.60  0.12  [0.31,0.66]
- PR 42 ] ST s []
Vi SE t p 95% CI Vi SE t P 95% CI
T 898.64 5256 17.10 <0.001  [5.22,5.53] 571.76 36.12 1583 <0.001 [5.17,5.45]
TR HE vs JoFH 11.94 3410 035  0.73 0.19,0.64] -21.16 1732 -122 023 [-0.43,-0.11]
BB vs oS 298.03 44.10  6.55 <0.001 0.11,0.50]  125.60 24.70 5.09 <0.001 [0.15,0.51]
FHREED vs LEXIEY 27597 4768 579 <0.001 0.18,0.62]  146.75 21.01 6.99 <0.001 [0.31,0.82]

3 ol N N s el 1 S R o 1 2 T N
BOGEE A
34 it

SIS 2 BT T AN R 2B ) S X B A e
(S SEIR 25 A R, AR FE AR 5B A . e 2 e ]
SRS R BOR R B L, e S
RS LFE A E R AR E, A ESOES
A H IO SR LI 22 5 W 2, A R SO AR
BRSNS =1 I 3 a2 N (ST 2 A S0 K o Y1 8
B, ILRECE 2, [FIEE, AR SGEE R R
[5e] T2 B[], P34 A ) 2K T T SO 451,
ba RV €A &N IR R &S QU LE A s 3 | N T e
% N—=%{(Yan et al., 2017; Vasilev, Liversedge, et al.,
2019), ULIITE S BRI R AR, A
SR TR

TEREAR AT AT IR 25 TR Bl 48 A b, S el 2 ]
ST 573 L ) 52 B T ) - D 2 14 S A in T (1) R
4, 2013), 525 2 ZiR oR, A E SGEE R AR
[52] T2 B[R] FISP- 22 P ML RS T I 464, B T8
RGBS &M, BIESGEE KSR & 2R
AN, ULIE U@ PE T T4 s AR N T,
Mg & B AR EEH . A, R EREA 30U
W el 12 R TA RN A7 Ay, (R0 IR ERCRT DA S e Xsf
AT RESCGHEAT R A SR EA 45, 2013), S8
2 WO BOSGEE A E LR BRI R R B 2 T T
PR, AR SR SR R 2 T 0 L
AR, RO TG F A R E B E T gl
AN gy, JEXT A B SRR A A T T
oo AR HTEE R IHF T8 LT, RS HRE
EREIR

IME R &R M i H ARiA) b, Je OB SR
EYRIERLRT (] | SERLRT (] | o] 6 A% B () R 3 R
BRI R R T IO 45, X it — L Ut E & i
FIVER A &, X5 Yan 2 A (Q2017)HFFE 45
=20 W, A SE 5 R R BB
SRR bR R UL fR] | BERLE ] L, B I
KAWEES, MAaESEMRRE EAHE2ER, X
5 Vasilev % A (2019)F1 Yan 55 A (2017) ) F 57 45
—5

TEJR B o3 BT 0 25 UFE BR b, U A IS )
LB (] 2 S e 1] 913 35 5 0 B B AR AT A A8 A8
I 3 AR e ) 2 sz ke G Y A Jn T ) B 2 48 s (1=
EA 4%, 2013), FEARS T, A ELH ST &M
FHECTC TS S5 ARG R SO S 451, 768 UE LA
()RR EE AL (B () e A b 22 J PR 2, (BAE R
HEALE ] B, p AT UL, S Rh AR b 22
SRR A TN TR, X —g5 R Ul Ik
T TE SO AT RE T T IR 0 T e S B B
XA RN TR s . 5 —J7 I, IS AR
B A 7 7 5 IR T A A G %) Bl 12 Bsf ), ANACAT
DI R Bean) 38 18 B 0 Tk F8, i HL A fig s i J 10 o
SO T A SCRA M B (B BT 4%, 2013), 78
SEEY 2, AR S R AR AR [ R AR I ]
FHRTEE S g mom &0, X—45 1 it—4
ST 8 st s g Y A T Re A T
TN T B R A B B RIS HA A1 SCEE A B B DRI
FRN, Jr o e 48 A SRR TR SO IR, TR 3
Friba TR

