OHELESEE 2022, Vol. 30, No. 8, 1794-1803 © 2022 [ERF 2 BE O AT 5T
Advances in Psychological Science https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2022. 01794

* #t % % t (Research Method) *

ERENIFABARERRAR PRI A AT =
KERRITA

Mt FEMHc ARSK: MEa OB OE!
CrRTA K R, M 510520) (G r K& ¢ BE, 1M 510632)

H OE BAEFEHARETFREK, BWEER, RRABITRAEHTHE, W2 A TITARERRT,
BRABRARFTAE, THEEARALEEERBRANG T ORE, 12 FTEFLEROEA R, ALV TFRAR
RBEEH, R TINRBRARI . EAEEBRIE T LR, ABTITH R FARBRDRYGER T ERER
O RBAIAT . BAKAR, Fo it T RRBRIERN GBS EEBTT P HEERE KB
WFH) £, BETAERE T - T FSRIIRAFF N E, I T R RS IR R LR
BIYFRARGELT G,

KA MABYIAR, PR HIRY, ENE MBI, kRIRE, B R4

&S B84l B849: Col

1 58§ Yo He 3 A R ) AT, AT SE BN D3R T 5 I AE A
o R E W (Schulte-Mecklenbeck et al.,
P A T (R R e 0 LR W7 (Schulte Mecklenbeck
. et e o 2011), EAESR, T USRI BT RIRATRE,
T v fig H BE B (Edwards, 1954), LA 5% 95 BBl & . e b T e

JN o s . 1 g —Fp 2 F 8 sh A4 o B2 O 4 B R (movement-
HaEis, SEMAEsiTh. 2a8mEn? & b measures), I 3 3t 5 H A (eye-tracking
Tk T TR R SR A i BEIF 7 SRR A 42 . . .

. X el technology) & f& THLPEMG . & OLPESR | 2R BB
IR e 2042 S04ERE S, 1T ek iF R .t y e o e
e 1 11 A FEWTHER . ) A, (555
9735 5h & & (Weber & Johnson, 2009), 1& ], . j _

N ) & . ft#(Gléckner & Herbold, 2011; Orquin & Loose,
AIF 5 A5 2 DA BHCHES T ol 25 43 30 345 o 90 A G T gk _ ) b e —
P 3 , 2013; Raptis et al., 2017), ¥z i F T LS5
TR o AHNL ML, B 5% 7 vkt e F P ok 45 _ o

tcome-b S 34 7 B A T (Ballco et al., 2019; Huddleston et al., 2018; Liu et
(ou . a., 2021; Newell & Le Pelley, 2018; Uggeldahl et
(process-based) #7E = (Schulte-Mecklenbeck et al., a., 2016)

2017). Bl & — Fi 3 ek 45 G 3 1 Ja8 3 e <y K e N .

OL7). 17— MUl AL BRI IR I £ A I 2036 5 A 3 13 J2 M B 3% (eye-mind
FOBCE R AL T HE e R e B 5 51, ST . . e .
Rt A ] 3 R A BT 2k 1 hypothesis), B[R [i# 1F 78 35 B A 15 B R K ik 1E 78
o HIRAAREE, AR S R BT 15 B8, I AR DA B 345 b I
FEAE BUAORT 25 g%, n] ) g st A v = ) Bl
Wk A W1: 2021-06-09 A F0 O TS FE AR 3 4T A A & (Schulte-
* E K A SRRl S AR H (71801110), T AA AR Mecklenbeck et al., 2017), fedesf IR SBESE

Bl2f L4 F 0 H (2021A1515011249), # 7 ¥ A SC % DLYE HL R K (fixation duration) . T 4 4 0kt

2 B2 W57 AR 2L 42 T H (18Y JC630268), [F 5K H o 4 oy S
ORI 4 T 13 F (71971009, 71972052), A A (fixation count) S5 W e 3 2 X457 B T 9 ¥ & Fn

