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Abstract

Playing digital games is a kind of goal-oriented behavior. Game player usually focus their
attention on task-relevant objects and leave no cognitive resources for in-game advertisement
processing. This paper applies the perceptual load theory to the problem of creating effective
in-game advertisement. We claim that in the game condition involving low perceptual load,
spare resources will involuntarily spill over to irrelevant in-game advertisement and increase
advertisement processing. In contrast, high perceptual load condition will exhaust attentional
resources and eliminate in-game advertisement processing.

There are two factors can be used to modulate high perceptual load effect and enhance the
in-game advertisement processing: spatial attention and spatial uncertainty. Spatial attention
means, people cannot process target and in-game advertisement separately when they are
co-localized. On the other hand, spatial uncertainty means the more unpredictable the
appearance of in-game advertisement, the more easily the advertisement captures attention.
Distractors with high spatial uncertainty feature can produce interference even under high
perceptual load.

Two experiments were used to explore different attentional capture effect of spatial
attention (advetisement was combined with target/ distractor) and spatial uncertainty (2 or 4
possible positions of ads appearance) under high and low perceptual load condition. The
results of experiment 1 show that when in-game advertisement was combined with target, it
attracted more attention than advertisement was combined with task-irrelevant distractor. We
found main effects of spatial attention on both fixation index and recognition performance.

Analysis of experiment 2 yielded approaching significant interaction between perceptual
load and spatial uncertainty. In addition, under the high spatial uncertainty condition, both
recognition sensitivity (A”) and error rate of high load are significantly better than low load.
In contrast to the low spatial uncertainty condition, there are no significant differences
between high load and low load. However, the means of A” and error rate in low perceptual
load condition are still higher than high perceptual load. Overall, the effects of spatial
uncertainty are partially supported by experiment 2 results.

Reviewing the past studies about in-game advertisement effect, most researchers ignored
the affections from task-relevant object. Though perceptual load theory, we clarify the
attentional mechanism in digital game and hope to contribute to design an effective in-game
advertisement.

Keywords : In-game advertising ~ perceptual load ~ spatial attention - spatial uncertainty ~
attention ~ eye movement
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o ERABFFTOE RN E >R AR OSSR T RS ks B 5 37-38% - Lee
v Faber (2007) & 4 srig e g ® » T BFWRE > LEZCEDREZN > A T
& fﬁ%i@l—‘ﬁf;&.@i@ 10 &2 % > 59w BFL 2 186% & % » A8 g {

£ 4 AT%w B o



22150 ERL%EFLPRA-F (2L ER)

E #ik T b3
- dFenp R F ARG
% & ( prominence ) /*£ % | Cauberghe, V., & De Pelsmacker, P. (2010)
( subtle ) ~ & F_#R i 4+ | Acar, A. (2007)
( Proximity ) » » % i# % | Lee, M., & Faber, R.J. (2007)
N (periphral ) / & 2 (focal ) » p | Mau, G, Silberer, G., & Constien, C. (2008)
[y
i %~ R A =% EiT¥ % | Chaney, I. M, Lin., K.-H., & Chaney., J.
B
% Fene diAREL s RMR LT | (2004)
jf fo f AT T ¥ B ¢ & | Nelson, M. R, Yaros, R. A, & Keum, H.
-
: RN W R AR b A (2006)
B q—’# AR R o
TERPEREAYF D
% =t » Lee, M., & Faber, R. J. (2007)
o TR o~ HE Y R 4 Z # g | Cauberghe, V., & De Pelsmacker, P. (2010)
e ik
< T ) Ben Lewism, L. P. (2010)
' B orehp EE 2 F (Bl4o&4g | Acar, A. (2007)
ARER | _
) LA AR (H4cA S BE | Chaney, I M., Lin., K.-H., & Chaney., J.
=z
) (2004)
- &+ (Congruency ) % &
) 2 eh A S8 Ao v m % 2 | Ben Lewism, L. P. (2010)
P - R
oy B3 27 LmE L o | Lee, M., & Faber, R. J. (2007)
e
e I}l]'li\_"%_é’ PR B 42
Cauberghe, V., & De Pelsmacker, P. (2010)
-8 mé_&xz:ﬁ@x% ¥®lg
A - RE Yang, H. L., & Wang, C. S. (2008)
g Kﬂ’y‘)‘fij\&/ﬂ\’Tl’Lﬁ’&
A Chaney, I. M., Lin., K.-H., & Chaney., J.
HE ok
(2004)
Mau, G., Silberer, G., & Constien, C. (2008 )
dpin = LR A & B | Mackay, T., Ewing, M., Newton, F., &
= R3R , .
5 R4 & E_% » B h3f % i | Windisch, L. (2009)
1
i3 Chaney, I. M., Lin., K.-H., & Chaney., J.
ke
(2004)
Mau, G., Silberer, G., & Constien, C. (2008)
. B EE A & & S A [ | Nelson, M. R, Yaros, R. A., & Keum, H.
s R N (2006)
Nelson, M. R. (2002)




213 %% THEF  PFaBRprERL  %E3 34 RA?—12EnPE

P PARLIHEFRFTOSHRPEAL EFI L ABL Y EH T RIAGY LY
& & 3% 02§ - Lee {- Faber(2007 )14 5 *1% € #-5° ( Limited-capacity model of attention )
BEL KA FIL A ST R U NIRRT MLy & 5k § IR
A g & EAE )I*gﬁ & FIR R LA E R IR A M E AR £ A - Nelson & 4

(2006) » 11 ivzeff (working memory) F *UepLlghit 4! > SR RIEF SN HE R ,I%—ELL

TR EFEES S E‘_ﬁﬂé&fri{ﬁ»o&d&r"ﬁ TEREBAEHPEES BN BE B R
B hER G TR FIMSEERT R SR 5 SR G

RATAZ P AR o FI IR FE RN BT AP R E e A F 2 A L

&
;
E-)

Meph B R4 c By %y &g oo s ﬁi‘oﬂﬁ"ﬁ —pRE G A TERE @ E
e B SR < 7 AN U W s WA IR R ISR DT R -

FitA RRHDEET Fo EhT DR SRS RS BN - e ?")’j&{
Bpi? P R ESRY B PEmLAE ARG T IR PSRN B R E L R
B2 cdrA T ADRID RRHBRP ERL SR p AL AL DR LE 2
b PN F e 4 48 22 (Visual information complexity ) ~ 2 H #r R ainae g
o E-HERDPEFF -

S E R AL ATE AR T Y 04§ RN F iR LA S e R

o Fox 4= Lang (2007a; 2007b) % 4 pho TR m‘*ﬁ@e s2 & (Structural complexity )
feFam & (information density) # ™M ¢ B34 P ARJT AR L FF AL T iR A fie o
BFPTEHEY % - ZixF Rz (Secondary Task Reaction Time » & # STRT ) F % *
ERZRPHCREAIFEFRARPN F o FISHRBMHEFRRKR L SR Dh - &
B Ra gAY FEIRER S ZRIF AR RS o TR Eae B
Eirchk REFERERTE P X /?J'g 17 (Fiu4eF R (available resources) % % o F %
Py m 5 pys i 7 8 5 % (camera cut, cofsec > T RHEAERR ) foF F)
pEM B E B 1 (information introduce, iifsec » T E B A ) 0 B H m“ﬁ%’.&ﬁ@;ﬁ

FeRfrE B AR R %i?‘l"ﬂ*"'%ﬁfﬁ?i%’f (P FhRafFitEznmiRn ik y- 2
10



iR PR R
d maE A g s Sk Y chp iR E g B pemiiAr | AR TG B RS T Sk
PER DML F2 - o FIt o MEF A RSN EIAF R TR IR TLIIIFEN P B
1B e BBV R R 20k R T g 0 e d i s R L
B4~ A3 b £ o Lavie (1995, 2005; 1994) #rk Mehirdf f §403% > T adRt L &
EROPERAER MEHAPOLE Y RS FRERDL A ?‘éﬁr’% LS
- B PP RS PR T R AT e ke E F R L LA R

BB Mo THFH B M2 RAFREDFERZT > BN B R 2 B R A gk

* o
22 FHEAY e A BB B
221% R EHEN
Eo ARk B A MEH EER A 4derh R @k am b o RA 0 AP e PR AR
TF T F A F A A G R4 B e HR 4 o VUG - AERE SR L

FEE A T R ] o ﬁaa&ma%mﬁgag,ﬁxw&ﬁﬂﬁ&w¢wm

AR A TR FEIRZER L T (Lang, 20000 FIt ARt 25 ¢ A F 4 Al w o
BATfRAE A Ao v

FATC IR B Bt W 7 B & - BIR IFS»PQ)I‘ LT A AR TR LT
1%@_“_"_ , (Basil, 1994; Lang, 2000; F &4z, 2011) - T & 5 & Fihirs "Lenfin o i 47
AN ERPELA DT R R A ARB O LR AL d D S A
d T+ (bottom-up) ¥ d + AT (top-down) e iﬁf ARGt AR R TR
Shie 12 NAREER B LSBT @ fd R4~ BH R < e g
PEA T T e s KAl 4 Bz & AR e fodr P a2 B - AP 8w hipd] 2 3t
(F- %, 2010)° d &3 faipd] > 08 B ) kit n"ﬁﬁw‘}%ﬁ‘x po#s e JE A ]
(automatic processing) ; = [ #=#41/&s2 # 41 (controlled processing) ;= * it ¥4 7k 5
PRl ARE R 0 AR FRTT Rl > 2 Fand BY - fAisdliE

3 ¥ (Schneider, Dumais, & Shiffrin, 1984 ) -
11



B AR e g 4 el AR R Tl A (Gldo R 3 ) STERDs 0 10 E &

1 (reflexive) ~ 2 = L@4pden= N F - LY RO[VEFT R L F TFOpEFs o
Foa T ARSI o F A EARARARANMOTE R IIL T 4 o AP AR R
AR ERE LR pEP (saliency) hE ¢ oo i AF’ P2 s e R4
AR e A EY o AL EG o AR Feld T AL R s ] ik i (-