FSEE 1 55000 2 Mg R aTH, a)FMEREAE—
SEFERE L HAY T 500 0 B 2 A SR, 24 [ 2 X



738 1N B

L

53 %

AR, 75 5 R ) 1 B = A 18 T AR AT AN B
[DESICIERIIREw (3 9) I PNE: - VI R RN N 9 82 8 g 1)
SR, W BB IR SEAT N T, AR
T B I A T IR R TR . 2P
M5, AR SR AR /Y I B # v, ) i 2L
SR EMARRRE DL, MR- RAE
KA SRR B B AR 55, B AT A b /A) 1 BE R SO
WBE, HEE SR 1 AT R e A R, R
) B AL 5 AT REIE T A SE A, TR R ) T PR A o
IEH R T S, T B A TR R R SO AR )
BRI, B AR A T SUR R, XA fE
% W i 0, B 1 i R A R A I R R A 4R Ok
(Rayner et al., 2012), M1 & 44 SCAS 19 o Jos A5 780
(Gernsbacher & Foertsch, 2000; O’Brien & Cook,
2015). [A]IF, YICARTESEHG IS, Be i 2 sh B
2 W IN GRS M AR R0 SCAR B i =, R
FEATAT LUR B 5 B 52 h T 5 T RETE A b
AP T, AREA LR S
PRV 505 00 2 ) 2 A 5 i
4 I 30 R R R

)5 i
41 ®WxREM

PLpSCRS O B BE N 2, SR B CRITEE X
18 TG O 7 T 0 T ] 52 Y R

42 FHik
421 iR

eIV R 42 N, AFIS 18~23 %, HIE
SNy, Hdded: 25 £, B4 17 &, #0
N IEMIIES, B ART, KRED SIS
W, SCUREE S T ARAS — R
422 EIEigT

HREE 3 KFEBEES . TEXEY . T
B iE )P, AR RR T 305 1 MISCE 2
FIr B bR AR, A TR EL T R i K — 4 A (fn] 57 g
4 2015),
423 ZIgdA

le] T2 A4 R}« D e 2 A DL kg R PP R 3 SO 36
e, A TSI AR, B I e A A B
PRRTAT 2, 3 BT S R SCORT U B SC P A ST R A
18 f o HFATIE MU, B SCE U348 286
FUFY 283~289 F), TR IITE K 22 %4
(NS IE 2250 )W) e 55 il (1 AR 3R % ANl
T, 7 AR AR ) . R ARERAE T A, 7R

TR AR MEEQ RIEE R R, 7R
MOPEAT 7 SEPERE . PEBGEITE P E S KT 5.86
(M =6.07,SD =0.85), BAEERKT 418 (M =4.79,
SD =1.19), MEBE KT 2.32 (M =3.02, SD = 1.07)1Y
R 15 F, ZRAEE 3 OO 2 &, IS 1
), IESZERARE 12 FEGEAUC 6 F, BIHSC 6 59),

H Al SR SCEECE 11 A7) e BCR 2 17315
8 ATH XTI, RAAATHL A EM 2 N,
DL KR ;S5 2247 W inl, 2 427 SR ia] (faf 37 1%
4%, 2015),

MR 5 Bl B SCGE S AR GHT RS )
s BOICE GBS MEIPEBEA 1), BB Wbkt
BRI 298 5 434, 10 BB ARk h Bk,
WA L TCEE, Hi 8 BAE A SLimt ok, 2 Bk 4k
SJREE, I Cooledit B 15 508 i & 5 R/ NN
— 3, RFFALE 60 73 DL,

R TP SR U, 15 5 SCE 4 3 AR,
FABEA 5 R 1V RE NG EL, 45
YRR SEEBARL, 2 5 R B R SR 1,
424 I EFMMEEIERF

s B DU AE B LR/ 30x30 &, 1T
M) FE g 1.6 155, SCUe T i it b MR S HEAT L A A v,
SRR ZEANT 0.5, BRIERIE, A LS
WL — A, BOR YT A b % e B 52, oF
AR RTEG R, B EAMT 1), b
Jri e S0 A B B S . B R SCEE 2 A — IR L
e, A — fiR i, SR BN B 3 S R
PR i 42 25 s B ] 25 IR) L, g S e AR A 1)
R, BT AR SO N A TR I, SEE R
PIFFEE 45 pph, AN S OHA AR P RS2 1,
43 SRS