{1 B4 A5 7 91 H (2017A030808013) ¢ 1) YR (Horstmann et al., 2009; Su et al., 2013), Ko
WAEMEH: A%, E-mail: zhoulei @gdut.edu.cn IR BN AR AR, A 56 RS B O S L
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BERAT (Su et al., 2013), skBsEHLR 2B TP
ol (5KBHFH, 2016)%8 MM THRE; L
AR Bk (saccade) 43 71 fiz B e 55 25 20 fif 48 2 R LL A e
el B (Khaw et al., 2018), Kook HL1F £
F 4 B (attribute-based) i J& Ft F 1% 1l (alternative-
based) ¥ Jin T 4% 1iF (Gléckner & Herbold, 2011;
Russo & Dosher, 1983; Su et al., 2013; Zhang et al .,
2022); LAHR 33k (scanpath) 52 e 40 52 A i 7R
F8Y R TR Ja e, 6 2 5 o i 3 245 1 IR 2y A6
X (HE 4%, 2019; Noton & Stark, 1971; Zhou et al.,
2016), HE—HL, B TIRRIR I FERAT A
FRFERM, nES RS T, HIRZ
KTMAT R Fln, GFREHFEEERTIAL
A B R (drift diffusion model, DDM), #37 T
BT VR M IR Y HUS A (attentional drift diffusion
model, aDDM) (Krajbich et al., 2010; Krajbich &
Range, 2011), A A% ORI Z, D5 B FEAL
FUESE B RUE FROR By, T R AT DAGE A e B A
BT | I B (7% V52 8 O 22 52 W2 2, BV B
254 T B SR 22 o G IR 3038 BRI Y, X
H5E 0 A i B e oA o T 3 A AR, T M H A
BEEMB PSR AT M Z B E &R . Xn, Chuk
2 N (2020) 3 F B 55 /R w] e B (hidden Markov
models, HMM), #& it T U] # f& & /R 1] 5 B 7l
(switching hidden Markov models, SHMM), F¥
HE5REEIRL G, AT a0 A mREZ Mk
RS IR B, X SE 50 A AT i 25 Rk
frEseE, B, £ IR 3hBUE 8 7R 10 3 R
U AT BB, AT LA L B (cognitive
computation) Y )23 [ #F — 25 fif B 4 A8 o] X e 5
SERTHEAE

2 10480, EWANE ALk ags TR
R g it BT o SR R ARG 30 A SR B B )RR AR DT
BRCETE 4%, 2020; ZLF 1S, Z=243t, 2015; Orquin
& Loose, 2013). T4k, K% AR 545 Y\ (gaze
manipulation) 77 ¥ B ALY, TR Bl AR ik — 20K
KRR S5 R 0 IR R Kl s e A7 2
PET IRAR o AR O AR R 1 AN 59 (exogenous
manipul ation) =%, 7 1 1E B (gaze-contingent) 5 4\ %5
TR ST R, (A5 P ok 25 e IR T 1 Oy
AR o MR B3 R 1) S s o EL e 3 i 9 b L
HREMRSE . —Jrm, LB KX R 2hit
FRFRAE Y 73 BT B B BT SR 45 A SC B /R 50—

T, 1 B AR B B ME e ad A, nT DA SRR OA 00
WatE R RCE . PSS IT B 4, A S ok
b AR AT Sl 25 R 10 S 16 (link) 32 (36 158 9 IE 3 S
¢ (Fisher, 2021; Liu et al., 2021; Shimojo et al.,
2003; Sui et al., 2020), FHHMEEMTHH, H
SR AT WS R AL TR A SCE TR RIAAT
PSR, FREE T R SR S A B A S
WL IE AR . BRHFCR, TR T AN
BEOFN PG, B TR sh U s e Bk
U1 T PR NS R, IR NS ek
L B K AN W T IR s T ok
KB EE Ty M,

FEAT M OLIR SR, AR Sh#R Y\ BiF 5¢ =22 0] 4y
AWK (VSMEPER S BRI I, 8 a1 Bh A
ERPRANER AR . ARSI ) ) BEARRAE A5 0 VR Sk R L
MR Zh, oMk sR# nysk s 2 (Shimojo et a., 2003;
Vriens et al., 2020); (2)iEME FEIRHBISE, @id
WS e e sk i [ E R IR B AR, YA F]
BEASBAE I, r T Sk T B T S AR Bh R
AR S G 3 ) DR 3R 45 SR (Fisher, 2021; Liu et al.,
2020; Newell & Le Pelley, 2018), #:HBFFE2E 451,
BRT ko TR R 32 B 3R AR pr R 5 4000 5
RS IR 1,