L,2010) c @ fpFle B L 4 R P ALY Ao PR BTl Ep Al
AR A R E G PRI FR TSNP S AR AR TOTAEE
A RS 4] A Fenfime gt PR Y A f RS 33T R (Lang, et al., 1993; Schneider,
etal, 1984; rgd=4z, 2011) -

e AT eI 62 s g PR L A pe e bldr g TAR

AN

TR AP J LRt A it B L e il B P P G IR TP

Tos guflahg i Ee il Tsfmfbgm G ES o FPAR A hfe s A Sk
g dd phadmdfiE - LR e 3G RAPNE B B N E
RREBERENTSE > JRElderspai @ 4 4 (Lang, etal, 1993) - Fa &
PR PR LAY 0 5 RS B AR E R DT E -

JEE M Mok T B

C“H'

fEEIRRGRNPE o b A e B P R eiEar o 2 g R
32 f2 /4 (problem-solving) {7 #> (H. L. Yang & Wang, 2008 ) > }* B € Fx * 4741 @ 1
Flo bl ASE W L EPFRT o A PRI R ERIE AR AL §RESFRT
BERPRAPM RS o e p A R 60t 1 F 5 A3 R ) (Bacon & Egeth,
1994)  pp AT pou ® P 1 H 1 AR DT Rl o PONVIARLE SR s R B R
Lot algd Ta b chp AT ] o fed SRR E AR (bR - INA PR T R 0 i
HARINAEEZALYOTRPE S FISENPNER LT > LB R HE N T
e RHANE > LR TSR TE S ALA RE AR TR

2o
222 R E?7REFEPALRENRfP ERL AERLALA LW BioIT &

LA T LIRS AR ¢ o J 3 A P RE AOTE A AT B kT )
12



TR RPIEREAE K p o a BAMRTTRA I A R Eih) o 6 BRERCS A
P RRATT R A Fe T ISR N B R 2 o BV E Ao ) B R 2 2 BV enld o
Foo HR G- BEREALS PR LORF PR FLY O FFPHLDNAL
R frwrfa#u;f.gte P x5 B enF 3 (Lavie, 1995)> @ 8% A 25V R B R 2 ¢ 5 Pl

L S T N R N S

F_&

R L TR A R AR N - LARTIE G RERY
R

N2 R o d s - FERPAL oP B L T L E AR L

F_‘.:

e 4, (Pashler,1998) - iz B R 4+ 250 PR EA Sfcdsiip B R 22 P B
IRRE > F5 A F b Gk AR R ot R - R A e e oy ERILR
PRIZES AL e R TR FIREREILFE -
d FiEd BT RS ke ZERHMIE A ARE N L AIT g o g4
FR— BREEILE dofegf 4 cnfP 38 > T DRGE | o "oz ) 24 - % A 1050 & &
%4 - & F Broadbent {= Treisman )I*ifp MR AR FER O M- EHOA MR A
% 4 e &f | (VYantis & Jonides, 1984 )8~ 487 'T4| <2 i 42( Broadbent, 1958; Lavie,
1995; Treisman, 1993 ) » & m L & 4 FF &4~ 9 e 7 AR F 3 g 45 e (physical
features) » Gil4rgEd ~ PP Eg ~ = v 3 B E U - BRIRE AN AR T TR
W3 F & TRIAR A 2 2 Treisman, 1993; fi— T, 2010 )e fdi i 7 $ M EF ez {5 o
ERLLL A GG e BERRA - R B FRA L AT B R
Mit— #35 (elaborate) AT o bl4r jRipdiiu L o T o BN F 4 BN §
AR B E G ALR D E S ¢ AT e (Wixted, 2007) 5~ i&.@&fg}%;ﬂi#m
LRSS ET IR - BEWOS E oE 2 5 - BRFSHCEL L (mental
representation) (Lavie, etal., 2009) > @ ® — =t £ & F55— B o F| AR ERE O F R
A2 EATET > NG B Mg R 2 - FRan L4 Y ¢ &% (Treisman, 1969,
1993; Treisman & Geffen, 1967 ) -
K@ 1960 # %4~ #p > Deutch ~ Norman % 2 3% 417 & B8 Hhdpsten N1 2 4 aif

W BEEE B TR ERIRG N - AL GARTRR 0 - BN o cha 4 BUR
13



3 R L - S ARG AT (72 DR kX T R e T k4 LER
Mt R4 B0 PR R J2Db R - A TR AR T kR AIL R 0 blde

=4 (Deutsch, 1986; Norman, 1986; Pashler, 1998)  i&7 @ @ehcnt B F i 2 ¥+ 4

ek gk b o B HRE TR FRARALT] ) T w7 R RN - I8 Sl

~Im|

FPREEARALT > P AT LEFFERE- AR o B O ER D ok S E R R
FoORSRERAMNON R IINAT £ LA SRR A NREGRERE K > AL
HE e ¢ T FRIEAIRT > R A L FEARG Ao
223 R ERRFEFLURLER—F | 25
B BEHNLHT S ORI Pt R R A L A BT (R
BRI A o g 2§ Nille Lavie & 1994 i 3% o e i f %5234 ( Perceptual Load
TmmW°ﬁ§ﬁ?ﬂ%ﬂK&f R4 PRENE R TE R RS
Y AU S E A sE g 2 chhi g e 4 (Lavie, 1995; Lavie & Tsal, 1994) - § B
AP E o f fhpriz > d S0 HA FRBF G AL 4 0 F S AL S

¢ TEA P e I A g g b ’ﬁbfﬁf‘ug’sﬁiiir‘ém’ HLE 0 g Tk

SAG R R PR R P RN RS SR - R i
ER G F LG SRR A T USRI AW AR > IR B EF A

A PEE L E P EERAM DTS > A A AN T DT Pk S 1 o

BRELR O 2 - RIS TR B A IR IR 0 AL A G A
T e i o APe? P RTELILS AR TELEA D RTRE
AT PR Ear P RApM TS o e £33 R iRdR S AL R 4 3 R IEAT
24 (Lavie,1995) gt » M f B 2 M T FhF kA3 273 2 F
AR EROLIERAL > FISERIIAAPM RS L A LSRR o a2
WHEF THE ) RAY TP RS IR o

FI wRsEh Y PRS2 HApM S (P9 [Eh2bp R4 (non-target) o 4p chE e
LEFRF M AT DAY PSR 1 B R R ) il B G RR i L e

R Log AL R 4 el ekl 42 %) 2 (Lavie, 1995 )o4F 2 & § chpFiE »
14



RFHEAZA FTRIIIIL AP EF 2 EPMEF L > 21 2 EREM RN ER
PR MPERE > AP R4 2 T S AT AEAR A SRR
FEICHIG N EA LY B o RRA T R ARG ARFARIIA LR L H
FoAnEFREaAReR g > o f e RiBd SIS/ ER LAY THELA
A (s Fj*w‘lﬁ’ ERREMDTRY) DEEALET 0 AT RINGEPN BR LS
BeAEEGR AR A P nI BB o ERIE B R Lok R
224 &% ﬁ;‘-&r’fi’:}#:}g‘;V
AR LR Mo IR F G L PR R RR A e i LA R
B oo Heyrarsf b grx 3 E G A ¥ - AR &2 B aodp 004 (Similarity) o
TR R PEFAAP R c AT R 2-1 R %R 0 Fe ¢ - BRI FA
FAORRFOEBALGNES Y DFLPFFA (X & N BRTHEE
v FIRAP T EXSEN T F R RAR AR b 2 3 P SR D B R AR
Bl 7| A3 g0 op 1 X2 oA g4 mg O (MEEDT N &4
TR ) FILLREFREIERGOA R BRI MG A R et et
R AR S P Rt gl 1\{&%4\: (Lavie, 2005 ) - ] 2-2 » &_# 2

R LG FAREI A - A g o 221 O RE R PP SRR

B 2-1 &of § 8432 5 -FR 5 (Similarity) (Lavie, 2005) p.76
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Low load - Relevant Set size 1

Target position:
Center Intermediate End
z X z X z X
X Z P
Incompatible  Neutral Compatible  Incompatible Neutral Compatible
High load - Relevant set size 6
Target position:
Center Intermediate End
P z X
mvznsk ksmxny vzskmn skvnxm zmvnks nkmswx
X Z P
Incompatible  Neutral Compatible  Incompatible  Neutral Compatible
Figure 1. Examples of stimuli used in Experiment 1.
W 2-2 & § 4403 - S # 70 (Similarity) (Lavie, 1995) p.455

= a2 AL W e Pt i B o e BT R 40 0 28T P AR AR L AR
F SRk eI g A Ak p 3t Treisman endd 4o & 12 % (Feature integration theory )
(1980) « #HAchr £ 1M hin s » AL WL i & 4 FFR E A 125 B B il 4f ko
Pldey AP g El- AR ¢ IR AR AR R ERITIRLI TR I T A A
AT E FRE RO G - B BT 2R FIIRA O bl
RSB I PR PN S HOAREWHF PR S PR gRTHFER -
LR FHOF SR LA A R bl d 2 S B IRR R B A S
TR G e W SRS LR S o T B AR R R R i RS R B S
R AF L ;“%%%’j']’* oL B E - SRR AR
- BT AT Bl 2-30 R ORI hE e N E e P ARap RF R
cFm P EERENR- BRI ARE PIRFA IR AR E DR
BpF ot 28T o A PERE Y AL FERLRIE S
LR IE?I BERF(RSRD AL ﬂ’b))j‘#%Tétz Py AR AN ROl B ARPEARYE
XPER A RRERE R SRR —gz,;;—;:g R AT L iR R G - 5 PRk

16



[E)
[+

Appd LR RGO XRIFRERT G g T ES 22, AT
2 BE PR F b e AR IS IR S B EERG WF
BN R MR F R % R AL F R GRIE AT 0 RiL

Brd 2 th BRI AR 0 B d T G e § 5 (Lavie, 1995, 2005) -

(b) Go No Go

N
x B

W 2-3 408 f §*4k 327 % (Conjunction) (Lavie, 2005) p.76

P RGFE BT o AR LAFRRDERY Y 0§ TR o R L
AR EnF A EE S ot & H - freng A Pk F RpEE (reaction time) B F 4R 0 i3 A7
SRSk EE - 48 T A F|i0E | (Serial search) 17 5 0 A g — B — B IR T D
FAEFLARAHAFS PP ET R L RN EOERF B AT EF oD *%_#;,FK{
WEFHPEE AP ZEIELS- BEFIRERENRT FhF 2 o 3L P A
feir &4 ”#”f*‘ié#miiéw‘?auwiﬁfl PRy ¢ o A AR
PR AL B A B R AR L AT R ol ¢ B ok hA 4 (Beck & Lavie,
2005; Forster & Lavie, 2008; Lavie, 1995, 2005; Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding, 2004 ) -