(DM ERRIE T 70%m808 3 A, QMR
BB E AE AT ] /NF 80 ms B KT 1200 ms
B (R S0 45, 2015), SRR 0 I8
SRR 5.39%. G)MBR 3 45 2E LIS Bl
(D BRBTHE T I 52 2 B X —FE A Ab, A S5 5 48 b
R R e it 7 ik [l S 1

AR XGRS . TEUEE . LR A TRER
BERIER R 5N 87% ., 86% . 87%, Joi i
HIrE&MN . AR GEESIHA &N ARGES
5B SO &AM 2Z [0 1 IE A 8 22 S 38R 1 2 (ps >
0.05).

431 EEKSH
T A D] 2 AR 43 T b A% AR B B A R PE SR T
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Fe= AR PO TR E TR ARV A FIL R RS . IR SRS
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gk 9 PR, MR AEAEI P R nE 10
fiw . LSRR, B GBS 5 T0m &2 10
B A ] (£ = 0.28, p = 0.79) ., T 5 5 152 st (1]
(t =129, p=022), WEEMKE( =093, p =
0.37). [EIHLE(r = 1.79, p = 0.10). BB (r =
—2.07,p = 0.06) LR FELEF ., ABRIEESLENX
W R Z A E R[] (2 = 0.79, p = 0.44)

B R A] (6= 0.81, p = 0.43) , f 2 E MR (¢ =
0.58,p=0.57). [EHKE(r=0.44,p=0.67), [diE
HE(E=-069,p=050) LR EER AEIELEY
T Z5 A 22 1] 9 sy B B 2 B[] (¢ = 2048, p = 0.02)

IR B (e = 2.22, p = 0.05), [ (¢ = —3.00,
p= 0.0DVFIER EESR, A8 H &M T rb] i

s TE) R DA BOR T 07 5 | D) ek 18 T T
S, M TERS FIELIRE (¢ = 1.84, p = 0.08),
SEEIVERLFE] (£ = 0.90, p = 0.38) F 22 F AN B &,
432 RBESH

T B I 52 JRy F 43 Br v 45 AR bR ) R PR S
SERINER 11 PR, LRGBS RNk 12
iR LR ER, BEGEE ST KM T
IR (r = —0.90, p = 0.40), EEAATE] (¢ =
—0.67, p=0.52), [EIFLEEAETE] (2= 1.34, p = 0.19).,
ML (r = 0.89, p = 038) LR A EE, A&
SCHEE SR GBS KM N EREMR E (e =
0.45, p = 0.66) . EEMLES[E] (1= 0.45, p = 0.66), ML
BRARIE] (2 = 1.36, p = 0.18) . S EHLAE] (2 = 1.42,