2 SNEMERBNIZHFAR

I IR Sl 5 GURE 5 T 1 MR R,
A7 6 10T 1)y BRARRAE (4 3B M (saliency) . AR
RSF(size) %), oii% B kI Ay S B ) 55 ik, 5l
TR L M L B bR R R R A, (R
5 4 5L 42 15 81 77 18] 278 (Shimojo et al., 2003;
Vriens et al., 2020), iZ3 AR ATER A IR shFs brds
FHE, EREE AR KA,

21 EFseE

W LI SR IR Sh 4 O 5 T R IR &R
Sl PR E R W, FRAR R R . Bk
M, WFoCE ATREMLI E B bR, i ad ARk
RIG M Hirikwig| Sl EX e E L2, N
M HEATIR SN, I RO & o 2 ik b5 B
FRVETI o AR5 22 LA T2 R a5 B0 45 P\ F Ak
B, 16— Y BRI, S8 A P Rh
MR T EAEGE R, B L e
AN HMB IR RR R — A8 1) A 0 8 242 I 7
Sk (LU0 AL, B R A 2 B A Sk 4 3 2
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x1 BIMRFEDE
, FEE FEI
PSS LT i H I 52k
YR Bk JEU - po 2k
SMEPEIR B AN R IS AR RS SR H EMN SR TR PER Vrienset al., 2020
B H ARk 150
YIFERE SRS YRR R s RS Peschel et al., 2019;
PEGEE . B . SIA%). . Zuschke, 2020
RoF4E, 51550503 FEAL E ARt
S R ST g R I ) s Ee T K NGRS+ Shimojo et al ., 2003;
F A B R 3k 1 Nittono & Wada, 2009
H e Armel et al., 2008
i Fisher, 2021
HAGERE  RKEMR M H AR R EN T B AR AU IEES Liuetal., 2020
I M, TR S s Morii & Sakagami, 2015
S e 5 Ghaffari & Fiedler, 2018
WO SR LR T (4R )R B —E MK 5 e SR Fisher, 2021,
ARG, T AR B Liuetal., 2021
IR e 5 Sui et al., 2020
NP TTALIR %, 2021;
Newell & Le Pelley, 2018;
Tavares et a., 2017
SRS Parnamets et al., 2015

MFAT U (R 2H), BB R RIE K, BRAE A4
PG 0 S B A, SC T AR A Pk
B —F, R BIRERFHE XL RIER W E
PRIEI I TE A2, JF B 4F 1% 55T (Vriens et
al., 2020),
22 ETIETRIY IR

YT il K Y T 3 (stimulus-driven attention)
AJ PR PSR 1 R4 B (Mil osavljevic et al., 2012;
Orquin & Loose, 2013), [HIt, B Tz FHAMBIRR
22, LA LT T (top-down) B9 40 £ 3 17 AR 5 45
I\, W T B RO R I ) B
LA H T _E (bottom-up) 84 # £ e 3k 47 S IR 50
BRYh . XEHFT 0 SR AR o O B AR )
PRAFAE | T 52 5035 X H AR 300 A 1 00 ke A7 IR 2l
B\, BRI 2 B H AR T, #
F AR ERBRF (D)2 kg w2,
PE 52 (Milosavljevic et al., 2012) , F#AR % W i
(Zuschke, 2020). % %€ i (9 5 o (Kunar et al.,
2017), (2)¥&hn#5r%:(Orquin et al., 2018; Peschel
et al., 2019), (3)7f K3k Fi (19 R~} (Zuschke, 2020).
W ARWFIE 2 DL B A S B N ds bn o i,

Zuschke (2020)% 5K 52 40 3 75 A [\ (19 75 52 J7 Hh &
Hh AT R 2 TR S e A ) 3 S ) A
135 W] FE R X S 06 5 AT IR SR . S5 R R,
173 o 7 A 2 2 65 1) o W) R ERAIR, ARRE I 5| SE 8
A, OO0 i 1) 36 % 2 3 ) 3 B AIC A 35 5
1o AR, FERAE = i RSE R /N SR 5 AR 3 11 52
g, AR A 5 s T RSE R T 20%, 2R
S G ) 2R, SRR, RS
R TG 58 S BRE W 5| 250 35 A, i S g
R MR AT, XA, 7E Peschel %8 A (2019)1%
WEFE T, S0 5 BEAEAS R 0 15 5 1 vh i 8 5
RIS, T 5 I S kE A R /NS TR A
BLFF 5 AR 2, S50 3 2o 48 1 A 48 1 R /NG & 52
H M ERLRE R . R oR, BN R ARZE Y
T 58 SRR W 5 S50 A, S50 3 e
PEREEAT. MITZEARATEERIAR S B RN, X b5 48 3
5 B AT R ) SE 86 rh R B, TERRZE RT
KT, SE50 bR 2 5 3K 1 15 58 1
MIRBCE Z, I B mAFEsE e, 48 Bk, 5T
TE 0 (14 ) B IE AT R Bh R A F 5 5 LT 2
AT, 25 AR R T e 3 g AR e Y )
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PRI I AR MR By B2, AT 32— 25 52 i)
Hyed . xAEWFenl ) St o ide . 5%
BRI A PR AT R B
23 ETRHRE

