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Abstract

Word frequency, word length and word predictability have a general impact on reading, while Chinese
is significantly different from Alphabetical language, and their word processing mechanisms can’t be
generalized. Word recognition and word segmentation, as the two components of word processing,
can be summarized and discussed by summarizing and discussing the effects of word frequency,
word length and word predictability and the interaction among them on Chinese word recognition
and word segmentation. In-depth understanding of the special features and mechanisms of Chinese
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word processing can provide inspiration for the improvement of Chinese reading model.
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1. 3]

RN RS RIS T, 5P (FNE. EES)EEWR AN ZR(L et al., 2022), T
BESCrp, Tl (A S48 PAEAE, AR U)o A B e sy, i Sl T AR RS, BTt
B R AR BT A4 R, IR, A AR SC LA B 1 A X (He et al., 2021). Hr SCIRVE K 2 3
PIANEE Z AR, B FIRKERAR =, #R— 7K KNI 3 IR SR R4, 2008).
HOSCE R AR B A TG, TR LA N AL AT A B (Bai et al., 2008; Zhou & Li, 2021), 1AM (word
superiority effect) FIAf FLtHIER] [ axX— s, HOCERF R — B AT, AT DU AR R B — MR B T
HRNC AR DT, E 2 ER AU VR A N FEAS R BRI 7 4 B AR LT, B R S LR A — A
N T.(Shen & Li, 2012), ik, 706 s ST bl A L B, 1B S R AR R, T
AR Z )G 2o, BT AR 1IN L PR A A A R I AN ARG, 38 7% ZEEAT 1 1) 43 (Li, Rayner,
& Cave, 2009). VIR HIAAY) 4 32 B 245 B RI2md, Hewma i, . wyC e Bk . 16
RO BEMREE B (EEIS, 2023; R, TH, sKkFI5K, 2019; Lietal,, 2022; Li, Rayner, & Cave, 2009),
7E Rayner S NE K, A =AM ZN TR TSm0 & 5K, 43 BRI 1R e, 6
X =ANE R AR AR A FE ) = KK & (Clifton et al., 2016), HA a4 (GaIE K -TA5 2) AR K (M5 (5 B) )& T
T GRS R, TR TR T RS B . X S AN R R T SO REHE 5 A SRR AR KRR,
R AR B LRI R A H IR KB E, B BE S BI04 B2 AR 5, 1 AR SO o
529 B — M B 2B I A R 5 1 (Zang et al., 2016). AV R B AR D) VAR N TR sy, BB Ik R
M — AN B AR Y, H T3 B A L A B OO A 1A R AR ) 432 R A
(1, S R R — AN R, X ANENE AT S SR geifie , A—RlEh iR T, RE
ARSI SR AR Y (L & Pollatsek, 2020)0 5 — 0L s M A g aal YR ) A ] ) 73 AN 2 R I BEAT 1Y
SRR B, AAEAALE E-Z Reader fi%(Reichle, 2011). CRM A\ JNAI%E B A ] LAk [
B, IR Ll A PR 1A 2 (R S HE AT A T G, o i — /MRS S e G, AU R0 H
Sk, Bk, MRAEZAEL, Y] AR R EHET . SR80, BT CRM R TR TR, 2
MY B PONFS RV 2 J7 T, oV AEE SCPRAL 808 5 i KPS S 52 . E-Z Reader #7818 7F
PRANSEAMR B (L) VR % B A (07 B n Tk A7, — R B T—/Malil, R §f— /Ml 158
BUG, JE—MNMANCA ST L (2) AERENCRAERSE, SWORIRBES), AIREE N —His, A
e R IR [ (B 2 LA B, 25 B rp S UT TR {H E-Z Reader FE8Y /& 5 T BESCFR 1,
AN TR IR IE ST, ATREANE ] TR A @ s R R A R I DA K = 2 2 1AL
A8 FAE FA TR S AR ) 2 B gE e, AT BLR T Hh SOl T A pL] .
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2. WLERMEEREREIRIDIRA P HIER
2.1. 1885i(Word-Frequency)