A f PRt R 0 BE R E R R POFERE AR 24 PR A

#¢ ‘iﬁiﬁmﬁﬂ"gﬂ ’ 4 F%‘f 'f?*ﬂgb MyesiRiE® (TMRI) #iF> F ’jffgé\
FAk SRR R P - FET N F MRS (5 ° hEF 5E)

RPedr® S 0 a0 B e BT 3R s (B Y o RIRE T e (T
AFARA BRE ) R R FRARTE | PR g ¢ 0 BB AuLE
B e VB g3t L JiEds > L g A f e frin g sl E R e e e B

A f R & TS S Y s (Lavie, 2005; Rees, Frith, & Lavie, 1997) -
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2.3 wf § i\'-ﬁ”‘iﬁ'li#ﬁ’l‘%

231 RERHRL PRV TRIEHF—F BFFRF R 2B AF

g 3l eniedf R &K A B.A. Eriksen {- C. W, Eriksn & =5 & 1974 # %

e B g iE'J:E.:};ﬁ%iAQ 5 F PRz fES (Lavie & Tsal, 1994 ) - 234 F
PER R FlEii g 4 o it 3 M 194% Luck & Vecera 1 & 4 mJR ¥4 chE A 0 LR
AR A ANL Y REEREAR A ER P DR AL T RS A R B AR T o
B ETARLARFN G RS IL et Sicd Ears 5o DA E R d
PRI R (T IR E AT IR 0 4 § F LA A F 4 (Luck. & Vecera, 2002) 0 7 F Ex* L
LA HF v EL T X E40F | (Parallel search) > R4p 3 #3445 >+ H
FOAIE R B - IR P RS AR -FI R G- RV R E AR
100 & BT g AP IR R R R FRIAL A W E TERG
S TRZIEE O ldor Mo JendicB it > 2 37 Fee R pEF D LT g fy o 7R
Best RIE T v @2 - RIRLIP OE A ood F & - R RRL S B R E
B (- ,2010) 0 Flpjairc ST RIQ IR P K8 (7 E AP enF pid R kGG BRBIL
A A ik -

Eriksen & f& 8573} 0 " | ¥ @5% , (Flanker task) 2t # @ % » #7 7 %€ £ R

TR - BIIA - EaE e A o HY 4 - B3 A AFAP R 0 AT R
PALPLR R En TRy (TR ) A - B S 6 B R AT

TR AT HER LY LAREDR- B - hz A REF 3 BREFR
(flanker » iz % ¢ + e i Dok (noise) ) ;W%*Eﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬂ%&

B -

EFPARHAK@ER S @it § IS CRzFF st 2 - F 5L 07
AP

MR R NE A R en Tek g HXRIFEFERF BT Hrek (R4 22) 2 F 4
A
HoK S & Cotg 7 i thin 35 P52 fodd 34 > 5F 8 Mg a 2o B4

FRo F R F Ao RIS PR IRIERARTPE > LRIY HF BPFRARR 8§ kg F
Fr B HRF A AR OpE g > KR ERE R B el S . TR o gk

G3A A BB RE A R AR F P (Blde B B H (R14E) s 38
18



g S (F S AP HhenPriGized)) » §2~F RFFRWB - 2T a4
( Eriksen. & Eriksen., 1974 ) -

% 2-2 Eriksen R % & § (## 1 %3 Eriksen & Eriksen (1974) £ %)

Eriksen & §& o 2 150

Condition i
T L
Hh A fon B4R B b
Wl G A fop B F B
Hed F A e P a2k 8 02
MR A o B R4k 2 4R
R H

Lavie % 31 Eriksen & = » riwk§ 9 M4p v & | (Similarity, & Heterogeneous) % 3%

O zZ2unvw X T
“ g0 XTI
ONO® X T
O zZ2unvw X T
“ g0 XTI
ONO® XTI

Al fgn ZE- HREFE- 7 (& B EFF e RIRY - BT

4 Eﬁ"’ﬂ?’(mg”g‘;’@" PRy feF BH 7 i § X &N F2 (FHEFROT
SRE - E S g T f e PR 2 NG ) e Eriksen £ fo - HEAR R A o
FREARFA T RFS k- B A (e X0 AR - R ) P A

g4 (bl4ep 4 200 45 N EET - RIFR) P H R0 48R %

g Eed 4 (& Lavie s g ¢ X ARG 2EP 4 non-target) fr P HRF A 4p s

.r_q\

(A f ) SR ig 0 3 - KPR o— KRR € ok & o Erikesn £ §5 -
NIE RPER R F AR LA mAEF (TR L) Sl o 0 - LR 4
7 (Lavie, 2005; Lavie & Tsal, 1994) ¢ jia 2= 7 [ % 40 f 444t i} %+ 4, ik
KA - R AR M R e R A 2tk (R2hp R ) dp i
BATH kA
F R B fem it i Lntee A 4 0 Rk LS A £ & R s - - ho
By AN §BERHE SRR N ROET (& LR REREF BT bk
F8 3BT RPN TR G AP  S ULE  PRAAE § R
BOWRIR] o AW B R RS

SR RERE BB AN - RREALF 2

3 .
SRRARR AT RN L F REFAGEEL Y XA AF R e AE T P RTD



IE%}F:I’]‘%-?%; ﬂlﬁ:_‘i’é l"q—‘?ﬁ s T' W /F‘J :rfj—)ﬂc( |:F;)g-m| /,,\fp;\‘__\ X7 3 r} ﬁj/?'l';%_i}%l*g" , l

T»Pc

FrAEFHMERLEY PRI FTREEML S o B—E R
232 HARAIRA A HBE—ER

ol f PR AR 4 AR A & A fAE Ty £ (Encoding )" £ 3 (recognition )
A kRl B Y WAk enE £ p1E 2 2 (Lang, 2000) > Tt AT p s * L uen 2
kAL A vk o WA A A A A P DT I AIE AR P T s A 4 12 £ f(mental
representation) {7 # - FE IR P E4E 5 B2 L BGE - b AR B AR o A Y il ¢

g -

LE R LG e QA R R § AR Fe R L e B kg b F

BFRE e E 3 A LR W EE AU A LG RLEE  fRE R

(e

-

WA i ARAR LR 4 ERF L R o R WAL (Fehd M A R IR Rk
Flr W ko LB FEEE Lw g o Ll B et 5424 (storage ) o B
GAAEE P AT AR EE BT AL BRI (Retrieval ) § ATE T PEALE I
Fﬁ’rﬁ’ﬁiﬁ?géi@.é— AR A MR FEARG > 2 AT R E PR
WA s RPZFLEEI P - PRETR = NG &Y I % LT RE
q*uv AR FAPERR LT RBALSRIIWUARIL Vi R -
Fe & i iT e Pfoid s 24 A2 DSy hFha @ 2 1 iv & L 45 (Lang, 2000,
2006) o F]pt WAR FAF AL EBREE > B EHmAoR o 27 WAL R e
AT LAFRER B M7 BT i g i\' v A A PE T R e R R
(priming) fr Fehd a5 fok i & o “73) drsfp g £ A PE Y LT 2 55
W hE e chE iR RO - o Lavie & 40 (2009) RIE AR B E e A o R
e B LEIRF - BERy Y @FEAAFER R fRFNRA X
EixE o T HEEFERIEES LR ety > DA RLNE R P L REDLH
2 Yo te¥ - iTird & (Primary task) & dizip L 3]
SZEN -3 IR B2 E R IRE FAtis A I AT BEFL2H2H G 205
#FpliZird o (Probetask) M1 > £ * RHHERY £ =8 OB %k o FPEirB % 7

FacAE - Earg ¢ o R S S Rl o KR RT AR IR L enlR o
20



R (A B R L) ARG o P TR A R E i ()

*\IA

®
BEeEFEF B E TR AR f N E M PR R Wi B E R e »J'*
Ho ek R EADBEES - EE P PR CINE ALY - Exaia P o
ffF M FRIEROF B Afr S L F LR Aok F R OR] K L
FoEiry P TR S - B3 ) O RERIERGF i R foE i
Fgn g B F T "k (Lavie, etal, 2009 )- iz 38 77 3 B m Ao f YA S99 S s R DI 2k
DR ue Ak g Y £ & chdpik (Shapiro, 1994 ) Flpt & v i@ ¥ LD AR s
F AR 2Rl - o
2.3.3 F* i 518 3™, (Signal Detection Theory) i& {7 £ Rz BB %

R L A FEd 2 b s Ay B LML (signal detection theory 0 i A
SDT) i ;ascg & (sensitivity) s BRI R gtk o £ 2 /S 5% 5 BT 4 * oy
SR S IS ol g R A NF]R o blAeX RIE T oA W R E
¥ AZ (Shapiro, 1994) » 1* £ 3uagR Adp iR s te il g & adpth > 7 1 L 32
Frek b AT o

HL R AT R e L I AR o RGP R R H R R f A % S
4oyt - BT B B ag R ATE & (Sensitivity, 12 d’fE2 ) fo 2| %71 2 (Criterion bias, 17
BA2 ) B EINAELRIF ¥ § g wF G o bldep F A A F A P EARL AT
ORI 2T AR AR RO F 2 7 AR e g - T enip] B 2 2 O e e B H Y
3 i'u‘?‘lfé_%';‘?'l—ﬁ AL (A5 A NIE ) foigi L (A5 NIRE ) e FEa 4 (Wixted,
2007) «

B REANA AL T AP g BRI ALEY (TEF ) BE- B
5. (signal ) ciF B 1B ELE B 0§ R LR R MR (Bldef] )
RS E) R TR EERE A RIRF T "R R ARl e B FSFFR
B bk PRl o Tl - AR G A R ek GhpFiz o 4700 A FApde (signal +
noise > 1 SN % 77 ) ehh fe T35 ¢ < >tuk g (noise’ M N &7 ) A feT 8 > 4o