G — A Ry AL )3 o R R TUREAE SR R A T
MR 2 #9197 ik {8058 ) % 88 1 (forced-
exposure), RIAE H b 46 50 1) 52 90 ) ok 5] 5 52
B MEM, DLSLORIEATHR SN, FR i (i sr
95 (B O 1) U H bR o SRR 22 UL
Ko\ b5, filtn, Shimojo 45 A (2003)7E— I
SN E AL 5] g, R H A LY
R E], BRI E A T L A UK 2 B B A (900 ms)
LeAlE B AR FL (300 ms) T K, & B S 56 7 5 41 i)
WO BbR LA 51 )y . Z5 i, Nittono FI
Wada (2009)F FHHI 4 (1 EJE Sy 5256 b1, 2R 52
55 FAE Wk B R ok A RS R RS2
FeY\ H bRk 100 5 4 B AR B804 R 1Y) 2 B K 43 51
1./ 900 ms I 300 ms, HEIFALEEE 6 K, LI
S50 R I I e BE H AR AR = T R
BB AL P ABE 23R (5000) o 4 AT 2 30 18 A5 T4 40 175
S IE, S R R vk T LU R AT E bR i AR
AN BE 2, SR, 5 AT I 6 5 R T R S
S5 BRI, R R vk A A B . il
Armel %F A (2008) (1 F 5% L oK 5 56 34 7E 5 % 5K
T EY R TR R, S5 EOR, M8 R
il 2 8 RN AR BRI S0 2
S T A e B E AR IR I SR, YR B
P R TSR S 06 3 DO B B, bR a2 T b e
PORERIN R RE T 7%, B T4 SRR oY, ok,
225 0T R SR F 9 A (0 P i o) R R e, A 4R A R
ENEE AR S  l e b 2 T
IO AR W ARAT — R R (/N IE”, SS
TEI) FIO A 2R 15— 2B A0 2 AR ( RIMIE”, LL i
T) PSR PR, e v A S B R 0 I 4 e 2
FT AR, 4R S — RIS 2 R
05 F), BRI E/D 5B, JH T M
VPR 4 H bR A sk 2 B A, 45 R X b
TR 0 AT R K 8 2R I A E B
(Fisher, 2021), 7] I, 3% il 5 58 2% 2 — Fh 5 A 20
AN IEPE IR B4 N Ty i, FEINJIURSR . I 2R POk
TR 30 R 5 25 2 AN AR AR 3 1 A 800

gi b, ANEMEIR h ik 2, WS E T
VAR 238 0] . 399 58 0 30T 1) 40 BRI ok A8 4 3

B A SE T IR NIR 31 JF 5 | R 90 00 3 i i
fRtfo BCETFSR A BRAE D A R B . fHEE, B2
iz T YRR . W AR SRR, @iyl
SR RERT LASE Wi SE 96 3 A H AR T iYL+
P AF ik — 2530 = Sk THR AL T R B filin, R
PRI E T Y BRI TSR 45 20, M AR
O B I . IR B BR A RS S5 T
VISE I 2 35 %50 B 9 FE AR, SRR A A
SRMAMEE IR BRI R — SRR, &
Se, BRI 2T BN IR AT L5 Ak 52 36 25 X
HAR LI IR L, (HAEH R 245 7 K%
v (demand effect, Newell & Le Pelley, 2018), 34
F AT RE R H bR Y 2 I (] 54 Bl 1 3R
FETE B oA #IESE H Y, RIS AT Z B
FRiEmi, R, SRR AR S ] G S ST &
AR AR S0 7 R BE B B AR eI, AT 52 1
SR EE . HR, PR EBYTE AT
55 e SR R 5 V1A 5G4 MR A TR B 2 i Dk 3R
25 . WAR S )2 B30V (gaze cascade effect)
FIERRS Y R R A3, 1 LR (first fixation)
IR BREE R A R 0, SR T AR M TR 45
LI I WA K IR PN IZ TR b e o P ok 4
(van der Laan et al., 2015), nJ I, EARSMNEVEIR 35
BPE ARG Z M, BT 52815 R340 %
T, LTS AT A5 B R i Ve 25 52 B — e