LTS, FRAE B R A, R AR R, YRR [A) bR, RN R, BRSO i (T
W4, 2023; Ma, Li, & Rayner, 2014; Rayner etal., 2006), B4k, i@iid £ g2miam i Ty, ok
BRI —LEBIE TR B, e AL A T — AN A, AR WU N TR AN R B G (F1 2 4255, 20155 Cui
etal., 2021; Yanetal., 2006; Zang, 2019). XT3 4tk — 5 40 A HIF 50 2 T 52 e DA K = A0 A 1] 43 ) A2 .
YERSEJTT, — TR T AR AN R A0 T [ 15 ) s i it e R B, 10 T AT 55« Rl A A 55 0 Bl 3
RS FA (e AR R, AR A0 RN iy 24 AE 55 A (R g VR F L 01 3] T S B A 5% A0 5] 1524 55 #4640 1) 4
(Xiong et al., 2023), iy AT5 ARG DO 1A PR 50 R B B B RRAE 1T 1AV 4 WA 454 P T 7E D03 B 1]
WU JE B B (Li etal., 2015), R4l CRM, AR Boim N 11, H=E5w 4, SEIMTARE, ¥
AR RS0 B T I 56 G IAE S BB B R T AR AR B A, I 3T ] AR AR 2 R e AR iR
AN, W i A ) 52 ) 3 G P SRR I AR R A1) 2508 (The inhibitory Neighbor Frequency effect)
Fa 102 B A ] (0 1 3 B A AT R A R i, B L 0T B AT R LI A% 4 BE A 4b 3 (Huang et al., 2006; Li et al.,
2017); iy B HE %0 (The Facilitatory Neighborhood Size effect) i 42 24— /MalIC A £ AN i ia] i,
A LA E RN (L et al., 2015), T A ) — J5URFF 78 AL, 3] PR F00 44 T A B3k 9 A &0 30 4082 (Y ao et
al., 2022).

WeAk, AR IRSAE AN [F AR G 5 A E S, AR 2 ) L3 (1] S0 L e 4 ) L B K
(Guan & Fraundorf, 2020), ZHE1E L1 FR RN 38K (Liu et al, 2019). 18358 i) 1352 N AR AR A0
Tr] PR A (] B T i ] (S A2 A2 45, 2022), 17 PR (] 152 AT AS ] 45 26 14D 3] AR R B ) O S 3 22 S, X UL
B PR Al N B ARV 7 s B AR X e SISk, SRR TR A )z R R, AR
ALY T ) SR BRI T B b A B T RIS (A AE

2.2. iAH&(Word-Length)

Pait, TCEIC B 6% 2 BT, 72%;q2 T, 12%2& = in], 10%;2 DU 5 1E (AR H H
TR, 2008), 4% R F3A i FAE (word tokens), 70.1%[iA & —F i, 27.1%H3A & iR, 1.9%
fryia] Je =i, 0.8%fia] 2 PUS-ia] (Li & Pollatsek, 2020). HI T F401%) B (A M 1 M F )40 2~3 4
DT A R BR R, 3] A BEXE T B 3 2 BRI 2 (Inhoff & Liu, 1998; 151 [EUF)4E, 2011), il kK
Ko, VERLIS TR, BRI, 0 B IR s (Rayner et al., 2011), Li %5 A(2011) & IUAS R B 37 78 &
R [B] 3 22 5, ERERLIS TV RS R (] P AFAE 2 2 5, X U B R RN F T J5 AR Bt
E-Z Reader # 74 (Reichle, 2011)Fl SWIFT f& % (Engbert & Kliegl, 2011)#B AT DAAARAE: o 3 52 Hh ] K 2508
B TR R, 1 R 2R A 2 S e R FE A T RE T, R b e [ TR 2 e b R A 3R
RIS B, R WAHT — KRB K E S, A ReA SR A% A . BT SC B R, AN
RPN, Zang 5N (2018) kI, B —FE, (H2 HAsia P TR BiE B2 e S
FH PRI TH AR, X — i BRI RN RRIR AT (AR RE, Li A1 Pollatsek (2020)#2Hi ¥ CRM HJ LA
ARRREX—IG, TERNRNC AR, Jst ) B I 4 R S, I e S R P ]t 2 0
XS IR AT A B 4, B im0 B e e (A B A9 S8 4, BRI ANy ok, Sk BANIE
WVC G i 2 B 2, FrASE i TG, TR At 2 A8 K, 28 0 A0 3l VR 5 R i Ay —
e I T e P ib=105° =B N € AR A A 1§ o B o S Vol e O =] (€ ST T A L R o S ST 3 - o VW o
ELVEL I A) B8 K (Liversedge et al., 2014).
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2.3. JARO TR (Word-Predictability)