W 2:3 F 6 5AR5 0 D18 K HF do g FjeAR ] (F1H 75, 20000) 5 4 HLPET 1 F B
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BAEAFNZ EFLIERAT > 4ol 24> 3 F LA L B dEARS > RILRF
TS RARE o H R AR PR TS oA gl - N kg o
Fhem r R B o A Y ann L RJEEAR T B AR o - B R AT R E Y
Flpt & - BB A e L F 3 P L Bt Rz e R ey - L L8
LRV AR RRIRPFAREL o FI G RRIR Y Y  AE RARR AT R
5k AR 3E o

W 2-4 BRGNS, (277 535 (Fl®5F,2000a2) £%)

d’

W 25SNfeN s g2 B L (272 2% (Fl#5,2000a) £%)

AT EY O SDT R E Z4+5 &/F T4 (yes/no task) > 25k d o @ B oy
Wa RELE 0 T B R R e ORI R RS R T o BRLTIg
e Tl OB E A9 % 0 5 R E SNl Tl AT NIRGE R RS E 6y
PRl P E Ry BT A S Y (Hit)w B3 RIS AF Y (Miss);
F AR Tt pr o SRlF e B DA 5 BER (falsealert) > w ¥ 3 RIS LA
454 (Correct Rejection) o # ¢ = gz“,f PGB g N S B S Y 5 (1P (+
|SN) % 7 )> i&%iﬁigﬂff viekg Pl NI BRI G BERF (M P(+H|IN)E T )
flr BB FENZESZ(HSN) B2 Z(HN) TEsmg AR FFfI* A Bt F R

NP EARS S A R SRR e 5 F TR Y e

CEEE S I PHNY SRS



;ztuﬂijgﬁﬁg;ig;o‘ﬁﬁa’?fﬁ&»/?l 125 /)%I'#"fr'pf'g Pligedr ch P e 23
EFEATE NG AE B R FHRA LI B0 Z A B
'}Ff':;ﬁ?é FERFA2ZFE (Fp(h)=1l) & x> @ EEEFHFRT (p(FA)
=0) j&i#3* % (Shapiro, 1994) > Flpt %5 chfl i B4R ™ 1T d 4 % Shapiro “%
NN E s A B R R IR ATE R o A - FR AN A S
FORETS GRZFE I AFETART AL REAT R 638 R
@&%’%ﬁﬂ§ﬂ$é?%ﬁ$%%ﬂwﬁ°

(False alarm) [1— p(Hit)]
p(Hit) [1— p(Flase alarm)]

>
I
I
IN
|—|
©

2.4 B f Aok 0T

WLAF R i S e f P A ek LR H A HE R R o B Penf
T A g BAN P REREFT > A TRk o R B AR B R
2T AP E ARG L A BLERPEFFE LT FILL 4 (spatial attention) fo %
¥ 7 Fx 21+ (spatial uncertainty ) » 1T #— = 4 2 o
241 7 @& # (Spatial attention) ¥4 § ;H’;:% erpk 3

ZREARA HE AWV 2 25 6 enfIRERR s ok F 3P o p B4 R
AV G JIEH TR - BEE X A FIA TR LD FP AR S TA
T f A F 0 PR R € 2 (Beck & Lavie, 2005; Taya, etal., 2009 ) - ¢+ -
PEA TR A o0 Tl E + 3 ) (flanker) »2% o

G %= 8B ek B GRTDIAE f U Sk A48 p Eriksen & Eriksen £

o - E ekt g )Tﬁﬂis‘ﬁi/,af,—i #= (filtering paradigm) @ Hp| ¥ T3 o Big L §= 0
AR SRR A RS RIS B AR - L KR B0 R R e
LRI e B Y B A PR AR ML R R I AR T ) L
B E ORI E A3 Ry 3R - T TR LRy B R
oA REF - B TREFE g AR AT oGRS §7 5P RSN

PR ER LA FA RSN F HTH HHH - THT ~TTT e fa - 5 3% RIF 3 #
23
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R I+ A3 R F ochF 2 @ (Glde HTH o THT) > 7 @@ ¢ ¥ 7% > it § 3
B2 Benpedpse = (Gl HTH 2 H T H)» =+ 3 il E 32 97F ko
FHrE L 2T E
o T RLFEDSERT A PRERES RIS R2EY APRP 550

CREAEGRIFFOA LT T 2B ATFET ARIELL A B
P 573 % B ART 2 8 g2 B (Luck. & Vecera, 2002; Pan & Eriksen, 1993 ) @ f4v% £
PR S SRR AL %F"F)»/PJ WPy aeRiag ¢ - BTy (5% o

P BREARGE A E Y AN B R 4K o A WA R Y ¢ RPN A
#OEAREARF R T - BB RS D SEHFEEN DR LATRRR 2R
L8P bR 0 T oA R IR RN A R T SRR B R 2 o
2.4.2 7 B * rg e (Spatial uncertainty) % § ;H’z% e 3

i:@ﬁm@ﬁﬁﬁ§Wﬁhﬁﬂ%{i@nﬁiﬁjﬂmﬂumammwow—ﬁ@

FHERGES G RREREZFYFFEF IR P ok fRF 0 TR AT
PR ¢ Aot o gt RS "%, (abrupt onset) a1 R 4 4 FIR %

7 B (Cosman & Vecera, 2010b)-" % 3R | - &5 7 # 412 (novelty ) =73 4 # #c (Neo
& Chua, 2006)> v ¥ & & & 44 @ pFRF 7 12 % (temporal discontinuities) & 7 & % i 5§
(spatial discontinuities) <" PF & 7 1@ 4 > dp P EIEB Y DTG F R A 0% X fLG
"# g 7 g 4 (dynamic discontinuities) » R ILOF M T FHIT A o T A i Eri i
BB OFMAR - WD v P (dogEd cAGRE) A GG LB A SHhnL B
PEEEFRHE A eR o ot HHI FEY - Bad FI% 2 AL FLE T $ 4 (static
discontinuities ) £ AL4F % 41 (visual salience) (1 #=4g, 2011 ) o PERF % 1 4 £ R F Ao
b - BEATR N Z R AT R E 2 4 2 e 32 4 i Yantis & Jonides, 1984) o
FAOPEREIRRAL PR AL e F Bodpe P REAp A IR R

TREBRET . Y I ARRFOTARILITE SRR (RECAAR) P

Wi

g ehkih (MIRAE, 2011) -
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FAERE I RRaIEL f}*— TR ook cFF L i3 MR
BB ERBRFT AL R A Hf Aok - Cosman fr Vecera (2009) 45 1
W2 SRERRFAL S oY o R A ] H e L33 0 R
AR EA-FBTRG U E S iR (TRE ORI LS TR
FFTUBERBALALEL A FROE ATV RRIRFES A ook f
B¢ vk FRA TR L OFRY  WEFERMFLNRRTIBFORE L b
ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ?ﬂml<ﬁ?°%%$%ﬁiﬁ%§ﬁfﬁ“%’iﬁﬂiﬁiéﬁ%
2 e A o R T RS | BTN b Rd I L4 o K1
% A 5 (infrequency )L & 4 3 #3308 R A 5 (Cosman & Vecera, 2009 ) -
Cosman fr Vecera % 2010 # 3 £ s /A7 1 % ¢ # F R e E A nawT g @ o
B SRR NIRRT IS 0 b RIS LRI T LG AT R R
BT o DM g o Ft o ot fi 20%82 80%:0 R AR F v K enF gk o B R
T 20%ER% g NI RMF LB TR AG L LR AL Tk
( Cosman & Vecera, 2010a) °
& Hadas Marciano 4v Yaffa Yeshurm (2011 ) » # > &2 Al i § T F R

RS R ENRARFRI| 2B LS BRI LAY FHRFT A NRD
PR R AT 10 Bk g > TR EAFLEPER L AL FIEE o T RGP
FREE Y A RDE

ﬂ&’%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁ%’%ﬁﬂ&iﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ

i o Theeuwes ~ Kramer ¥2 Belopolsky (2004 ) =g Eégiﬁ.%;ﬁém » E B R ;Vfria B ;V R
R G oAz bldew - BRERAMEPER AT - BRFAFLLFR 2 64
4+ et xR 4 anpd g ) (scale of attention) ke fEf# » 3u i % iR K €195 B
- entrial KAFALAMRT o F T - Btrial LKL PER LA RT gD B

T @ trial g f PR FHRF DR EHRILT -

i

ST At B R e E S R E A R AR R S <
g e 6 PR G R PEESRER R IR AR L PR F TR PR R
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FImRA 5 F SARTLE AL B ERAM DN WA 2 o An BEEITR £
MR ANRAEF s R ATt BH )J-mb BUEENPN OB R L kR o

Er R R R Lok
A EREE T GRG0 FHP A oo da 3 0 RItdum I kL&

e eh B4 flgceh B E o Just fe Carpenter #1984 & 3% 41 &0 p-ww 3% (eye-mind
assumption) FiniE 0 A PP KT 2 o P2 F 2/ 0 B A S blde
G- P HF R Ly 0 F pd o F R EL R (Just & Carpenter, 1984 )e p w0 >
B 2FRR N B R F ok Ty P AR e RS B R S kg R hRIE S N x 3

= B R (self-report) « E pffan F it TR 2oak cni h o 0 B2 FoRRK
LA G| AT L AR Y F R A Ar P E (Fae

B 4 1960 & iR ,T.%’ﬁ %Jﬁ B4t e ok if e r k3= B 2 »c% (Radach,
2003) o ARt L B E O B HGSRE BB IE LR BRI BT 0T BB R

(Kean & Lambert, 2003 ) :

(1) popeprin@ s (saccade) LAFAR A 45+ (LA HB) 55 & 187 3 4

(2) Pedodp BCRIERIET A0 %R > RE-R~ER-

(3) Pefenfp T P AR A d R fjged R R § P D ASL ALY 0 2 R
BT BRI AR E BRI (T T SRR

(4) pedsiisqp e Tl E T @A Bl org & angd o

IRt e &
BRI G AP L Ap o RIPE R AL N F PAT ORLATRJIEE AR o blde 0 RIPIE
ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂ’&%*%i&@*i@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%’ﬁ@#ﬁ%ﬁw
(Anderson, et al.,, 2004) o G g4t » FIEAZ A PF LA T o RB DRI - BipE B
FRY O EhdpiR R B 2t A STAR L AR iR T R AR L U Rk & i mﬂf#lg
(Henderson, 2008) o 1 ™ #- A Sk enfk A 4fig » AR 4 PB4 L ¢ —F L F