®9 EBEEOSWMERINEFRPEHBERER

P iE Yas S35 3 LS [ (ms) et 2 ) B A5F ] (ms) JEERER R/ € [EIER/ @' e 5 L (/43 )
JorE 224 (2) 48519 (1452) 153.03 (4.3) 41.78 (1.61) 408 (13)
B EH 224 (2) 50241 (1496) 156.98 (4.43) 44.63 (1.64) 387 (11)
HEEE 225 (2) 51687 (1516) 160.69 (4.41) 45.72 (1.71) 380 (11)
#* 10 W IFFEWMNEEREGERSTER
e S 39 AR s [ o B (58] 132 P[]
Vi SE t p 95% CI B SE t p 95% CI
R 22448 4.5 4991 <0.001 [4.18,4.56] 20101.93 2762.11 18.14 <0.001 [16.26, 16.75]
ToE SR vs TG 038 136 028 0.79 [0.29, 0.54] 19457  1512.15 129  0.22 [0.24, 0.61]
AESEE vs T 1.41 157 090 038  [0.26,0.67]  3309.55 133474 248  0.02 [0.31,0.74]
B iEE vs LR IES 1.03 1.3 0.79  0.44 [0.14, 0.62] 1292.62 1600.98 0.81  0.43 [0.25,0.81]
it PR R/ € HEIR/ €
Vi SE t 95% CI B SE t P 95% CI
BE 156.73 8.08 194 <0.001 [6.52,6.81] 44.03 3.18  13.85 <0.001 [6.12,6.51]
TR B vs A 455 49 093 037  [0.16,0.53] 3.05 1.71 1.79  0.10 [0.18, 0.47]
HESGEE vs 7 7.97 434 184  0.08 [0.19, 0.65] 3.98 1.80 222 0.05 [0.15, 0.62]
BHEGES vs TR SUE S 3.08 533  0.58 0.57  [0.21,0.77] 0.82 1.89 0.44  0.67 [0.28, 0.73]
- V5] 132 12 E
Vi SE t P 95% CI
i 392.8 2339 1679 <0.001 [4.28, 4.86]
TR B vs A -22.59 10.89 -2.07  0.06 [-0.72,—0.45]
B EEE vs 5 -29.42 9.8 -3.00 0.01 [-0.12,0.38]
BHRGEYS vs BRESGET  —643 936 —0.69  0.50  [0.21, 0.56]

® 1 BEMSWERIIETRHTHHESRER

RSk Yas B UE LA E] (ms) FEAL R 8] (ms) [] 0 #4542 s} ] (ms) AL E] (ms)
JorsE 231 (2) 250 (2) 397 (7) 255 (3)
T HEE 227 (2) 244 (2) 413 (8) 261 (4)
BEEE 228 (1) 246 (2) 440 (9) 276 (4)
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#* 12 X 3HMANEZERESEESTER
- R T RS ] eI a]
Vi SE t P 95% CI Vi SE t P 95% CI
B 225.57 4.6 49.03 <0.001 [5.48,5.75] 241.17 5.63 42.83 <0.001 [5.29, 5.73]
ToE B vs o -3.28 3.67 —0.90 0.40  [-0.07, 0.26] -324 487 —0.67 0.52 [-0.16, 0.28]
A SRS vs oA -1.58 2.86 —0.55 0.59  [-0.19,0.34] -1.24 348 —0.36 0.73  [-0.08, 0.43]
B EY vs R SO 1.19  2.64 0.45 0.66 [0.15, 0.57] 1.38  3.11 0.45 0.66 [0.19, 0.65]
- (EEN = ZEing ] S T AR ]
Vi SE t p 95% CI Vi SE t P 95% CI
TR 410.01 18.11  22.64 <0.001 [6.16,6.49] 26131 1523 17.16 <0.001 [5.28.5.65]
TR HEE vs TH 24.22 18.06 134 0.19 [0.31, 0.63] 793 888  0.89 0.38 [0.25, 0.58]
AESGEE vs T 41.11 17.77 231 0.03 [0.04,0.52]  22.53 9.47  2.38 0.02 [0.21, 0.66]
FHREEE vs TR XGEH 2832 21.09 136 0.18 [0.16, 0.77] 15.05 1059  1.42 0.16 [0.14, 0.62]

p=0160ESFHARE, AEUEESIHZGT
(B R FEALET ] (¢ = —0.55, p = 0.59) . BEMLAT (¢ =
—0.36, p = 0.73) WA E, (H ISR ] (2 =
2.31,p=0.03), SEMEFHE( =2.38, p=0.02) P
B2, A B SGRE R By LS A2 A (]
I AL 0] 28 K T 45
4.4 itig

S 3 BRI T[] 2R A 1 S X e R
W, SIS R R, AR ICRE SRS &
RN 7R Ei [T N a3 B o/ o 1 IS 2 R/ - G I R/
BOF AR B K FIomH &0, R, HAs EEEX
AR PR I B T L R] L BERRRS ] L [RDA A e
(] S AL R R K I 45, X 55580 1 F
SR 2 FTAREE R B, TSR AR AT A R R Ay
M, JCR OB &M LU TG 45k, HEZR shik
PRIy 2SR, BT W, o T E R iEE
J& PR TCTE A A IR LA S e B s, AR R
EW TR, RIHE S TR

AR A B S SRS T0 5 SR L,
FE SBR[ el R B L B e R b 2 e b 2, X
550 2 KET ARSI S g 4%, 2015; Vasiley,
Liversedge, et al., 2019)%% $:—%%, &[] Ert[a] . %)
T R N W A AN T A bR, T T R R BT
DA okt s B L TR G R R, A R S R
S R AR B B ] B R [ S T
MR ECHE 22, ULEHAT 3 O Sl TR T R o B 2
RER I TR SO, — B EE E SR TR T
Pt .