T4 5L — b A I G, I SR SR T R SR VA, RRE PR IRV B A B e TR )
RER s, 0 BRI B T i s (Rayner & Well, 1996). ToibfE FRHE &S PNy, :iE)ib & IE
FREE S (DGE) th #R S AFAE v TIPS EAR T 1 56 1) 4 o T o ) S, B AT me ek s (A 45
2016; Miellet et al., 2007; Rayner et al., 2005). TM XS TRV R BRI VE ALK IR R4, — 2wt ot
PR TN R 22 (2 w4 PO A0 T, AN AN o] A R, RIS A AE T 8 222 F A R
(8, 2021; Frisson et al., 2017), {HH AR 55 K AR AE TN 1R 22 AR (Delong et al., 2011), X &4
R ZER R T RA TARBME S (FRHE S MREAES), WUk E bR E 5 2 )
25 WRURIL, A KT TR 22 AR RUSLAE b SCI B 7 bR SR 1 B mim], A JE it i w] DL
IpVESHPIEA TR

TR T AN A 2 P2 A AN E e, fE B AR D, e D] e e B A e LU A D e B R A iR
SRV B B 22 iR 8 35 T 1 A5 IR (M1 PH 4%, 2018), e BB B AE J L 38 LA AE ) L2 A TR0 8 07 H
DR EE L, LEE S 1AV TN 52 280 B R (TR T OB 45, 2020) . BEAL, ARSI TN M 2 1]
22 BAE R RE R, M THHEN, S NI K P 3 2 AN B O PR B RO 285 Ry (1145 =5
S5, 2020). I gt BL B BB AR I 52 20 IOV R s RO . 5 T M AE OGBS EOn A A B,
PR A AL AL, A A B s 0V TR of Sl v, BRI Rl VBN T T, Y A i
FH)7EJETH (Veldre & Andrews, 2018), {H R RAFAE— & RIZERN, — LR 58 R PLIX P IIAE F I (B A0
K/INEAE 2 5 (Haeuser & Kray, 2022; Kuperberg et al., 2020; Nieuwland et al., 2019). ISR, FRIER
TARNC AR A R R BAR RS i sg i, (HR AN T Z i — D IR &R

24, IWLERMERESNZEER

A HAEHFIRINA, AFEACPFRERZRSGFAELEER, EREEES, SMEKPESHES
MG KCTA R 25 B0 T2 (Dank, 1983). (RIS B T i b0 SC 7Rt 72, T kR s ik 5 B R
FR )Y N ik #2 (Dambacher et al., 2006), &35 P 1t 5 1] ARS8 B AR FH S 25 R R A 15 15 F0I P T 3 52 i )
JIEIARY BE(Hand etal., 2010), {EAIFF8 A A 1] A50RH TR0 44 2 5 e 1) 10 T3 % 1) 79 T 6 A LA G) e 57 1)
# (Reichleetal., 2006). H13C H 4R B PIHRBHAF 7T AL, V5558 T 1 45 1] A2 1] 22 LA FHAE 46 TR AU
[ S50 AR (7K RS, 2008), T BAIX AN R 26 HR 20 (152 ) 2 B AR AN (Lu et al., 2008).
Liversedge %5 A (2014) & B T 2 EECFA AT EAZ BAEH, RAMRAUR A0 & A2 MR8, 78 & Aitia] A
AFAE, TAE 53— WURE 58 i R IR A A 7= A 1 S 28 R8T, AEAIAIUA] th AN AE (Zang et al, 2016), X
AT RESE TR B R B A 2 BT S B0 o Biln, RZE RS A\ (2022) [ ARl T A0 2 i i = A
FHAT THEIC, R ILTUIE AR A SR A A BN A AR A BAE A, Xyl BTN L RS A I
037 bt H S SR B SR R PR AV AR AR SR S RS Liu, Liu 25 A (2020) (B 5T R RE A R BE S 7
PESIEMAZ HAE R, Ml P R R RO, TR GG = AR S s BAREA, (H2
TR S R ir e f 58 HAEH .