APy P R ESARAE F ffehd R4 2 27 & s corneal )~k £ 4 (lens )~ s wLris )
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it (pupil) ~ 4450 (retina) % > H ¢ &5 ok 4 ded BE 8- o #73 Fibdt
SRR R S R AR e It R e e ok B B i~ PRk
R RE ARRER L F R S g AR R ARRAE R P BT HESR
R e ki (photoreceptor) ~ f F @ ¥R 5Lk T mre (Horizontal cell ) ~ & &k
¢ (bipolar cell ) fr&- m®s (ganglioncell) o g & fm?e ¥ AL 1B ok it £ cnfgde B > s 3k
iy B S R MR (A EMEL) 8 A S %,irj-*u;d S B EERNEE R L A
BRI & e > PRI GEARA ARG E D] A R LR Y e AR ARE T o | R e
e x oo Laiwie (cone) otk imre (rod) > 4w ¥4 LATR 0 AR AP R pFRGL BT
Frr o fEmie PlEE A TR U BRI AP g ed ik G AR 0 Ft tt,!s%afﬁ& 2=

P g a8 4274 5. ( Duchowski, 2007; fi— T, 2010) -

KRR

Aqueous humour

yment
gment

BREEE  hdom
LR Retne

Light energy

Lens

s

FHRNE
BETL

BE

AT

W 2-6 Fe3f B AW ( Snowden, 2006 )

BXmre | § e R AU B AT E - s (e B4 TR Ak K
himiefrn BT RE LA R 2EP hp T BB G ST o B AR Y &
) (fovea) f2i-7 sgsB R AL > P &) F EAREN Y - Rot i e R R mie 2 F B G
BEORE > P RRB R LD TR e KL B R K mie 2 AT e K 1
o X IEHB 7R Kk e fod B o mdime LR B9 AR X
SEﬁ%@’ﬁﬁiﬁ#¢%W&ﬁ&ﬁ’E%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ§°ﬁﬁ@%M%ﬂ
BpbiT e A F b Elehiz g (P- T,2010) 0 prde R T AR Y L] Fehing o XoR-H

¥ OEAR A g gk (Irwin, 2004) -
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At T E AL ERZE RELERT TN (B 26) &7 0 S A
F e qehx ] ~D Pl E_T| 4 %8 chpedE ( Duchowski, 2007 ) 4 8 pRARLTF 0% & #F7IF] A -
=+ %200 & - P A 130 R oo ARd fEAT R e A FARTFN G I3 R =%
AR d BARLA mﬂzﬁm}iif § AR > PR 5 R PpFiE IR 3 50% - 40 K& P
iz 5 4] 10% (lrwin, 2004 )< @ & ] § LI g FI2E0 ) A fAp g3t e m # B £ RFE

DL R A g Y S L o RFABBRFIMR A EF R - RET

;gz’g—fg-;g—*{ﬁap\ 75;1? \?.75;)‘4-?[3;:*} oﬁg_ggA;]aumf%;?u—fgz. f@;%[ﬁl) g g fe F
¢ %‘»éﬁ[ﬁu }m,F Elﬁ)iél“gﬂrl"ﬁ"é ﬁarﬂmﬁxﬁigl BTk REFRNEHHULE I

W

BT LY A Fni Y 0 i - B g (- T, 2010)

A=2arctan i
2D

W 2-7 AL¥ & B2+ E 2 ;% (Duchowski, 2007)

BEAR Y W] BT B A R B A S 0 3 R AIE R R S R BT A
PRIl e v @ 730 AAREE (P Lol F) ¥R S R o Irwin (2004) -2
Hi U7 %A% (useful field of view) » @ * AL cnge R+ /] 2 L F 2 R g &

i) P 2 agp i B AR EAAOMIRRIFIEER S AT IR 4
PR DAL RIF DR AR (blhos s i) BEPERFT P RBFDPR - bR
2 T Wi A h 25 R 40 R H 3 80 RAR & c0pF i Rl 10 F T AmyEn] gt (lrwin,
2004) o @ d R MAP AR s m e A F R e Bl e L) B R R AT A
RSB L PP R AR B FRE A A §EERT DTS A P ]

B RIALTF $0 6 AL L andf i ot pUTR 0 T B el 3 H ok enst R
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T e ¥kl g g b E (s )’Iﬁ%’\&:}‘»‘#ﬁa PR )& i § 4 51 F 3 (Findlay, 2003; Kean

& Lambert, 2003 ) -
252 PRI H I A —prEB g R4

P Bk 3l s o A PRELAR Pk 2 fop G IRRATR IR iB AR IR TR B 0 RIRE
B R LR BN 2 de R F AT o b Y L[ X 2 B i
U] o K R chpE i dpE Aot 0 B i D0 o Blded R & g5 (Cue paradigm) s S

CEEMIAPALETRMBEPRIEA M LR * (Horowitz, Fine, Fencsik, Yurgenson, &
Wolfe, 2007 )oPosner(1980 )32 5 »/1 & # ¥ 1 & A =3 f8: ¢t 873 4 (Overt attention )
fep 1 % 4 (Covert attention ) - dﬂz e g FER R IR A S BRI

# ¥

3
X

Gife B AGLLE Y EFRR B BER - R BF RARIES
E‘Tﬁ%‘uﬁ‘iﬁﬁfﬂw Fstid R4 0§ PES PR T L 6§ F (looking) % BEH o e H
#r8 i3 F (attend) H i 3 > (Findlay, 2003) -

PEARA ML RPN RLR A RLERBAL A DRR o TR
AR BALR S &2 pHR B e A F Y H B E N RERT TR
Fooo 12 sE’iE'Jﬁ;‘;ja PF R SR PR PG 5 ARPR B 6™ 5N s S ke AR che AR R
ARG LR RAGEFLET AL - B R RO 7GR L TR
fie s jeiai s ¥ Al §a R BRI DRGEFTI D Ak o ¥ PRI Tf TR

HP gt v o ARIT AR B O T 5 T LR F B R R T e ki

T

I Bl o R B R 3 2 F (Findlay, 2003) » & @ iche 2 E G 55 ¢
o gt FR Ay 0o SRR Pt A R A T L B R e 7
oA B F AT gEr g Y MR T R B E e s o T
AFTE s BRI E B n™ 5 R0 R HO SR b AT AR R
253 IR EH I A

AP IRE R F 4 L T A8 B4R (saccade ) ~ T i Bi( pursuit) ~ §5 # (vergence )

# ¥ (vestibule-ocular, VOR) frpzk 2% (nystagmus) - ¥ #F 5§ B3k 4550 48 Tk
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g Rl > 45 T4, (fixation) (Duchowski, 2007) = 12T 4 2id 4R ~ pt

ARfeT FEBOE=Z AE AT PG P M PRI E D

(1) AR AR oML e &  F AR - 2 - ERapE S
( Duchowski, 2007 ) > p# Z Plds JiA e BEE 309 £ 0 % (lrwin, 2004) - j14R
FARAFREFIRZDF N AP ERED AT R EFN] PSR
F_5 0 AR B R RdE 3 B BT 0 Fl A RBEEYE O AR R B kR
T € BB om0 A 1S SRR E AR 2 E o PB4
Jﬁ%ﬁﬁ i B gk 2 (- T,2010) o v pE Ok & AR P g
EARRF T AF 2 150~600 = F (milli-second) (lrwin, 1992) - - 4@ 3 - i1
AR AL A PHAARE 2 HEFTETABLILOEFR > @ 55 =X AR P
RAEH G B > BARDPE R € 8 2 L B AR A % (blind) o gt BFEE 2 P
R o AR A d AL 2L el Ft 2 € AR B (Irwin, 2003)

23RN ERHE TR KA (Poole & Ball, 2005)

R R E bR 2 TR
EiaaRg BRI AL R AR 3o N & H0F g S 4k | Goldberg & Kotval
Number of i g %’JT FEEHIIPA (1999)

fixations overall

& - 2EFHIIR | i @ 4E R B (areaof interest > i | Poole et al.

& - AOI) F A% % el » R & 2% ¥3° | (2004)
Fixations per area | %@ * & @ 7 v # i % HARE 5 X 5]

of interest AR EAEER o

AR ARE I AR PER 0 N & FARERZ | Just & Carpenter

Fixation duration BofTHBe L A F S T AR F e - PR | (1976)
iR A IR Y K o

SEARL AALN £ AT R R DIVIREY Mello-Thoms et al.
Gaze PERenid & o Eoit 59 7 s v G R 4 | (2004) ; Hauland

Bp g2 B ehA ST 0 e pEL T | (2003)
WHEBRR o YRR A ARET
PR R4 25 T ik AR oo
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ARPZTF AR
Fixation spatial
density

AR A- R EREF AL R EY
T ORIEF o by 4 BTN AR L

53 =]
EAITEF P H o

Cowen et al.
(2002)

LAFAAR(f8 P L

BT ARE P R 2 (8 0 P 2 ¢k an

Goldberg & Kotval

P

FARE- (& s AR HROLE 4 angd

) A A RF I ARE > A P Ra L | (1999)
Repeat fixations & &AL (visibility) o
(“post-target
fixations” )
FRM? PRAAR | ¥ - AR PRSP AP RRS P | Bymeetal (1999)

Boeg 4 vt
Percentage of
participants
fixating an area of
interest

BURRS M aviil g o Pt - £ 8 BH
?;Erﬁ‘ti\'_nlg“? ARG o

Time to first e
fixation on-target
SFRFARFET | ok FEFEONRTERY HEL T | Albert (2002)

P (95 B
#1AR)
On-target

(all target
fixations)

Hefe ! BREARE R 1 2 PR AR
o e AR R A 1L e E

% o

®
%
B

Goldberg & Kotval
(1999)

(2) BPAR - BHARLE - AP
- B #7eni=%  (Duchowski, 2007 )
BARA o @ PALAS 60 1E R BT i 8004

ALFLE A % H g PR T e

i PR IR A B

e s # j\ﬁrﬂé\:‘_ﬂ_

AP AR OPE E o AR AT R

Moo Pei e ho— B LA Pad A B FALiaE G 0 @i

o FHPFRE 4 X 10-100ms - ik BHALESE D T

R g

B emREERSE Y ¢ EATE T

4k

RSt 4 R T R HG boo A

WP E T

3B ELE 0 AL

2_ % BeARr] (Saccade Suppression) (lrwin, 2003) - % i > BeARLcIPF i BESR ¢ ET

T

72 W ig G pAR P R,

WAz o e T

N N N £

m R

rEg e (lrwin, 2004 )
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% 2-4 peRAp M 2 B35 % (Poole & Ball, 2005)

358 SR RIE 2 53 2 Rk
BeAL = B A % PEMAR & g F hig & § (T e | Goldberg & Kotval
Number of saccades (1999) )

BEAR G R A+ Bkt £ { 53 & | Goldberg et al.