TEJRy B A BT 0 1 UL 8] . BERLA ) L, A
BEE SR AR B2, iR

PR AR B ) RS L (] A 2 25 5%, X5 500
2 B8 S DL R AR] S 1 4 N(2015) K Vasilev %5 A (2019)
P FE LS FA— B SCRES R BN, 18 R ey
N T B FE b (o Y T A s [ R RS ) 5 S
(1 FE RN TF AN 2, T AE S e i S0 fin T A i B (1]
UL 65 A8 BSF 0D ) A4 I T 1% 48 A R A RS )
I RN, X — S5 R UL A B ST S R
I TR R B BT A A 2 e, T TR T
VA B N T B o Xk — 25 18 B X ) 3 4o
SR )2 JC O 5 B s U@, X s 3 2R
PRAE RN T 0 FiE SO B
SR, TESEES 3, A3 B SGE & A1 i 45 AR
SR S IR SUE S SR PR BE 2R, X
A RE S TS5 3 SR T OME B R ALK ) R 5 e 2 A
TG R 3 S st 2 Ay 22 5 JAE - 341ME
BT, HRAHER B ENRERE, XTX—
A R AT TR A B e e — 2L T

5 Bihe

AT 3 AR B SR IR T T AR T 5
AR B B B AR o SRR (1) 8
[ 33 fe] BT, JGIE A B T S i R O
SRR, ST AL, TER AR BT 8
AR Zh 8 bR CEl B BRI ] | SR PR ) | R B
AR ER BT B 45 b (B UIE AL (8] | SRR E] (o]
ML AR I ] RS AL 18] B 22 R A3 . ()4
B BB A ]I, JoRE SOH 58 AR A 5 0 & A
L EEAE A A A R g 0 o A B HR Bl g s b 25 S R
W A S AR A B A T A B 1
6]\ SFRREALR ] EARE IR R S JCA
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SFAFAR L 22 5 W, TE SR i 43 BT (8 S ALk i) A [m]
MES AR ] b2 2. Q) TER RS, e
SV 58 S5 T0 A5 5 AR LU TE 4% TR AR - 22 5
AN AR S SO AR AR AR S BT Y R 15
IpE) . WIRRCEL . BB BT b5 TE A S A L 22 5
T, TE SRy BB 3B (04 5 3 A s 1) R[] R A I ]
2 W . B ESCER AR, W LU LA LA
J7 T AT IR 50
51 EXEEPHIEFEEEPRZFIIER
XTI O W RUN A 2, A RETEE A
H R R AR AR, iR ES A
HEATHRE L, NI 52 0T Y 9 % F1 52
i (Salamé & Baddeley, 1987), M i ks, H&
ALY PR A R R T B A TR A S
fF(Jones et al., 1992), X i TP EZ A
o BRI, AWFFEEE IR SR & TR G,
BRI, T S AR R SO S — AR R
PAFHRE AL, MR TR, AR SR
RERTE SGEEA AT, 3 DR nss
K2R, JOE SR H A TRl i B 524K
R, TR LM RIE RN E R FICE SGE S &1
IO RO 3 22 57 . X 51FZH1 BT
5% Wy 45 A — Z (Jahncke et al., 2011; Vasilev,
Liversedge, et al., 2019; Yan et al., 2017), £ Hyoni
F1 Ekholm (2016) R FNAFFE L5 1, Toi SBE#
GMEYBA T F A BEE, Yan 55 A (2017)i8 i iR
B S A5 2 JC S (R U Rl T LAY T 1))
ZRAFRITC TS A A HAE A 2 B R R Bl 48 A O
TR ERES . BT W, RMEAAE A AR e AR A Y
W, R ARk o X, PR AR R 3
] 12 1 T 7 A A R i WU AT BR o 7 T R AT FR Y
TER BTN T E 2B A 550, A 2 5 i
TCRE SCHE B R B 32 AR 1 T4
52 EZXFEPMIENEMEDRIHEEFMIEA
AU SUE 2 T DLIEAT I SO 75, R
Path TR, T 1 B 5 L SCAR 3%
TG KT W I T SR 1 RE T 0 1 7 B 152 1 SCAS 1
FAFMEE ST, &R0 T B A B T =
BoRBEE TR, I AR TG H WA T8
M (Martin et. al., 1988), AHFFEIMSIL 2 AL 3
SRR T SCT PR, 78 ) 7 1) 13 X 5 R (92 5
2) U Bl 32 (S B 3) A EN B IR 22 1Y 2 A
T, AEGEE XM T RENTIAEM, &
A B 2 ) B A, IR &2, 3k SN By 52