B R AR AR 57 (2014) 2K F 1Ty 44 25 SR ATF T2 7= AR A R K AR B, S5 R IFIA K
DL FNRSIA 22 BAE R, BT AT %5 B AR S 2 R LUK, 77 300(2018) ik — R F A1) F B AT
-t R AR A A A HAE A o AR IR AN PE 7 T, 2500 (2016) [RIRS 490 1 H Facia] i Fi v (= T
WS AT FIR A BT =1 AP F3]), 7Rk se e AR AL 8] E ORI T B IR BARE . e
TR, X Bk T =2 A 23], U7 1A A = 1A R (R 8 22 R, =i
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BRI e T 0 ], = AR R T ] s AEAR TN SR AR, =R 2 TR Ak R 2 A
B, FASERL N A T = a], =l S A TR T DY 4]

3. WL RMBRERAEREVIS P HER

FEH ST e, BB WA I 2 3R ORI 43 B i) i B, v B8 B v SO A IR (2 445, 2011
Liversedge et al., 2016), BFFLAIM, = 3CFE A o] 2 — AR B 83 A48 193 #2(Gu & L, 2015; Shen
etal., 2012; Yan et al., 2015; Zang et al., 2013), V)7 46T FALHr B ET74%, 2013; 754545, 2016;
Yan et al., 2015), HSCBIBLIE ) 3 AL LR A%, 2 2 Pl AS BANE S B R o

3.1. 1A%

DA I S AN R LT 2 IRy R ), B e (R by, e AR 2 AT AT 5 25 5 V4
FRIVIRBEK K, BhiRE mE(Liuetal, 2019; Yanetal., 2010), % T HESE LA BB ALK, X
S ) P 3] 1) 43,42 52 BRI K 52 (Huang & Li, 2020; Maetal., 2014), 1Em—KI&ME T, SCE A M)
gy, MAEAR—m A N SR D) 4o B TR D) 20 A 78 6 BRI (2 — AN A S 1 Rt i g ar, [
PERNC I AR R TR V) 2 B B —FEE 23] T o, A — St i n i bR T
FHE, WY SR TR RREIME (RS, 2018; Liu & Li., 2014), #ilGmvkit<5 A (2018) K
P TP R Rk H AR I8, MR T 404 3 500 o o ANl 3 AL B R (A AR T IX— 458,
Y7 R A B R BN TR i R AL B MR (Liang et al., 2023), X— IR AT fEE BT A SR M
FE ARG SR, 6 N A FORE N =1 (A SR SR, A N- 1 AL A e 2 5, W N
i b Ca e, Bl e ZRME R EEMNNS TR, RN TR af doe & L.

3.2. jA4

A RS BT U)o FA Bk B A R K, Bl AR, i TR (AR K, ik
ARG, ARBPEES AR, ARBEE SO B AR s (Weietal, 2013; Zangetal., 2018; 7k1212%%, 2020), iX
— 2R A TN L () S g (processing-based strategy), BN RATRE LN TSR, aKAE —EFEE
AR, BB E RS K . KT Y] 1A TE E-Z Reader B!, SWIFT 2 41F1 CRM H# AT LA
fRRE, IXLLRERUR A T AR R Y, BRI IR, TR B R e R, MU T R R,
A=A K, 2 PR RH Je X e, B F R T ) B (DO R R AR A A 1 A
FAM 4 Az 18]), IS B0 ) 5 SR YA BN T 7 AR 3 B A Ko T Pl = A L,
Liu F1 Rayner (2011) & ILAT RN T4 N+ 1 RAG B IEM, A4 IRBkE S0 B S im ), i 2 EN
IR Bk R AL B STk, KRB TRV R, Frbhised RaeR H 2 0 M T vl 7, AW e
PESEETIT k. EEEENEWMEE RENEERNE, EAYshbes 7 enER, MKt
IR b 52 2% B2 (BB H D) AT, PR 2 2% B (B8 I 40 22 ) Wl Bk s 2R 0 AIG, I IR BE G, B 2B i)
B AR VC B 2 S AT R 2 (R B UR4SE, 2022; Liversedge et al., 2014; Zang et al., 2016).

