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Abstract

Natural reading is a language processing activity characterized by high ecological validity and com-
plex cognitive demands. Eye-tracking has long served as the primary tool for investigating the real-
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time dynamics of reading, and a range of eye movement metrics—such as first fixation duration and
regression path duration—have provided a systematic framework for inferring internal cognitive
processing stages from overt oculomotor behavior. Complementary fMRI research has delineated
the neural network architecture supporting natural reading, encompassing the ventral stream for
orthographic and semantic processing, a left-lateralized fronto-temporal network for syntactic and
discourse-level integration, and a domain-general oculomotor control network regulating visual
scanning. More recently, combined eye-tracking and fMRI paradigms, which treat individual fixations
as internal event markers, have enabled direct examination of brain-behavior correspondences dur-
ing natural reading, yielding unique insights into the neural mechanisms underlying lexical effects.
Nevertheless, the fine-grained neural substrates of specific eye movement metrics remain insuffi-
ciently characterized, and establishing direct neural evidence for the mapping between metrics and
cognitive processing stages represents a central challenge for the field.
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1. 51§

Bl E A N FRIUE Btz O s NG S 2 —, iE T A is . IEFE 0. i8S i
T SCBOE S ARG 5 — R AR 2R POE O B S R (Rayner, 1998). A& SE I 7 F1I A0 2 3135 U (serial vis-
ual presentation, SVP)IEF 18 5 M EHZ A B8R A EHEI; M2 T, BN IBA) SR E A —
MR ISCA, X Fh B e 5 P B B s 7 MRS T FE R ARS8 . B AR B A B SR AL R S ) =
MialE, EFHREE SN RFIRED R E, 2017).

EIARAT T, B S0 32 B B IR BB BR AR PR R B i SE i sl B2 . i il il R
FENIE, BHFE XA T — RV IRBh AR IR T HARR 8 BN & S BN, 5 LI TA](first fixation du-
ration, FFD)i A0 A1V R ) SR B e bn, 328 BOEFE N T 5918 1E SCik; 1 RIS
i [8] (regression path duration, RPD) W 55 22 518 SUEEA K R340 AT S e 30 hn LB BEAH 2% (Rayner, 2009; 17
FIEE, 2013). FRIRshIEHIEIA, 41 B-Z Reader f2!(Reichle et al., 1998)45 SWIFT A4 (Engbert et al.,
2005), #—2K EdfabnEAdl, ME T “HRBEEIR - ETE” KRG MK R IXLEEIBHEZAR K
HEHE T BRATIN BS AR ST R ER A, (A 70 15 LAd I A IR S AT A HE TN A P R R AR

BEE N AR AR R, ThRERE IR % (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)ZE 4 AR 2L
NF7R T BRI M 28 L . O 785 OB SRR 2 B, B AR BRSO T 67 33 ] Y 1R ) 14D 408 o 3
P#(ventral stream, LG JEIX VWFA)S 17 57 HR 2hyd S 42 i 1 15 58 #% (dorsal stream, %1 FEF. IPS)Z
18] 8 &332 H.(Price, 2012; Zhou et al., 2016; Zhang et al., 2021). TFER, RNELMEME R BRG],
Z I 78 22308 fMRI 5 R 3718 BE B AR BEA 8 F (Baccino & Manunta, 2005; Henderson et al., 2016; Schuster
et al., 2016, 2020; Zhou et al., 2023). X ZHLES FIPACF T ETREN TR —AT N B — UG E AR 5
PR, R 70 BR AT =y 2% (] 0 HR 28 T B 52 B SR DR ORAS N B DX B0, JF Sem B IR AT N 5 e
FREE WY 26 2 TR ) BN AR R

BT, AOOK RGLrid H AR RS FE A HR SR AR R AR RS S A e Bkt RRERAR B0 5 DhRe i
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BEIR AR IR A VE T I B ST Fe b e, B AETRA S B AR B e e rh R - i W RILA RO B, Ot
RRBIEFCTT [ FEIFAR T o