FRBES M
3 EWMERRMATR

HEAE BRI 55 R FIAS 5 Jhy S 30 3 BT 42
BT AR T 3, AT DL AR 55 o sk g X 52
e R, 7E— 8 R L 5w IR AN MR 34
YHEFTIFRA A o PEIEHI 5T 0 AR JEL i 2 30k
REMLIEE B ARIEI, FAR S St W se s 4 A
FAGHR BhAR R, 24 4th A AR S A ok 2 ik & 45 R
S O T R R A, BRI
HERE, UL SLIR #1917 (Newell & Le Pelley,
2018; Parnamets et al., 2015), %2050 H R
AR Bl AR 35 R R LS (last fixation) | { LA K
46 (Fisher, 2021; Liu et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2021),
o, sl P B AR Sh e S P ol
o BRT, EARR) 2 s TR EOR . B
Yok . WU HESR | SR IR SO0, Skedg
RAYPR G FE S RS R R KR
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530 %

31 BEFFRXEFMSR

RAEERIN e bR ok X 4, 58, TEALE FE
PRI AT R R R E SR MO S B e . Bk
ME, MhEH e HAREI, EERORH A+
AR Bl B, Y4B SR 2 X 0 A T %) 7 AL A 31—
SE I ES, PR bR i, AR sl
FERMEATEYN, XA SR R s I 7
HARET b, R, SR E T ReE M T%#H
PRIEETR . 5 1k A T 2% R 1 e o P A %
2o TR SRR A, WS E A R S
T AR A DL B W 40 B S B B e A AN, O
BB SR A AR S R, 2 HR Bh S WD B S
X PR E LR 3 E /K B 500 ms fE, S
55 H PR AL S B HAR 35 %] 50 ms Hf,
PETAF IE R, L E AN RN ESENE
Yo SRR, TRFEERREY N LEIRT
50% (Liu et al., 2020), dAA#RGA R ki 45 mT LA
R PR B IR M AT o E B TR PR S T
o, BIFGT A ) S A — S ) B, BRI
PUAE BRR I ZE AT PN X5 HR 2 {3 AW I 3] S 56 2 7
R 3 4 ) — 7 5F (] (H AR e 352 750 ms, A H bRk
Wi 250 ms)f5, SEERHE FUCE I H AR BEIRT, eI
1R 2B, S T 7E RE R B H R A SR
SR, S T A ] T3 R R YR R R B A 6
T (Ghaffari & Fiedler, 2018). KT, 1EIAKIHe 540
B, T AR R LS B IR 3 I3 A 18 B B R
. #il4n, Morii F1 Sakagami (2015) A i & Ak
SCER M EL, BB A A R A W, Y
AR S0y (S0 1 0 58] S 00 28 T AP A TS, B A
H AR BETTR;, BEI0 45 1k S PR, S0 T B A A
VR ARSI R R SR, SERG 25 R RIS
B BB IT I i ) T2 1Y B AR L 10

TATIR, T REREM SRR
SR FEAS R 5T P 1Y) 22 52 0] BRI T B SR AT 55
TEo HINHMPRSRARLL, 760 P o SRR B fE e 3R
SEH S0 Y R G AL s Rt R TR
Wil : FEIH PR RSRh, SCI E B R AT A
Y, fEEEREY, TRETRESEIETR
HXHBR A, 323+ 2FR 11 (socia desirability)
HsZ o R, A TFE e 3R T B AT BB AR iR R
HEATHAE MRS, IR SR b LR T AR AT
YR AL B A9 3 30T R 23 B A R A9 3T R g
(recency effect) (Atkinson & Shiffrin, 1968; Cowan,