BT R EE A — 2, P2 LR T AR s R
AE g 13 9 3 1Y %) 52 B % (Armstrong et al., 1991;
Cauchard et al.,, 2012; Hyond & Ekholm, 2016;
Martin et al., 1988; Venetjoki et al., 2006; Vasilev,
Liversedge, et al., 2019; Yan et al., 2017),

KT B S X AT R B2, S92 1
SR 2 AR A RN TESCE 1, BR T IR
Hb, TEIEWR MR S48 A 2 SO & %t fa] /) )
BERYSZ M I AR 2, MTE S g 2 i = SO S X
SRR R AR T AR, AT UL, R A
R X R 2 R B O T o TR S 1 P S B AR
BTRT B ) I, JCOC T TR IE AN, I 7R Sk
5 2 YA RO | 7 BT 2 AR BT IR
HRE T RE S S ML 3E P BE R, ATTX ) -
BRI T AR T AR RS2 o 236 3 v R R DL A2 AL
SCHIUE A TR RE, FE— 25 PRI 5% 35 X e 2 1) 2 1Y
o, TR B e, AR R ) SR,
T T B ) SO 1B R AR 8 (Gernsbacher & Foertsch,
2000; O’Brien & Cook, 2015), [Hfiiths ZA4: LIk
HIGEIR , S 3 PIMFE 4 R Won, 7 EZIRSNE
b EA B SGES S S T0H F L 2 2 w3, 3
IS S5 8 0 3 SR P X e B D 32 7 A T — 0 1Y VA
W2 o A3 CH S50 E BE AT RE TR A ) S
B, WATRE TP % BT AY BLIK 1834 (Kehler,
2004; Wolf & Gibson, 2005), IR iEE % Fel L 19 +5
SRR

S NBEINIE, TES 3, ARG RE &
PER 10 25 IR Bl 48 b5 5 T 2 SCW 55 2 A Ot
VA 525 . SO, ATRE th T8 3
SR U0 R JE g AV P s 5 Bl S AR, T ORI 3
XEFHZ 2R R FE E R T8, H
ARIBFNZE 5 W E WA Gl X 3 > SRR R R
WEM G BTl M, SE8e 3 AYRREMERE P E
B BE/NTHE 2 (p < 0.001), BFERTLE 1
(p < 0.001), FEAEHOHMER /N T2 0], ATRES
B 3 A B RS SR O R AT
IR SR 5 900 2 R IRl, [RIE, AHE Bel i3 fm T
HH R TR BUEONE e A T BRI xR ARG AL 3] (4%
AR, 2011), X HARE R TE AT e A
KB, SiEy 3 HARE RN R E T 2 (p <
0.001), FISEH: 1 AHILZ AR E(p = 0.31), X
TE—E TR BE bt ] DB it 5 5 A4k %) o T uE
FIRE/N T 9250 2 BB A o o o Pt 32 A AR M R i
AIRE SR 7980 3 A B U R A S R E G