2. RFNHEARADIAFRERE

AR B A2 — A PR FR Bk (saccade) 55 A& L I AR (fixation) A2 & 44 BRI BN &S FE o« T A5 45 8
(IR EL FE E R A AEVERL ], RIS K SRR 2 1) g R ASE A L A A ZE DA 0 in T ik A% 1Y) B2 A K (Raymer,
1998), NEAIX I, BHE T T — RIRSFEAR. Y5 EIRSIEIT T, X ESARFRIE R 5
HHFRFR SRR, 230t B A FER ATV AR il 21 i v SCEES B AS R R Be (=) LRSS, 2013).

2.1. BRHARBYIEIR

FHARR B4 bR 3 B T HRIRVC R BT EAR A AN T, 3 5 1 9% 53 B (Schotter et al., 2012) &
& (Jared & O'Donnell, 2017) )5 HITE SGEZ (Staub, 2015; Matsuki et al., 2011). X —Fr Boe O 165
B AT [B) 5 B U AR ] o

T UE PR [A](first fixation duration, FFD)J2 Fif HRIE 1 N — DG IX B PR K, Azt G
B W ERIEM . FRIRENLT 8] (single fixation duration, SFD) I BE ™A%, AN G55 — i Fal i o R g1
— R AL K . B AR EAEAE 25 5 FFD X2 2R 518 B SN BUR, AL SR A AL Al A
WK ATTRIESE) IEEIERRE . SRR ROBSEAE S SFD W S22 MR ERE IR, R IE% K
VBB R R U A G IR . BT IX— 25, MW 0E A 2 R A TRV B IR AR B (W25 824 Al 1]
KAL), SFD [RHERR T R EMEE T o alire s 0 5038 75 SR 5 32 1 S 30 TR AE
E P I B 58 T RS, B 2 SR FFD (15 [ FI2%, 2013). EAVER M, FFD IR 7 X%
HRIX P RS 2 DGR RIS T, X A IS B R 0 CAE SR AR SFD BRI | iX — (i),
H R X T AR I, R S o KRR, AR SE TR . F BSLRIR I T (K
AAR FFD 5 SFD ¥ &K T i), AT IE ke /R iR ) P D S P e TTiRBRis sh . R, X
PR/ R BRI 5 A S BT IR O AR AR O B, A 90 L 25 BT 5 1] U S A s I LA %

2.2. BHARRBhIEHR

L ARSI E B A, BE AR AT TE SRS B BOR I BRI, AR AR R E N e
PISCAS, X — It AR d et g A AR Bl 6 bk A I

[ PR % A2 I K (regression path duration, RPD) & & 7] = M 8 A 1 R BB AR, Fa MIFRL AU E IR
HENEARIAE, 27T B s A0 Xt X —i ) B gy B a R K SR o i Fa bR AN R
BLFAE HbRin] L0 TR A], 8 i e (R DA EE S ET SR ] . BARG BRAE F E A SUR B, RPD X A1)
TR R AE A TR A K TN R 25 O BUR (Staub & Clifton, 2006). #1211, Rayner 25 A (2004)7E 38 7015
SCTREROE BRI FE A AR, 2 H Aia] 1 L T 15 B PR B AR TS S R, 33 ) RPD W5 e K, ek |
SLAEAST WU 21 FR0M) 2% 152 R M R 5 23 A S AR . B HIT SR &R DA DL T 58 (1) 5% 71 (Weiss, 2020) .

2 3 [ 52 B 8] (second-pass reading time, SPRT)FEIEM & B H b5 X 38 5 F U0 [0] 12 X 385 5 v 40 B
KA, 2 S WG H 45 1 P20 B S R B T MR R 2 ) B FR AR (Cop et al., 2017) 0 SEFLRT K (total fixation
duration, TFD)>A B A5 X385 EALE K R A, 34 7 L3R 7R 501 5 B 30 = 05 Pl 7= A= 1 om I B 1)
& S BB\ SN A7 AT B A A T 255 PEFR R (Kuperman et al., 2013).