1993), i HE A 35 2 AR
32 ETFEMEK

B TR TR AL, TR LB Bl R B 5T
W, BT ARG B R SR T TR R L
XEBF B EEA R IR, 45508 B s AR B
B IH B4 0 LB 4 (H A B30 AR B R 1 10 A K
EHR), IBERRENA ERTRE, Yt E
i FEE H A 358 0 A4 3 0 B 0 38 2138 A2 B (B I
5 TR, PR MO R . IR T
P RX G BT LA WIS, RIS RN 4 B )
M . FEFE TR B A58 o, AF 5T BEL
PEHCH BRI, Y20 % H br 5 AR B bR kI Y
A AR s B B ok & D SR B o 2R R
D5 AR R[] 28] ) P SRR 55 b B UE S A /%, BRIV
T RN T ) T AL, AT R S I
O T 3 SO 4 o - 0. % O S R 15
H BEAIL I s 10T A B — o B AN H ARG, 7ESK
95 F L H br 5 AR B Ar 4 BE ARk ] — R B[] [ {E
Joi i e R R o X AR ST 45 S 2 I ek A X
HERE AL, AT DL S0 O L ik B B AR
HEBE 5 LAY BRI,

TE s W e S A BIF 53 v, Fisher (2021)%: T 3£ 10
PR ERAT R, SE IBEALERE Y SS o LL 1T
S ERR LI, — HLSC 0 A kA ) — o i K
(BFRiEI 1.2 B, JEHARET 0.3 #), BTk
SNBRRE DR, MW SEIUER I R G, L
sk, 45 B BOR Y LL $EI 2 H AR, AH
e HA S A, SEEe % LL BRI e g b 4 T s
522250, Liu %5 A (2021)ts 3 T Lo g 52 i 3%
BT . AR SEE6 L H bRt I £ /0 2000 ms.,
BADGRIX 2/ 50 ms J5, PRIk, LR
ISR o A5 AL R T B A XS B AR LI A 1 A0 A
KRB A S 56 O 1) e 15 H BRI, FEABAT] 2 T 4
FER BRI ST b, S HR Sl A3 I 3 92 56 5 i H
PR & 53] 2000 ms, IfH A 24RIX 2/ 50 ms
Je, PRI B, SR E MO IOk L SRk
B, R B ARG R e, A B AR
YR 5 LR BRI B A R T 50%., DL
WFIT LB, EEO\ILH T B br 4k B 0
AT DA A5 S8 300 1) 7% 4 B o A B T, A XL
W6 e S 45, Sui 25 A (2020)-t 43 5] 35 T 15 15 A 4
JEVEATIR SR . FE X FT P, SE96 5 78 A~ 1)
B 2 22 AT 10 i RS 1 T e B, 4R 2
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S ) 38 2 35 2 A H AR BE IR 1500 ms, VEML
BEASDLERIX 15 100 ms (WF5T 1), B H ARG
51000 ms, F 424 HR X 1k 100 ms (AF5T 2) i
TR K, SCo0 3 o e . S0 25 R W 7E K
xR SR 40U3, N S 40 3 ) B bR 3 I 4 ) T
LB, B0 LA 358 438 O 4 il T 100 7 1) 40 2R

B UL LASR, 35 3R 100 A% R 2 3 B AR g
FH T 5L 00 DA 0 P 3R RN B Sl A2 2 1 T A e SR UF
5% o TEINFN 35 4005, , Tavares 25 A (2017) 33K 52 5%
HE T SR S TR A 2k 45 ik HE — S S AT
TE SR B ML AR R B BRI I e 5k, 2
SRR, EEYRT B R B I T O AT
SEIGH YRR L 24, Newell Fl Le Pelley (2018)
KT 30 AR5 N (2020) 7 B R iR BT 45 Pt B A
T Tavares % N\ (2017)SE 3025 5L . oh, fEIETE
TR R G J PR, BTy IR S
D5 AT REAT 80 W e SR i 4 . Péarnamets 45 A (2015)
B4 S 6 BEoR S B0  TE I W Y E A R IE 24 1 R
VAT AT G AR AN 1 24 A 78 158 0+ 3+ AT
INRFETETE L IO A9 I0, H bRk 00 h oF 5% & Bl
PUBAE o Y5250 4 L H AR e Dt 750 ms. dE Hir
BEI 250 ms J&, dEILE IR R, SCER O BE
PEo 5 R LI T I 1) R H AR, R4
SR T L RE S R 2 R R E R
A0, 3T A B R Bh R AE 24 KRR B ke
AT IR S AL, AR 2R T 1 G i I
IR, R0 SEEG AR