Saccade amplitude R F Aol 4 ¢ R R | (2002) )
E S AR E R o

BT B FAEBHAR S e w iF T2 W 2 5§ | Sibert et al. (2000)
Regressive saccades W AP R A PRem in % TS
A

PR B RE o
BT e TP - BpARE - BEAR » | Cowen etal. (2002) )

1 75 APt D AR 90 R & A 0 £ ot B
Saccades revealing FAGnt v o BT AR
marked directional FRY Feoop e e &AL
shifts BRI R ERY FE%

(B) TFEHL 57 UHE BL ABF P ORET FIEH o 12550 BB E PR R
g it 2R LB R R B
2.5.4 pds %Ki
A TR LGP R A 0 B RN E G KPR A B BT R T A
LT o RFIAN WA L AR AR AE G T b e TR AR s

P ErARLENREH LI EREERE(AO) M - R IR A T EE{eF £ d

=

PR RS TR AL KL S RS RLT ] TR - B
WY -t TR R o SR B F AR B R HILARE T R AR

AFTERT TLARG R o TRER R T RYAFEE LR LA - B
e ¥ i

F R R B G (TR e 2L (Irwin, 2004 ) o A 83 87§ AR ¢ o JLAR{opbAR AL

Riing
2S

1_

PAREW chle - Bl o REEKUERY L) Behml o #iBihd 4o

BELehd Btk AT DI ETRFRTI ROIRERBET N AL DLARFY R
B 7o & ARSI R & LERF I - P fRARG 1R —‘F%(Just&Carpenter,
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1984; Veikko Suakka, et al., 2003 ) - @ jLARIp RIZem F + oo f 45 M "EF T ikehiw
TE ;“—”J B AARFEPER S £ FH 4 (Jiye Shen, et al., 2003 ) o P # k3% -2 LAR
10 B edp AT
a.  MUARpEER (fixation length) @ RIFBE = RIR 2 RLARER > 2754
FEEIRE BN A O BERY R TIRASLOAER o BT R
BaiARLPFF 2 =2 HcfrAOI & 2% eI AR PF P 2 =0 Befbt i o
b. ;i3 & (fixation count) : —’“ﬁ A RIR el AR i R
AR A PRI LB SRR P RERY P T RSLER
TR AR - dp ikt it o
c. T3 ApFR (average fixation duration) : #-% ;3 AR P Y f TR AR B )
T ApER&etidar v @i ER)S o
BL% (observation) 4 % % i % iﬁ]—ﬁ & AOl ¢ e — Biiiiias T itk
=gl > @ A AOI 2o b el h TR | dpherade gL o AT F AT * b Tobbi T120
bk ok A Whk - FEY EBIENFH - I PFT R AL NEE o AF
1 F RS @R E P foE %=1 #c (observation count) {4t bl ALiE AOI e dic -

AXREVERIIRE PP ORAE LI FFRES T AT AL

33



=% R %-

oo
e»\}

B3

d %R RTET ﬁm’&$%§ﬁ§wé@%&§ﬂ’%%g%&iJ%%@
AR GNP RARFL L A B RAARIS R TSRS TRLE
ggvﬁfkhiiﬁwlﬁﬁméﬁWEQ*°&&@%§ﬁ§ﬁ§@%ﬁﬁﬂ’%
FHRILR A FTREL
MO T REENN B R AR TS E o RS- e B AAIRRIEE D M FIAR
A ATt > TR EHRRAERANL R AERP R OEEF P o A B2 IP
T e s MERBEAP BR 2 LARASLI T o A A g g f
BB O FHUPHRPANIRN ERA L 0 gHERTIA L FIL 0 MR U
B AR ENRE TR TR N PR R AER 2
RJLAER B AR AR PR T RFAIER S

)

F_&-
q%&;
-H
2y
ap
)
-
g
N
Ty
~=i
ESN
®
a\
R
S
Ry
=it
H
e
A
Ha
3
h
Y
_\\3_

HI-1: 73 B R FF 27 g3 23 BF 0 =PRI § 50T a? oo 4 31§
PERASMLREAT ER R RS PGENE A g o f iRy Yo
Hp BRL RGP YR g rAMFRET ST LR DL RL S

LI E S RPN AR § PSR Y T 35 Al
RASMERAER €33 K L OSptia o8 g o ) sy ¢
Hp BRFESR PR RE g rAN TR S E T L

HI-3: 7 BR&FF 2§73 23 8% > mpdht e § Ui ¢ o 84 A1 6
%%%#imﬁ@ﬂﬁg%*s%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ:ais%féﬁﬁé%%ﬁéﬁ’

HI-2: 5 B3 %%+ 2 7 ¢

—=\

B R SUATR R

BRER LR RS RN B AT L F R
H1-4: K% § i\lﬁ‘i’ﬁt v TS AR 2 ﬁ‘l‘)i#ﬂ#% Bg BB f i“ﬁ‘iﬁ ¢ h I

A 7 =
AR 2

Research Question 1-1 : 3 v f 557 » PRy E »Alichp e my g7 £ 8
Research Question 1-2 : B 4 f 557 » PRy E AL PERFTEREF L2

Research Question 1-3: & M f 557 » PP B » A ur BER ¢ 42
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32 A g 4

P
b bR E A B B R AR f Rl T 0§ UL R FOR g AR E A A L

B v P HRE RN R R MDA RN B AR RS A
PI% RIS %7 7 8 400 RO FISSR R B R 2 o & AT ER R KR SO bR

f
BB B R (s SRR A TR o B € R AP E AT R hvsgk R B R A

PRGN BRI AT RSN RS R o SRIFFOEHRLL S ARG ER

ARREY 2P R 2R PR M) )2 (P HRSFE AR RS E
MAE) s FF R A& BRRSRER R L8 M RaiRT o B AR

R BETEF 4R o & &% - Blew(block) ¢ £ RhplE 45 ERHREH

L
PR
S 2 B

T 3073 AR PE R
R RpE Ry

W31 7 5% R E N

322 REH&TIEF-p RAHE
AR L) SRR (05 BLged - Tl PR AT DO B Sl | B R S S 1
IR ARG S S G e A S I
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£ ¢¢ (response competitor paradigm) » 7= T & FXRIF B k FIOB A5 Y 0 P

NA R PR B ENERF oo d NEANGRHEFHETEY ARG AL

BEMAE Y BF FARHI LD 0 T AR S LRSS HF R

£ 4. o cioff ST LA -

a i %A

R f R A & IS Y Y M F P Rehd D el P IRAP M 3 b o
B B8 UL R fod B i £ 8 R o § % o S F ek AL
Lavie ( Lavie, 1995; Lavie & Fox, 2000) #7#%  edrdf f § 4k 4r = 5% > £ 82 i r vt

K3 O FELDRAG S B - BENM AP RSFEES- R P - RAI* F HEK

Ko ¥ - BAR SR TEEDTE o 2 - B b AR -
TRV B AR USRS Y - B F e P 2 g RETE PR

FAFEFS (o) itk Mo PR v dad 9 hiskr i B > ¥ 255

BURE B PR RGBS (W32 T 2 AL LB o

b.  ® »¥3HkA

B AIRIEE 2 P aodsgh ok Rdkay > AR Y 0 0 P Rz o

FHP RS ] BB G FR L BE ) BPE SRS a2 2 RN

YRS T P L A R s e PR R N A SN R R B

P ARF D A TP E RS R E G R (R 33)
EARRY YR ML PR BRI E 0 Ak T AR SRR A £

TR CFE) NSRS - Ko T A AR Y BRI L AT

FE-oROFPTURLBERI PRl PR o
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Level 1 1717 Score 0 (level 2 706 Score 80

99900000 9979000¢

¢
l ;

EEES A R A ]
W 3-2 R o%- of { {47 LW

Level 1 777 Score 0 Level 1 8 Score 0

+
PTIRITITY 00990000

R——

PR B o~ 3l TR E AR

W33 R%-E >AETLW
AFEF- 53 8BEe > THRAFA o E FRFHARE LY 5 104
4> B EE 1040 m—4’Ea%+;6mx%0%%o%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ»ﬂﬂ
e B (block)  fs& s % 2mp ke FLRF ASRE Y F S 7R
s o BBl ¢ N4 TNE > BRI ERELE EREY Y R AR
FoEZL REIR L BEY BB (FHEFE) AFRE (PERFE ) SR

ErAGEA EREIRe A S AR PE S PP E LT EE S L ovs %
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PR S fE G CRREP ER A EG (B 34) 2R EG 0 F B
BRAE G g PR Z 8 BA I M TR ML PR A TR A8 BN S G
CRSRN AN CRES I R ed SEMUE - EE R S AR B Ry i

F 254 HPAAL 2 D v A E 105',;]* Y EE RS- FIEE - S TN
Zo b3 U3 e U2 fue 22+ > B o RO LARELES c 2 Ad 2@
LARFHE o BECN D ET P SR TE S é%ﬁ%&’%mﬁ?rw%wﬁvi—a
EBH R 0 T i 9 B SR ;u?i‘?“ PHCd FpE PR 6 IR
BFRERESIEIR T+10, chied 23 > FEFH B pEs kB E M2 IR
FREPFESHEIR 10, ch%d 2 F o LT mEREEE L LA HART LR

Sy YEERE P LG TP G vk o SR B— Fr B 42x42 fd +

DB Q
REGARRBERE
BT ARNERE POITH | (
QERTR ISR  HPOER > 9 )
\

@
fﬁ&ﬁﬁ!ﬂ&»ﬁﬂiﬁ‘lﬁﬁm’n‘a SLORE
~ ?Q @

TR REPOBRRMERE
18START BAL4 5 8%
(
[ / A
™ "’
)/

SN B HRELATLEG
W34 B5pkBi2 Bddm
323 BEARE: TREE WL REAEFIRR CERER
A KB ML RFE Ri# A (Reactiontime) s 5 £ 2 2 (accuracy ) 0 i