742 1N B

L

53 %

S AL, ARSI E RN B
5.3 FTXFIEX T2 K &0

FERR 2 S8 5 o3 b, — BT LAy Ry 344 4y
GV RE 0 T R R 3 N VTP A DO Sl R e ]
LTI AT o Ak RIS A (] | SPA) 9 R A ] 2 S e
)T B B R AN TR S bR, A e P ]
ot B A A DA N T i B R, 17T [ R U 5T A
WX ) R AT A I AR, IR B %2, U
HH R SOBEHE LA o FEASHIFSTE 0 B 2% /) I 32 A g 2
BEl e, A R O S AR R AR ] e ) B
B, PR EE L, SRS s T T
I3 132 ) A4 I T RN SR

SRS A3 BT AT X A S 24 BB X 4 B ARl AT, T8 T
T2 T A8 A AT o RS2 H R T o o] A 5 0
G SUT SR TR B o RS B B o T = A v A
A I AT AR 7 T, T U A () R R AL A
[ AT LA Sz e e B B B o T A Bl (il S2 1% 4%, 2015).
FEAFFE 3 A SR, T 56 78 T L R F e
ik ] b RIS A 7 A 2 R, TP T S AR R
TN TR B B, a3 T R T A T R AE ()
AL L BGREESA N TAERE A sk, B
INAVG IR B D, [R5 58 03 Jm M = A 0 4
ANHR I o R A RS ] Js B ) S TRIN N T 8 S AR AR AR,
GG S0 000 T e [ 0 B A s i) S B s 1 I 3k A
XA RR(SLE 5F, 2015), FEARMIE T, |
T T SO 57 B R AR T U UL ) R L B i)
5 TERE AR BN 2 25 5, A T AR ]
BERTIOH M, de T DUHEN TP/ A AT g
AT RN TR e B B B, iy L[] 400 {4 428 Bsf ] 1,
BERTIHFEM, o WA B S 53 miE et
AIAE T30 T B 00 A% TRV Tk R SO A o AT S g S
(2015) 15 31 J6 36 75 18 X i 2 Bl i v H bR an] B9 B IR
TR RS ) R0 B AL ) I 8 2 S i), LT A R s [i]
a0 5 A2 FsF () S ) d 3, 3 S AR 9T 245 SR AR — 3K,
BAEAMBA TS T R B B R LK FIB&M, R
REHEBRIE S B PE VR, o s 8 v AnE s
PRI 20 8 oK o ABIRGE 72 Ry 43 Mt v BT A 14 245
B, AR UL T JE A W R e R B s, i
T ST A AE IR0 T B B B B RN i A B B
AT WERNTHAEM.
54 ETFERIANZREBICHBERE

N BR 22 F B, el 132 R A e 52 2% (1)
INANE B, W R B CFFIEHN . 5 SO L
WAL IR (I 4 2015), Bl —MREURHY

BRI R AR ek B, A DR R P AT AR
ORI SCAME B, A 38 SO in T RUE A
— SRR RAE, TEX A1 R P AR A AN
il ok A AR 40 B L RS TR ERAE . M B B
BTG LA K 55 A5 B %5 (Baddeley, 2007; Garcia-
Madruga, et al., 2013), M7EA T sy B EEH, 4
IRTT ZEHAE T Z NN GER, o Bl T2 4E
TR AT B SL A 0 AN, T ] P X e sk
S

A5 R AT BB 2 R Y JC O IR AN ) — A~
BEAR o MR B AH G S S0 25 SR B, il il 4 fin
8 55 M B2 2 1 2GR AR B, AT DA
A SIS S XA R e 5 /Y T A 5Y il (Halin,
2016; Halin, Marsh, Haga, et al., 2014; Halin, Marsh,
Hellman, et al., 2014), Unal 5§ A (2012)AF 5545
WAFH], FERBAAFESS h, 558 Rk
WEMLOEESS g, (R BB kR IR A, X
LSRR RS EBAE N . (R, Xk
WFFTEB R F HLAs ] B p94E 55, S IA I B YR ] LA 2
MR S5 10T BEEE, S IMIA I 55 A X B 3 A
M0 5B AT e 2 LR 3 hn o B 8% T i AR
R M, MO 42 =5 8 152 A9 A8 (Robert & Hockey,
1997) (B AN IAH B I 1 75 2 i 1 AR T &R
ey B IR BRI, NPT e R AR 258 .