3. RBIAIIHZ EAL,
JEVE R B R SISO, TR G R SO B A, KBS 75 8 3 — 30 P 2 [ DA ) 40
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E B R IR ERIZ B . 1X— R G RRR i IR Shdzs i 2%, Hokzo 0 s A IR E X (FEF). T
VA (IPS) A% BHR 3l [X (SEF) (Pierrot et al., 2004; Choi et al., 2014; Hillen et al., 2013),

Choi 5 N (2014)KH fMRI HEARC M ATE B AR BRIl 8 AR el 13 2 O 1] (] 152 = 2% A4 1 100 R i ity
g, 45H I FEF. 1PS fil SEF 7E = FE5S Hh 44 2 25 0%« Hillen 25 A(2013) I 78t S FIX — W s
AR MR 6 B T R TE Bl 52 1B % ) 7 Al {BiAl & Landolt 7] F(FT A = BF¥ oh [0 BEl AF5 B4R, X
PR B AL 22 B) 25 46 ) DU o 2% 1R 1 R i s 22 57t o 3B I 564G 23 BT (conjunction analysis), #F583 1H H — Nl
FHREALINES , A28 TE IR 2640 R 2RI AR e 0T o« FAZ 0o 1 i 2 XSV 5 [ 5w ey (R 22
BT IR BEIEHI ) BA 6 [X, B FEF FrfEX k). 4Bhigsh X (SMA, XfM SEF ZhasX )L T R/, ik
RIAZ AR HAESE, AR 58 4R IE 79k, 8 X ANEE BRI T, KI5 X — %0
AR 2 [A] % Sk FRI AN 51 S AR FE 1T 1

4. BFRIFERIME EAl

SR [ AN T 5008 FIR 2 2% [ 4 o] 5 98 = 0 B HRORS LK), B0 R 02 i ARV A Sk iR = )
EREG TR IR, SN T 3T BRI IMRI A AL AR SR, BRI 2 T 78 3 T A% S s - R LTS )
JRIPR,  FEREI S B B G 52 T 1 — PR S T B A R LRI JE R, 2017).

4.1. TEICBIE R LRI

YA BTG S5 S, R AR B B 0SSO LSRR L O IE T 1B NS (R
fiEo 1K1 AR T2 SRR = S AU R AZ O X 33

LI JEIX (visual word form area, VWFA)RL T ZEMIALEX ,  # I\ AE el 1529 28 H -5 = 1 3 J2 n 1%
PIAH R A8 X . Dehaene & Cohen (2011)#8H, VWFA TEARIAMEFIAS R ST R S B4 B 5o
5B, JFEXRAINGEN. T5 5 RIRZE 5 DL 7 B A I 55 R VR R I U, XS R I S
FRHAERML S BB N T EEAE . SER, /EEdaRi, VWFA JEAR — N aeian, HARRSC
TR EA 20 HARAL S P2 A B, D RETE UL %2 B 518 5 XL BT FESHER
oM, FERL BT S TP T AR E R 55 . Schuster 25 A\ (2016)EBEA IR BN H 1152 MRI s256 4, 2
SREGAE HAR T2 N PATH) IR BT 55, 45 I VWFA B0 52 2] 5« A bt v A in]
PR 7 H BRI VWFA B0 . XRPNZXIBANS 5P IR IS, & 0] 6 B isHh Al oo
IThRE, &S PG S M2 R R 5

VAT BRI v SCRAE R 0E 32 EA000 H /e 5T 5] (middle temporal gyrus, MTG)FIE V4 (su-
perior temporal sulcus, STS)F4 &AM 2% . Binder %5 A (2009)/) 7T #5327 MTG 1E1E X Af7iE 5
PR A% DAL . Richlan 25 A\ (2014)38 1306 bR AAE AL PR B SR AR] | B iR]) 5 JE B S Bh (e 2% R
T AHRIE 757 3O RS 2 5, KRB MTG F1 STS AN AE AP HAG 15 SN 25 1 B SZ 1R I R H
FUBGE,  TAEAC BTG e SR ] A B ORI, St 13X — P 2R AR RIS B S I B H .