3.3. TAHS TR

T MEAE A=A B B, Rt TPl = A s, DU 7RI, SARTIE rwAE L,
TSN B B 2 S ki, AN TR B4 (Rayner et al., 2005; %5745, 2020). 7545 A (2016)FH
MUDEHERGTET, IR N+ 1 A 0P ) 5 ST 2 ol Bl Y T P S8, 3 13 B A FOURR i B 1] 174
PEFL SRR Y] R AER T, Liu 45 A (2018) A 82 3 1 AN L B aml F Tl v ot IR P2 (s, oy
TR R BEAR T B AR 5= AR K ARG, 50 BA 52 2 R VA B TN A5 R X ]
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MBI T, HET 2R 1) H AR A R AR BRI L, A B bR S S AT U0y o AR BB EOCT AT R BT
TR BRI G B 2R VI MR, S EE B EOSCTRT 1 2 ML H % (Huang etal., 2021; Ma et
al.,, 2014), IX—KIUFT LA CRM (K58 FHBec ARG BMERE, 100 T H B m] FR R 0 AR A BB B A5 X 3] 1)
Sy I, AR AR A BN S D) AN T, TR A R A G B 2 D) ) AN TF] 98 (Zhou &
Li, 2021), XfF& MCU fi#(Zang, 2019), 4 E1A 8K+ 705 W H & H, AR SRR 2 D Ak
BN LN, A W E WA SR Lo Z A EIE. 20, A GBS B TR E 1 A=
B BCOCT AT R R O SR TP AR B S BT T, AT RIE BT R A P 7 R SR FUREAT IR T

34. WILEEMIERERNRZEER

CRM APy B — M HAEH ISR, WS FERNAILE 2 B HAHR W, X — 8 HRE
RGP R R SO D) A B, AER RO ) A 23 2 [ (9 38 A R AR AR R B S 36 50E I . 78 SC B
S 348 5 30T (14 IO P R R B EANATAE R HAE (R He %, 20225 Liuetal.,, 20205 Luetal., 2008), Xl
755 N (2020) R IRIBI 1 5 e 50 35 (28 HAR R, AEAR TR 2541 F R IS 2 3, A6 e TR0
PESAT TR AN RZE, IS 7 BN e — HEARE, XUy s 5RE
FRZEEY] . BT IRVCRBAR I K% Y], PIAE B IR R0 A 52 2 BT 78 2 157 D) 43 i UE
P, G0 R (2018) B 9 B0l R R AAE Bl 152 A 28 BARE 2 10(2016) 30 e P00 2% A 1 il ik
2, kit bkE, (R TUME R AS [F B2 11 BBk 28 8 E 22 7, Ul BH TR0 A 2 SR RIE R A 4y
Xt V)0 SL R AR BEVE T, i ] R RIR ABULE 7] B 43 v 75 A7 A8 28 A I 7 B s dk A7 itk — 2B 1 o
BRI
4. RESRE

EW ESCATd, RVCAS BANES S B s A TS AN B, RIS B 5T, AR K
St F YOI T B2, e, T, VI TR 5, 7. R BN B S
243 K B AREA RFUNRK 4 F K (Clifton et al., 2016), {E074 35 B B AO1E T o RIS 4 (¢ B A
BE, AAEARH RIS, Bl 1 — U T I8 I S AR A AR AT 4 B, R I RN R ] 0 T )
AEAERE B, 55— R B SRR RO T 5243 (0 A S [R5 1Al s, 5 — RRa AR 5243l
TARBEE R, 055 — B Rl AR 2 0 ) & 41 1IN T (Zhang et al., 2024), EiEBHE B30, 16 (i
MEFEEEONESRE R, BAMECHERAIEAFZ AL, W& E RN A H R, & T i
G B 0 1) B LA T iR AN A BE AR BE 25 S I 1, (R VR AT e = A — @ IRE . HATE
FREE T AR P AT X R AL, ARAE AR SO s LA TR B — 2D I S0 R 3 X k.