AR A BRI SRS, MR RT BT IR A77E
— R, HX A &AL (Kahneman, 1973;
Wickens, 2002), tAHI IR & 19 A R MK Bk
FE AR DUALPRAF B0 F & 24P (Franconeri et
al., 2013), 45 BN, (5B Rr2oR Wy b ok
Se A PRI BEUR . AU AR 55 Be A 2617, B
TRT I N B8 5 0 75 RO 75 ek TP AR BT R G Y B
PEPR I, NS IRANE, AT 45 2Z a2 AN 0] sk
A T T3, 514430 (Kahneman, 1973), ZAWF
FE I B A 75, O — Rl MR Y XU AT 55
JITAS B 3 AN IR A5 AR I T AN A T8I A BR
A —HEtE . FESEER | ) E R KRS, B
FEAEFS B TR, BT8R Be A7 7E 2 05 i DA N B R
HEAT BN, PR 5o SR R O 5t
BT SCE A RIS A5 T i i B 35 1E i %
M EERShFE PR W 25 7 o MAESLw 2 Hh 4
FEM RS MERT, BB SR T 2 A ) ik SO L,
A SR A B T S X DL 1Y S e, A X AT
FAAET, B BT BEUE AT BEAS K DALY X X E AT
55 BT e, P X B e I TR T B TR
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USRI AT 55 B0 T G Ay A S DR B BR A, T
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BB, AT BB 237 A i — R

6 45

ARSI, MHBITER:

(D)TF 55 W18 25 J8 PR v SCm) 7 RS 5 ) 132
SE AN 2, RS TR UL .
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Abstract

A wealth of research shows that irrelevant background speech can interfere with reading behavior. This
effect is often described as the irrelevant speech effect (ISE). Two key theories have been proposed to account
for this effect; namely, the Phonological-Interference Hypothesis and the Semantic-Interference Hypothesis. Few
studies have investigated the irrelevant speech effect in Chinese reading. Moreover, the underlying mechanisms
for the effect also remain unclear. Accordingly, with the present research we examined the irrelevant speech
effect in Chinese using eye movement measures.

Three experiments were conducted to explore the effects of different kinds of background speech.
Experiment 1 used simple sentences, Experiment 2 used complex sentence, and Experiment 3 used paragraphs.
The participants in each experiment were skilled readers who were undergraduate recruited from the university,
who read the sentence while their eye movements were recorded using an EyeLink 1000 eye-tracker (SR
Research inc.). The three experiments used the same background speech conditions. In an unintelligible
background speech condition, participants heard irrelevant speech in Spanish (which none of the participants
could understand), while in an intelligible background speech condition, they heard irrelevant speech in Chinese.
Finally, in third condition, the participants read in silence, with no background speech present.

The results showed no significant difference in key eye movement measures (total reading time, average
fixation duration, number of fixations, number of regressions, total fixation time, and regression path reading
time) for the silent compared to the unintelligible background speech condition across all three experiments. In
Experiment 1, which used simple sentences as stimuli, there was also no significant difference between the silent
and intelligible background speech condition. However, in Experiment 2, which used more complex sentences,
normal reading was disrupted in the intelligible background speech condition compared to silence, revealing an
ISE for these more difficult sentences. Compared with the silent condition, the intelligible background speech
produced longer reading times and average fixation duration, more numbers of fixations and regressions, longer
regression path reading time and longer total fixation times. Finally, Experiment 3 also produced evidence for an
ISE, with longer total reading times, more fixations, and longer regression path reading times and total reading
times in the intelligible background speech condition compared with silence.

To sum up, the results of the current three experiments suggest that: (1) unintelligible speech does not
disrupt normal reading significantly, contrary to the Phonological-Interference Hypothesis; (2) intelligible
background speech can disrupt the reading of complex (but not simpler) sentences and also paragraph reading,
supporting the Semantic-Interference Hypothesis. Such findings suggest that irrelevant speech might disrupt
later stages of lexical processing and semantic integration in reading, and that this effect is modulated by the
difficulty of the reading task.

Key words irrelevant speech effect, background speech, reading, cognitive mechanism, eye-movements