4.2. APESBAME

H AR B AR R AN, BB S A RS M I R R S AR . X — i R
W B AT [B] (left inferior frontal gyrus, LIFG, Bl Broca [X)5 A 31 (anterior temporal lobe, ATL).

LIEG {EAJEED M AIE & b RIEZOAVER o Friederici (201 1)[)2ER48 1, LIFG il i 1500l 1% 5
PR S X AHE, TR R M E R AL . Hagoort (2013)7EH: “i84Z - #5 - #5417 (memory,
unification, and control, MUC)# M gk — 206 LIFG FE N “ %4 25[7]” (unification space), N AL IhAETE

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.164177 89 a3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.164177

Witk 5%

THREMACHZ IR A e Sei B G, MERIE ST A 7450 . 8 B AR BB I SEIERT 7T, Henderson 4
N(2016)7%5%E 1 1) m] PRI A0S s FORE R, RO 24 B i@ B Ak A AT BRI, LIFG f#0E 5
WG, RUNZIX IR S FVA S AR LA, AR TN SR I el 5 4 23 A 32 BELIR /5 30 F 73 At
S

ATL AE N1 SCEE G HIRXAL, S S0R 4 1 RIS SCRE 5 3158 2 K B B 57 5t (Patterson et al.,
2007). {EE LA W2, Bemis & Pylkkinen (201 D)FIRNRERT 50 R I, APl 7 S at M &4 &
(ks “ZLER)” 5 M7 GiE)Rt, ATL RILHVRF R IR BaE, RSk 17 HAEMS 4L T A0 fF
Mo EZMAE) T RERZT, Pallier 55 A (201 1)) AMRI A 78 E SR A 1 ] 1352 H AN R RN G736 1 18
FINRAF BN B84 T, SIRABL, ATL XIBE0E 9 5B P 1 B ISR 1S KT R Gtk e, H
R RNANAE e 9B FOSCIRE I B, B O e XA 1 k. IXRW] ATL JFARAAZ AL H HAN A
3o T AE R R IR P R 2 TR A SCB A R AE SRR a2,

5. REIFZMERS

FEFIEMIm AL ) fMRI 5 #7H R (fixation-related fMRI analysis, FRA)E IR 2 5 & 04 364 5] 25 R K
B ITEZ — o ARG ST Hr, B —RIBOE E Py — Mo S, LIRS R 3 3 2ok B 4t
H—— RO R Z . FHECZ R, &7 B S AR o RN A A AL, BT R ) A
SEJ b ORI S B R AE ), BRI SER R S S S . ERRREES T, golaeg it g &
R HFIRIUE R, BENE A RS 8] 55 2 (R A7 B3 5 R 8 B HUI T BORSHEXS B o 2B AR %
CARALE TR RIEDERE . (S BhIRZ0XS fMRI FOBH B2 ML, B8 00 RS A e FE AT PR Al 381 s X &
EBMANES. HAT, X —IEAERS) 50 IER R A0 5 U8 S AN @ (Marsman et al., 2012).