FEIX PRS2 00 58 ELAE 5 T RO 7 LR B 2%, R ABURD 000 14k P 2 2 (M) ASAEAE S AR, (HA& 40
FTIME 2 18] AT GEAFAE RS HARF, 3R 22 53 Mk w] B Hh 1 m K S8 B TR (02K F BT KCF) B § 31
I CAETTAE, 2020), HEAR ) JE R 75 Bk — 0 i o3 b i858 5 U M)V 2 18] () 56 AR A Re A9 T ] 41 3]
K IAAAFAEAS TAE T, AR TR0 1 R 2 R) T B A7 FE RS FAE L, Ut Bl 2 5 i 0381V m T2 1) S5 A
BB meah, X =32 A =8 A8 AR W FAKIN G =, £5-G 0 U BV R B8 4 15 B AR SOV T L
file BT BRBI=REZESN, BEFEE AT AR — LR R AT T BEAERTEI, B EE0X — s 5
Sz WAAERL BAER, (A2 52 MAAEL BEAEH, S mEEN T 5 m T, &k
of 1) B A B TR AT A AR I T AN —REIZE R, Liang 25 A(2023) & BB 1A A B AR A R 1]
FABMERER KA —FE, HREMEAZENTRIAR, HAMI— SR I T AR, A
RE R R B TR R (5, 2023; RAEAESE, 2024), X —AN[E A] RE A2 BT RV I AR RE
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ANE B, 5 SR B — D T R 2 A B R A AR A

FVCIRBI AR D) 2 I R —EHAZ R 20960, EEA TXFE BE & FArm T FamT, F
TN TR ALE CRM (Li & Pollatsek, 2020), AR EIGE) B FTA B 1T AR R s, X
SN L AR A 23 [F IO AT AR B SE 4, o I — ARG AT e G, D) RO R, TR,
FRAEZAR AL, 3 P) o RV R R AT 09 . P800 TR RAEAL )y E-Z Reader #5%Y(Reichle, 2011
Reichle et al., 2013), 1ZAERN IRV IR Al 4% B8 =4 (10 7 Z0 o0 CdkAT, — R A sen L—MaE, RA#R—
ANFNCIN T 52 /UG, Ja— MRV A 24T 0T, DR a0 43 Ra) Y0 R S F R P BB AT . AT DL R
T — S BF FOSRARGPAT I TR Z N TARE R Fril, — R XRESE X FFE IR, EESE T
Frer, RIA RS S 2 S MR A R, SORIR )5, UE B SRR AT N L (Huang
etal., 2021; Maetal., 2014), —s&H R J2 1] - v g U154 3 (parafoveal-on-foveal effects, POF Z(5) T
T, —UEHFTABIAFAE POF RN, SCREFAT N (Yan et al., 2009; Yang et al., 2012), i 3 ZMIRE T A&
WAAELE POF 28, A SCIRTEZ AN TR (5 4245, 2009). =2 K E/K-F G BT,
TE &I S 9] XS B % 0 L v KPS SUE B A A& AT I L E SR (B L 2%, 2019), Yan %5 A (2012) K%
PUAE B H S b wT DN T8 X B, SCREFPATINT, 1 R T 55 A (2022) R IAAFAE A1 I ) Hh e [ 03
RBL, SCREFAIINL, X BF 2 1 SCRAEIX R Rl K CTAE BAEEA R AL BT S 800 . Srskidt, AX
SEATIN L AN FUIN LRGN FE4REE, S TR # 48, Zang (2019)F2H 1 £ 5o oo ¥ (Multi-
Constituent Unit, MCU), MCU i) NI SR it +— AN Lk, A &In ToA—AN 800, A
B IN T AZ AT, A B R 322 AT I Lid 2 5410 1.

SEEk

F%%, SR, EEF](2009). HFSCEEERE] A G- eSS 37 n BE SCGE B EEGHA] n-1 IR, 2R SE
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