1% SRRl FES - 3t E L sy ehac g R (sensitivity) #G 5 ze e £
fatk o E 3k @ * Direct RT #tffie (7 - & e w5 F % gcdf & @ DirectIN p= &
E RS g RS R RIF R LRF o1 Ko F PR aied T i 1)
BoflS%kEd P EWIRNRBEIRBFRHEY &5 16 BLw AR IRENTEE

o2 16 BAINREDTWF R L& LZRF RS DR AT FILTRES S
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WEE RS BIEAEE RN

a. s (recognition error rate) @ - dpik* Mg E 4 AR vk I

LR ARG & & Gl rck 4% (Lang, 2006)

b. FRFER ;A pHRABSEL R AL HPE o TRRE REROBA - LR
f 13 850 13 % (signal detection theory, SDT) » Bo & Hw J8 40 78 5 A7 4% % % 3+ 5
LRIF R T AT AL AR R P Bk Py e E F i H
A% k3B A GRE L IURREER HATE T A SN AR R & 7 (Wixted, 2007) ©

c. FiF R (reactiontime): ' — dpik™* rife ] RlF HEE N B S el
A B o il ARG g o B R el BARE- o

AL R LY RE 16 B S BT R 2 e | ST &
FAE A (Plel RagEd o S AREE ) HE R S ARG TS 0
SRlF R e - kSRR ER Y (R G ek Tl 2 ) L7 e
TEEE G ¢ N ek R o 2 S P ehsd TR sty o ek W

et £fenind T3 BT § 0 SRR RIY 4R e B AUE FEIL

&
—x

frid B o £ 3adp 7 AT

e 2% - FFETPS > %2 IR H S ST ap 78 FRp%
FAMGEE DS E N gL hd (2F) 8% (wF) et BT R
FH ¢ BN SR ERR Y e RS R SR Ak k] st
R R S R AR B T F BTSRRI
g oo

i RARARE > R ISR F R D Al

dod fEe TR P AT P FaRE e + 7 & Continue 424 -
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324 R%K1E

a.

s~ gl 1%: ¢ * Adobe photoshop 7.0 #c 88 % (7% % % 4> £ 41 * Flash ] (e 25k o
Fo? NRAE » PR RIS RSO SERY - BS AR RE
RS E R D 2MEERERADR O REAR R TEHEL (RE=T 7

A=) HEPE-BFEATRIEFAITLAT R ETERS 4 F* 2 20l -
ES

*hm

ATHhTIDERTET HE Tiofey MR LE FL LR RV R R
RERDHENE

Pl B 2" Tobii T120 p2ds e % (1715 4:3) B FId - 254 %
WEAPp o TERURFRMERET £ 9 of 3R £ R H2 Medialab {- Direct
RT 9 2§04 & (7 B o (F -

Tt & 2 7 B4y > X R § L m SR BB B st 0 T m s
T LEFE R L 0 P ST REME P R A R LR P2
B 448 2 @ DirectIN B & s34 K e £ (button box) & Fsw i £ F L4
Bl 22 REEFZARBOEIREY T3 ERFRFHRIORTFRES T+
SRS A ARIR R Y Y TG ) g EESRE R BRaE s 32
B B9 16 B 52N DREHTH 0 16 B SR IREDEM o 3T LRI
RERED 2L ARLENPRHR > ¥ 8 BRYHo > Fa ¢ TE
fTrlE st FORTEL apig IRFRZLFN% LEF B IR F
ShpFiz > LRI FHR TP d TR

CRERFTHEE D SR A v ¥oE F 5 d Direct RT % 4% - ¥ 12 Tobii T120 p%

B R g 6o 3 Bieh T3 > Tobii T120 2 #s & eP- 5 5 120Hz » #x P~ = ‘B Ef IRiF
Bt FELE > R HE D B 130x22x30 24 FEINE (TF R 70 2
A feen 30%22 2 3 W R chB PR iRk R 125 o A MF) 5 R BAEEAE 1 50~80
DA AR REEERY Y APRDEBRRE AT 5 ri;ﬁiﬁ‘l‘ﬁ?”é_ﬁkﬁfﬁ
SR W P EAARFRE TR RBPREPFRE T SRR T
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WA PR T PR R R bR
325 &%

AL ERET 2T AR (I8 E ) AR LRI AT FEAFHL A
e - SR W T3HE# 2484 (B 19k » B * 33 ) Ky RSB LELE (7)) M
Fogofk A 234 B 1A R SR A R AR B o 1 4 FIEA R RE

RBA G TR B AL RRIRY T ATE 2§ F RS

326 FHEBEP

FEEFEF R ARALEFFERAE  RY P ERAPIRG
A% FHREFFETN2D 130448 FHABRA F2 <30 I FLAER KA
BspsTigiaped i s T (calibration) | 425 » A7 E* & - X A @& % ih

TRRERERS - SRR ARG RFEHG L AL F T L RIE R SRR

(%

DR A R BB R R A e T o R 2 4 e

P}

A R A S F SR RMO0 K R T A A

]

FORBRAY 0 FERR 2R D R 7 A S DT SRR R o B
Pi"gﬂi@%?,‘fﬁi)’\ B £z Direct RT #ic#8 » = ¥ f BB SMENPHRE AT
MRFFHEE > DEEFLE TR AT o AT REAL L Tobii T120 ;e é R 2 F S 08
Direct RT T 5 FiE {7 > B edr= ;‘E'Jﬁ s # TR & 41 * Direct RT - Medialab 12
Bt E RF BRFEF B0y 2 A v STl F s%infedo™ B 350

BB ALS B4R 3-6 -
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327 BEFHEAF A

AP B R EEG  UP R PFRERA T ARG DTN FL G
F¥ bR B amed B pF o AR et o fans 5V i S Ay F
- B frame ¥ HAAR R fop BH O g RBRITAREE DT L T
B plE 1o fsf sy frame enFofle it B o Fp AT T B ERE R G

Tt (Glde i) HREEE EREARIETE 2 UL TR F oo 54
Ehofsd WIF L EFHMGS AL B ELOFTELRE AR SRS R B

-

£ R D 10 B4 5 B i afEREA BlA R 0 - AN e FR L F F A

‘&.r

Tl D ende Bher B BLITRE P F e 2 > 2/ e 3] (P 7 246 F% % Area of

Interest » AOI) RIE_2 {jfcd e B pr il p AT cnfu b (T3] 4 o 4o@) 3-7 -

Level 1 8 Score O

v AOI &1

i

W 3-7 AOI #14 W

33 BRRKE

3.3.1 4% § '3 A #% 2 (manipulation check) —3 & T #+ 4 RA-LALEF 7
AFTTE B SR A R MR R R e R R - S T L
Mo 4 F MR ABRE a3 PR 2EIR BT e RN 2R

RRB IR PRI ML R 2 SRR ERTEHA T AN FMB MR
¥ Op #



e R RGER A A 0 T UGS A R B4R 1 A | ek T § reenty
oo ME TS RAEAES > J N AL EEEER T TR 0% Tk

Robust # =7 Welch & i & & ven ANOVA 2 % > Welch B % 5 9.176 - » &

B 52 Aod
Bl> A= pd A 39545, piE5.004<.05 A Ffriadf f fe5p B e & 343
AREFEFLE (M PABEM=320>F f §4 5 M=295) > + &g +odf § §* (4 f
FA) B METS S EHARSLE

AT T bR e PR P R R RS S ACD T R R A TR
LA K AR oL BT 0 SR BT S K 2 B AR G B F 2 (p<OL
L 5 17539) Mard f OB RIAREER (M=9358 §)) BEFF 3 F o f
s (M=80.34 #)) - & ¥ 2 BB P~ § ¥k (p<.0l: {# % 3 18.687)-
MATE f OB R R P B (M=110.00 £ ) B F B 0 3 o f 8 (M=97.33 4 ) -
Bom B A i PO T e i R iR €7 B .

o

3.32 Exrm&F  (recognition error rate)

H1-1: 0 R ok Pl5 2 M 44 25 (rh 5o PP o df § sl ¥ ent 484 1) f 9

EALEMERLIAFEFW R RAPHNER A AR R f FOERER

1 &
I

£

PP ERABR RS LL £3 {BePERL AT

ﬂ\F

s

AT RC R kg Pt DR L R RS F RN E > TR
® (Hit) e /2484 (Correct rejection) #84 » & /2 cgt & - #-0 ¥ 7 (Hit)
748 % (Correct rejection) hF AL shmb 5 10 & #-A#F 7 (Miss) 122 &4 (False
alert) inF L %mg 5 OO L - HE e EanT3HE il FE S 70 SPSS 2 Kf i NN
d3F & 5 2(RAPR/M) x 2 (P HRF/FHPFE L) T 20PN KF o &
FoFFREEE R R RSN AR AT o AR R T i P hl Rk i
% (F(1,20) =7.332,p<05)+ & » 4| fi+ $ 1 &»c% (F (1,20) =48.638, p<.01) -
B K2 e 23 i%% (F(L120) =21.853,p<.000 ) 3t Bk 1-1 4= i@ L 4% >

T o i R R A PR Y g v RS (M=.649) B ¥ F 0B R §
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fers e st fey (M=571) & p 4 B » A St h B R & £ 380 e
(M=685) + &3 *4f4 & ~ 2 & (M=536) { %

R BRA FT G LT (v it A E T R A 4 G el R
Bt BHrE 0 AR L R RIS FRAF LRI AR FLE (LB RF T
LK > p=.888 0 Flpt ¥ 4 % i 4L ANOVA & ®.5% % : F (1,40) =3.504, p=.069) :

o ifs 12 H 513 ANOVA ARG oL f 587 >3 87 b & » A B £ e s
BEEEZG LR CLERBEF TIRER > p=773 > Fl-7 5" @50 ANOVA & 2%

% tF(1,40)=.000>p=1.00)> FJt B3k 1-1 & KA = ox ;j&{gﬁ»ﬁai_sﬂziiijf%w ;

=

% e BRI e e AR e

BT - AR AR R ARG B F]S A Kok o T 0ER
ZR R PHRY P SR AR RO EER Y RATEY P RS E A
PSR i ‘"ﬁfﬁ?ﬁi’““’?ﬁ'—lr%  JRIE B L f IR A4 TR
B AP b andla LR 2R de s gAcRER RS E ~ B L AR

s e A2 Bt ok o

FH— - ARAEHEF

0.80— * ﬁ)\ﬂﬁ&
’
. : — T
TE— !
f ’ -- B
r

7 /
F0.70— ,
A 4
iF 055 ,

& 1
% 5 AW
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W38 RE%E—- LREAMFIIIET HTH