ELIPNEZ kS 20 e st I R i = PN AR O e SR T 71N O AR TR Sy oW S TS IR i v At )
4 FER (Schuster et al., 2016; Bonhage et al., 2015; Henderson et al., 2016; Desai et al., 2020; Schuster et al.,
2020). fF4n, Schuster et al. (2016)iEHARFEZMILIRIARAC P 58 1 B € T2 A) 7 BT S, R ids
BRZNENZE, S5 FKRI, HUE TS, BUNRL I XIS CEFE T [8) S A D EEIR 2R B2 2= PRl ol 1] - 164 i
Bags TR P AR U BT X 6~7 AN BRI SRR SR S, T A I (T
5 ANFEHAKAR(Z T 9 ASTF-BE I SOV R 3558, BT 6~7 N RERTRER B0 T “Rmidink” .
Desai etal. (2020)[FIFER 1T EE L T RN R ph 2 2EAl, 25 RRIL, 72 B AR SORME T, @i
£ BRI SO S50 X XI5 1 SRS, IR T SRR Z 5 SRS N s AR £ R A X
RITBOE AR BT RS0 54, RUNERA R RME T AR R BRI A . X 28R 3L [F R B,
7 B AR B3 ORI SN B T A i 5, TR B ) SO

6. NERFRE

S AT T CX B IR SR AR AR SORCE AP I 28 BEAT TR AN EIRE,  (HAT 0 R E IR Bh 4R b7
FWORAh 2 FRH IR R A TR I B KIARIKR, IRBNFEFR- SR LA B A 56 31 T BEEE AT A2 1H
fRSe TR e, BN BR VKR 2 I 8] & 1 sy AR oS REAR 2 B DA R B . AR, XA “Fds - I 9 —
B RS Z ER e A AR . B T IRSAT N AU S POA R R, 3852 3B AR A 22 [] s [ A
AR AW 5 45 IE DR B R 4%, PR Al AT D B A A DR I X e AR A R R R RS . DA IEI A0
(regression) A, 1742 M 1) 2 VS B IR HLEHE DL IE (5 BRI A (information-gathering frame-
work) I\, B SIS SCES AR, 25 B B BB S S AR R DL R 4 A4S B (Weiss,
2020); MWARBFERIDF TG L, K& RIS bR BT IR RS0 E 1R 22 (IR Bk i i s R 51K
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FIPEENUMAZ IE, 5@ RiE S N L6 EL <8k (Schotter et al., 2014; Folk & Eskenazi, 2018). XF{T AF
DL “FRIRFHE” B, ERIUERIICFRHAEX 7> —REMAT N AR T “ESEMAMNLE” E L
NifE, ERET “IRzhiEHmg” fE bR,

BT, ARKRBEFPT LR U T . BB, WEET S IRSIER R E X, REGRIER
Bel 132 AN [RIHR B AR bront BLEAL S 751, 456 2 P 4 R HOR B8 58 45 R IR B AR b BITR B2 IR RE =
PERGNZS . S5, EEXRTIRENNLHIAEIE S B FR R (AN AL, AT 38 I A A A% AR (i SUE R S ARG
Ty, EREZEHX 2 NNIREN 53R RANMIS ER IR . =, BEIFERNMEERSHE R
BEIALE S, A TR A AR S A& 1, Hdt— PR B 6e /) 22 7 4 Bk il

AL ARG T BRI FE IR Z AR AT IR S e 3, JREER THRS) S fMRI BEA Y60
TR . AR R, WRANAT NS KNG 5 M4, BRI 2% 2 MAEE R B SECR,
ZIEEPA A ERRIE — BRI AL H 2356 S 52508 . SR, 4ee IRBh4R RS A 00 TR B2 1)
IFREENT RLOC RV E FE RGURENG, XA R T 12 AL 7725 B 2 T 3 ) T 1 A% OB ik

E&mH

THEE F R AR R AN 2Rt R E BB (I H 95 202510065023).
S

AW TE BT T V2 NB OIS SR B el SRR A IR /i S A8 S 8 iR i 2
BT O S B0, B YT EE IR RE T IS R SRR . B P R i
VR R BEF A T 5 HAR LB E%, AARSCHIE A AR 7 B3 . BRIEH .
WA GH DA SR 2 AR A TE T H S B BLS TIEIS B )y, X T 5015 DARR SR S 4 . 1 )
FIT A DR BCA R R .
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