SRR UL, B A AL B B A ST AN B S
BE A, —ERE LR TAME MR shi
R BT RN AR o FERLIE BRI 5T AT 3
TR s A B AT IR SR, e BRI PSR,
B 22 KRS SR . B ISR | M2k . i
YR E IR RN T ZIE . X — RIIBFFR LR
AN 3 37 R O A R A SR A PR SR HL A E SR
GRS, FEBISEH, WP EEE AR H R A
IR YR A B R, B, EHEN
P AP B R R I R o e 4 )
BT SRR SR R R R B AR, R AR
JIAT R o

BRI, TELIE REER A S AP —E R .
m, 7eis iz e, B P mfeE By 2 a2 5L
o3 SRR R, T DATE R SR R, SEER
H R 20 25 T RETC 1 3k 3 fish e D SR B AR 1 2 )

AE I PR fi 1< S BN E] P, 0 32 0 3 A P Ik
B ENBEE B, EOUR R, TR S 58k
Ko TEARSCT LRI S, TR Y di A
UCHU L BIE Ll 3%~25%, 4R M0, LT i
FEAR R Z W] A X R IR S R A S o e Bk
WFFEH, Liu %5 N (2020) B 5E B N 100 i e d/ Dy,
TZAT ST IR 9 S B0 AR R e 20 1 i 43,
TEJG SRR, DR 70 TG S 35 i - 22 S 1) 2 100
A B . NI, FRATIA D A TE ALIE BEHR AT
Hh B A 22 A IR S IR 22— AT R R 0k
FEBA B JE DRI 1 SE PR 4 b R 5, SR
T GE— ORI R, (A DR SR 38 0 T 10T 58 6 )
G225 THRARRCR . AR, T LB R
PBTFAE LI A A A rp R B, RS
FAEAR ASRIRS M UR R, 5T H R Bk
FHPIRS LT, PRI IR Sh 1 A5 HH
P, XIS RAE N ) L HA —ERIR .

4 REERE

A3 Shy e SR A R ) RO 5 AN O i ARl
AR Z R, W T N FETE AN e ke
R X i RSB BRI BRI R, FTIT
T AN PRAR" AT DR SR R G 56
RHEIS U TRFIR TR, E— P, IR BIHRYEL
AR i A IR HR Sl BNl T B R S O 5T
LR IR ST, ARG UR SC 50 AT
it ST ARG R R AE R A R BE .
BYDFTRA HH—2, HENRA AR,
PR TTE A R B I TS B, R AR F 5 35 B ARG
BRI FE BT A I B T

HMIFAE AR B 45 a8 i i i 1 ) 2 B s
Yy B PR BRI By, A I3k 28 R\ mT A B S i
P H0) 45 B Bl AT H B0k s 5256 25 9 1L 5 1 1)
FIBR LT, AT 52 ] R 58 119 R Bl aed A B L4 2R
SMIEVE IR S BRI ST I BN Z ke, AT BRI HR
R L, (HAESE R BT P 2R e )
PRFAE S BEI I, 5y B SR o 4R
WFFE ISR K it g 50 SCdd AR A 4, H
FH LR H R LA R R, W,
TETH P AT g2 A U T 5T b, T Rz TSN I
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i o A T TR SR A R 2 R R R PR R AR, X
RARYHEZ A T RE R PR . IS
oAU 1 I 1 B 7 sy U A, SR AN
SR H AR, A5 ST H o SR, BT
B INEEO o, Hh TRy 5 3R AR 52
R PR AE, S5 Sy i BUE K, B2
R AL . TG B BT 5T ] 5 T A pE AT Bk
SRR AR I A LR, 0 TERS ISR, 22

Ry andr i FH AR Y (discounted-utility model,

DU, Samuelson, 1937), & AT T8 2 5 T4k
IR R Bl AR, AR T R A, G A A A A
(trade-off model, Scholten & Read, 2010) 1A~ A
A EZREFAEE M TR, BRI
T 5 3 3o 5 T 4 B ) IR S B A S0 2 T e SR A
U, DT SRR T ARSI R A R, e, E AT AR
YL e A 18 B 47 1 B 55t aDDM X 28
T R 7 A A BRI A 1 23 R i 2o 1 U T A
A AR R AL T BB 00 SC B4
RSP A EENE L 7EEIREm
E T BN R e R B PR IR Bt A2, IRE
SRS AR Z O, WA R E AT PR
LR )y e R LS, DA T 266 T e 3 o R o B A
BRI R AL B A IR . E ISR A, 4R
IR B LA AR P s 45 21, 7T DUAE S AR e 5
M, RETFLRE A hEEEENNRT,
U RAT I AT Oy ek s, DA BN
TR AR A et IR S e SR 1 T B R LR B
£ Lahey F1 Oxley (2016)FF 75 : A fifi FH IR
BNEARFITIEP A BB ARG, IR