-L\:L

Research Question 1-1 : % M4 § #4737 > P& 5 » Yl enfnimF 5 £ 8

AP E TS R ARG KA PR P R E AR R
& SR EETA ﬂ~"%ﬁf? MEALPE (GLE% P &P T4 < Levene test, p=.164 » F]p*
T4 B ANOVA %% 1 F (1,41) =25.423, p<.001) FIM A FIE1EFT L4 > &
ZE 2w Pl PR PR LR mFRE (ME§ M=798>3% §
M=.571) -
333 L nAE A (A”)
H1-2: 3 BR%FF2 F g5 23 (5% » e g Mo f S iER P onF 3 A1

e P00 N R B A s <yl R ik B A <yl

B ORPERLESNI RSB Ve AN TR R LG (B D R R
;J)];ugg@bmgtﬂ F kg o W3 (St & SRR » g a# Y & (Hit rate)

>55 5w Bl i Hepz s (Condition) e0# @ 5 % A 50%11 T o d A en

£ 3R] 5% ALK B~ yes/no tasko I am b mo Rl MesZ i HERIS A B3 0 B0%end P g
Sk 1 S o G S I

AEL B RE AR YR e BAE R Ak S GRS TS R
B AT RS SR B o | el s | 3 & vk (F(1,17)=.101, p=.755) -
B AR 28 oe% (F(117)=5974,p=<.05)> & ¥2 B+ § 23 it% (F(1,17)
=4.708, p=<.05) it~ H S Bk 1-20 L FF $ R g4 1F KA L Y

TSR RS AT S ﬁ ERF AP (EERE EF TIEER p=163

FlpE g 3 5L ANOVA & 2 :F(1,40)=2.916>p=.095); ¥ *} fr % 12 H ]+ ANOVA
MR AR PERY 0 BE AR OERERAE R RER A F 2L TR

BE LB (L B%E Bk T > p=.627> FI) ¥ 4% 1 5L ANOVA # 2% % (F(1,41)
=008 » p=.929) » Fpt Bk 1-2 # I AEE LI o Fp oo I Ll ket E i i

R RS BRSO BEANMII FY > R RE BRI wipF DR o
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d Y F A D] 50% AT HE LT K- kY AR A LR R

TJH—

FEFUVRATFISRES EEER{rL my odg 7 F T TR 05— BER-ARRH
Y EE
%31 R%- P RRl%EF? FRBERF

n=23 Hit rate False alert rate
B TR E A 0.32 0.20
B AP RS E AR 0.47 0.32
MAe T B R O AR 0.40 0.41
BT f P R R O Al 0.54 0.20

F— -~ BAREKEWN)
075 ' A R
* - - BiE
_ﬁ_ 0.70— ~ N R i I _'f'_f‘i.%
%E].{\i— RS
B RS
*
ﬁ 0.60—
B
;:‘u:asﬁ—
| |
i e
oA

W39 RA%&- LML RRLI ITT KT H

Research Question 1-2 : & <44 § 4453 ¢ - Py 8 » A R R §F A 8

A L B R R AT R A Y PR R R AR e
BolgkMra f2 B ¥ L3 (s8R R &k 24 € Levene test, p=.051 > 5],
T4 @i ANOVA %% 1 F (1,40) =7.151, p<.05) FIp A5 WAL 2 @ 2 45 > @ £
Eo e Rl LMo f PR RFEREAFRE (KA M=T780> 8 §

M=.613) -
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334 L F BEFR

H2-3: 7 @R o™+ 2 B g4 23 0%% » et MAr | 80 Fs ¢ oot 4 A4

RASMELr pid B g P08 o f endBpbiisl S m bg o f N st

Bgd WP BRSNS R g MBS (Rl

u\ra

BT RAEKE R RN AR B BR S R R~
fid m A&k (Ao f 4 F(1,22)=1.160-p=.293; ¥ » 7| i F(1,22)=1.687, p=.207) >
4 &2 3% (F(1,22) =006, p=.940) - 11 H ¥+ % & #1746 5% % Koog f 8
Pt RPFARR AL RER A Y ANT AR (LE% P Kk FLEX > p=588 0 7]
PR 5 ANOVA # 2% % T F (1,44) =119 > p=731); ¢ ¢ 4802 8 715 % B #c
A1 EHER AR PR AR A AL SRS RER BT AN FLE (LER
£ el B3R p=.596 F]pt Tk * B 4 ANOVA H 2% % 1 F(1,44)=.255>p=.616) -
Fpb 2k 1-3 F AEE A o LR AR Jet i RS o KR P R
BAIGR 2 nT 08 2k PR AN FEEE 2R L B R RT FES R s o
A f R i RARSTIR S R E RS G AR S AL RIEHE » BF
REPERY hFR L nd RF a v f{iaef f S8R PR i R

% 3-2R%- LiF BPFR

n=23 TIBERF R (ms) AP BT LR
ARG A A A/ Sl 1337
1282
B p P RS 1228
EELE A AR FOh A 1410
1363
AT f R R R 1316
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Fo— - BRAREFF

EAAE
00— - - BAR
— t#Hh
1
#1350
R
). Jx
B 1,300 R4
[l L
1,250 ,”
*I
I I
= 1&
wmiE AR

B 3-10 #3F BFERF 3 1T 15 LW
AL T L RSB AR E Y ol fRIER hF P
i 17 by item ANOVA e B » 5 % 15 23 Bion A B 5§ B 71 3001 § B ¥ chi & ok (B
£ § 4 F(1,7)=1.083, p=333; & » 3| f& F(1,7)=4.108 » p=.082) » & ¥ 2 ' & ju A ¥ 12

5 %% (F(1,7)=4.757, p=.066) -

Research Question 1-2 © & M4 § 475 @ > AP ¥ » A fEchi SR R g5 £ 8

AR E SRR ATRRIG KA f PR PP R R AR VR
BoB%lra f2 BREalps L3 (LE% 2 ak [t € Levene test, p=174 > 5]
T4 % ANOVA 2% 1 F (1,40) =.605,p=.441) > Fp 15 RAL2 & A JE B £ 4 -

335 wif i
AR IR G 0 AT 2R FHRPAOD BN AR R AR s T e

AP Z Bagfh RS BR 140 gt e o b BB B LR L o

a5

B3 B LA REELE S AT AR MR L PR KR E AR
RAFIRApHET L HFLE -
Hi-4: i aoff f 58 ) 3 B AER £ hiRp e 308 o f 87 o+ 3§

FABRE -
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B (Fixation Length)

Mo FFREEAER TR RE T B 2 A A &%k (F (1,21)
=178.471 > p< .01)~ % ¢ §“ &3 &2 (F(1,21) =941 >p=343) > = ﬁi E
23 ier (F(121)=1.686p=.208)° Fl&* % Wi § {03 ¢ iR R 2
AFEFLE oA AR > A& e M RTOESERESPIEFE LR
(M=3.856) #g ¥ g+ & ~ 2B A2 (M=1369) E¥F { % RLARERF - 12 One
way ANOVA % 2.5 % &1 » 3 x»&fr%jg§\ FH P B s AR h;‘igﬁ,pﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
TERFALAR (LEREEF T p=644 > Fptf* @ ANOVA % :F

(1,36) =.000, p=.991) -

T — ~ LR
AR AR
N B
--"" — T4&ih
)
¥ 3
B
Hﬂz_
o—0
11—
[ |
% B
S04 B I

W 3-11 R%- HARFERE

.73 4= & (Fixation Count)

M FF RE AT E R E AR R 0 B oA A 8% (F(1,21)
=67.756 » p<.01) ~ 4o4f f & 1L &%k (F (121) =176 p=679) A ¥ 2 B % &
23 ie% (F(1,21) =176 > p=.679) - ¥ 7 & M4 f fH38 ¢ chili= #er &
HELZE >0 8 3L 5V RTSES ST PP~ 2GR £ (M=11.023)
B¥RFHEFE LR 2 (M=4301) EF { 7 314 ¥ - 12 One way ANOVA
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C.

SR B R PR T RS AR AR R R BT LR
(6% B ik 144 2> p=.489 » Ty 45 » @i ANOVA %% © F (1,42) =784,

p=.381) -

12+ EAKfE
e = = o o - = £‘] %fﬂr}\ 5};)1
— Tkt

10—

65—
4 G_\o
[ [
% 1B
fa g BB

W 3-12 F2%- Q1=

T 393 RPFF (average fixation duration)
o FF RREHEAFERBEAESES R 206G 2 8% (F(L121)
=10.435 > p<.01)~ &% § iu ’ﬁ i &% (F(1,20) =4598 p < .05) > = ﬁiﬁ?

a3 ie* (F(L20) =099 p=757) &7 § K40 § 58 T 0 Rp R

-

LFEFLE P RPESRET > KR PR H N R L T AR

AL B RIS RS PR E AR

e

R g iR »h
B4 (M=383) Bg¥F -+ 2 » AR 2 (M=319) EF# § T 23 RPEFF -

2 One way ANOVA # T 2 % k1 > 8 Mg § i\?'ﬁ‘iﬁ“ Sl - R O =k
R T B F L2 (A% &P Tl T p=009» Flpt4* 58 o

# Robust # s Welch & & 5 @ p=.295) -
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Ko— ~ RN
0.42— A R
* - - B4
0.40— ) I" J— ’F‘f‘f‘t fﬁj
AN P
ié] s
‘E‘n 36 *
?;30.34—
0.32—
0.30—
| I
& AE
sl R

W 3-13 R % — T39I RFFF

RBRBERT

N FFREEAFER B A SRS 0 B 2T A Bo%k (F(L120)
=198.224 > p<.01)~ <4 f '@ i & x4 (F(1,21) =1.943 > p=.178) > & 4 2 ¥+
£33 0F% (F(1,21)=2.365>p=1875) 7 & i f 8¢ g ppi s
EHFLR A Al rAE S h o P RTHESSETPEFE AL 2
(M=4551) R ¥+ 3+ 8 » A A+ (M=1666) &7 { s AR - 2 5%
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