ORI ATy DS U ) B 587 oK B 2 19 37 ke B

Weshde KBS M R IR H . BATINA, SRR
RO IR RPN RFTEZE N TUT I H
KRR

B—, XA R NIRAN TN —LR
B, Rk AIIF g i mT A LA TR LA J5 T et 52 560
Ko B8, A MBI R AR B L5105 K H
ANTR] B R 56 5 s S S 56 5 SR A R I R . AR
Simon (1982)#% i (145 BR #11: (bounded rationality)
fBeis, Az R 5 B AR 4 5 PR 1 455 4 I SR
DL X 36 855 19 Bk (Gigerenzer & Gaissmaier,
2011) . XF THRSERAAF T 5, A WU A 5] e
B FE A, T 2k BRI T Y 5 A 38 BE A Ak
ARSI A PR A, AU T E S8 T 55 5 3 T g

T e R A b ok R & 10 T3 g (Sui et al.,
2020), TEANFMTRSERMNT, LA TR
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LN B 1 3 E R T P e B PSS St g
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225, TUTT REXT B A W PR AA AT B A 25, X AR
545 18 3 PSR (Y IR 2 ik AR LA 1k 3 45 0 i 2 ik
B &%, REORRKEL % R A8, Aok AT
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2009; Zhou et al., 2016; Zhou et al., 2018), W5 H
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B I 525 bR (Zhou, Liang et al., 2019), LA &
AR 25 S5 0 92 50 U S 1 X R Bl R A AR A ok
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55, BEXT HHTHR S BRI 5 T BN HR 2
FEARE B — [, PR BT i — 22 R R
W IRERN NIRRT k. RO, 456
A @A FHLAE 2% 2] (machine learning) £ A, AT
SR SRR SCHE TR bR AR R A . TR
T — B s Hr ek, BT R ST S0 K b A
TR B 1) DR SRS i 5 S R e 3R A 4 ) 1 G R
[ QTR D o RN = N 1 = SVAR: 7 AP U M|
(Scheibehenne & Pachur, 2015)., [A1t, 78 546 5
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B BT Y % % 1 (Zhou, Zhang et al., 2019), LA
IS 2R 4 SRR AR R DR AR A, X IR B
BN S, SR EBEHARML G, AR
bR 7 X R 2 R i R D e 1Y D SRR AR B A8 A,
AT 2 5 IR B R AR R 00 A 2 . kAh, Bldss
> AT O AR B4 AT 5 S AL ) B B . Ml
S HOR TN 45 78 B KB AT U, B T AL
i 2] Sk T JOR AR B TR TR (Bhatia &
He, 2021), K& H P 093 REE AWK, #L
a2 > 5 R 338 B0 5T 0 4 A0 S B0 AT 2 ek
(Krol & Krol, 2017; Shojaeizadeh et al., 2019), &
AR A= I IR Ia R AR, HIRsTs
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The prospect of gaze manipulation technology in decision-making resear ch:
Altering decision-making

LIN Jiao-Min', LI Ai-Mei?, ZHOU Ya-Ran? HE Jun-Hong', ZHOU Lei*
(* School of Management, Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou 510520, China)
(% School of Management, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: The eye-tracking technique has been widely used in behavioural decision-making research owing
to its advantages: 1) does not interfere with the decision-making process, 2) collects information objectively
and 3) provides accurate and rich process data. To reveal the causality between eye movement and decision-
making, gaze manipulation could be utilized to examine whether shifting visual attention can alter choice
behaviour. Gaze manipulation is classified into two types: exogenous manipulation and gaze-contingent
manipulation. This paper reviews studies on gaze manipulation in decision-making, introduces the basic
methods and principles of gaze manipulation, and discusses the common manipulation indexes. Additionally,
this paper compares the advantages and disadvantages of the two basic methods. Future research from
different fields should benefit from fully considering individual preference and choice strategy differences
in decision-making, and integrating gaze manipulation with computational modelling or other methods to
enrich the manipulation indexes.

Key words: gaze manipulation technology, exogenous manipulation, gaze-contingent manipulation, choice

preference, causal link





