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TER SR, A B R B SR R R AT
Horp Rl R R R — AV R TN GRERR A
P RBGERE, RIS A RGERE (Dolgunsdz,
2018) . TNCBAGREFEE-Z Readert BRI O, 1%
RO b 52 v IR Bk sh i il i) 2O AR Y — E-Z
ReaderSRI 1 JE2E T )LEDEE (Reichleetal., 2013)
WRYEE-Z Readert R PGSR,  “HIABGRIE A"
SR AR A — AR R B AR IR B, TR T
FRLEBEE T — i FZYE R K (Reichle et al.,
2012) o IESEETRXF 2, IR R R A% R
&, SRR — AR R EEAE N

A S R R TR L RO R R R A
Pho TERIEA AR, A A ILEEM T e M gh 3RS
G, HBENE AR S M RARE B BRI E AT
Al BT R TR P S A R FAIN T, ( McConkie and
Rayner, 1975) . 1EPFE 0T, BFoc i At
R, RAGRREDILEERRIER PR 0FE BN TR

jilll

VEBEN

£

Yt
B J8

N, BIJOFETTRE/IN (Rayner, 2009) , {EABATAEDS A
MM T EDE 5SS MG E, BmEgesA
PR PR B TIRAF A (Marx et al., 2015,
2016; Johnson et al., 2018; Tiffin—Richards and Schroeder,
2015; Pagdnetal., 2016) ,

ARLE TP S0, DU T & b L B i
TRBFSAXS R, BAETILIN T2 AR
fian, EEASE (2011) @0 AR IR AR
AREMNR R ML FAREAF B . A¥E (Zhou et al.,
2018 ) I EE R TE L I = ARG A (B ] LASRAS R
R AR FER R . X (2019) KRBL2 ~ SAFGEL
BERE R Je AL I TR IR R, TARR A TFIR T
PUNTFE R, ZAEREETF R LIN L7 UE R
WA R ERWERFEEATZREZmT L
R P S M b ARAS AT RS T P TALAE B, b B AR
Ci)) ByJEtE (9, FRERE .. FEmE) , TR
MERE (R [R) — [ SR RL A SR 6 5 AF WA AR T FiC 19 5] 152
MED B (BERPENE, fE) 5.
AR RN e UE BN TR LR R R A e A

. REMBERZAREENIRHARR, HARHOE: SIFATIER. FIRAR,

VESIH: FRE. FINEEXNFERIPRMAMSRINIEIEmE [J] . PEIMESFELS, 2025, 7 (1) : 1-6.
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A, Hib, GOEE—EHEHE RN A g g T
INTHEZE, S, FRsREE.,

SR, ML T, AR AT BE B Al ELSE R
W) LB O BRI SAYAERE T Ol . BFSEE R, MOARJE B3k
Uk, FHRE— NI . SMERTTREAR, HR BN
TEJE X R M BGR B o ST IR 1 5 ) = R
AT HAREE (Inhoff and Rayner, 1986; Perfetti and
Helder, 2022; 45575, Jr#kE, 2001, 2002) . =47
Z AU, AR I b S s, AT
FOR T RGREE =, INITE N T X7 i e s A 1
DAL 1 o A9 7 A U TE 0 T 3, U A e e e 2
Pk, Sk AIBRNESSHER RN, Siir—e R
M7, 7T BRI T, WATRERANRRMN T .
BRI AT A (Williams et al., 2004) PIBFREEIL, 4
FERMESGRE G, RSSOV BT R T, R AR iR
TUN P SEM 32 3] T IR AR BT . N R &
R, NFNFRX— B EBAT S . HETF
A, A AR R T LA B S e/ N A 0 ) S P A i
TE0, AT LA N AT Rl S O . X TN
2 ST S A RT3 S 2y g il E i ORI 2. %3
AR A SR T 2 1 o 2 20 kB AN 2 % A AY 3R] (Shu et
al., 2000) . $TFULEFRE, FRRE I LSI0E g
W LIESAR AL S R R DL AT

W FRAT/INF A B F AR VR . A2 (Shu et
al., 2000) ANy, FE/NFEBEE, FREGRBERRE AL R
EX, LA AHTE3000N L FER 1, Tk s 2 h
EEEHRE A N BERE AR (Wu et al.,
1999) . BRI FIEARFATEARFPZ A2l 5, 224
I st TIRE MG 552, IR T IFZIR.
RBGBRHYFIA G2 A A2 R 2 2T

KT AT /INFE AT RS, BiEs
FRRE I ST P BRI X — (AR, (HAEA S i Tt
FEH R T KT IRNC AR RN A —FE SR (Zhou et
al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020) . flifi]#r T FHEKE
SR T /NAE ZARGF R R R ITIE | 3RS (Zhou
etal.,, 2018) . ZR A, FRAREIFEA MW =R
IR R ), P B TSR A AR, ST
BRI, SRR ONEESE T, SEGNEE N HART
S5HR AR ER G FHLSRRTEE, 4%
EX RS T FRBARE 43 (—8 &) , 42
CIEFEESAM ), 43 GEEEMEMN) , 44 (L
KM, HaX BT TR AR AT B
25, XA REFE T FRGR IR SR/ N A
[ 5 TR, BB IR . A 253 B AR 2 AR A 5 e /N2
2 £ e 1 N g RO e oA 1 D (Sl o S s 0 = B R
AR, (AT R RAR A, LR R
BEZ AR EEESR, WL, ZERIFARERIE
TSR T /N A IR AT R, A R REAT e R R
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IR T /N2 RSN T (Liu et al., 2020) o %F
e, A2 BT SR U R B R AR e S
JLEERY BT R o

gi LTk, 1245k, WAk R G A R
M4 ) S BE U] PR ANE AR R TN T AR
E-7 readerf BN AT, 135 FEX R A o [MHRNCHEA T3 A0
ZHIBUM TANEE, MMDRIE RN GG (Angele et
al., 2016; Reichle et al., 2006; Zangetal., 2013) , o
FINA, B M ) R BN TN A TE DU B
B ER B H AR R, SR H AR A DUE TP I —
A A THR YY) (Zang et al., 2013) o [AMF, %A A i
IR AR FH# TR AR5, ROATR S Hh OGE i H e
[P R S A o T LERE, i TR RN
BEAHERY, J2a S R RTTEE , XTI eae )y i A R
BEATEEMEM WITJLELER] T g M gl 5
TABF T LB TN TRE S . T iR BT S
HORAFTE ) FIEEE MM, A BRI BIAE 55 7T AHERR
ZAFEART ) LE R e M BN T AYSE IR o

AR R I 552K 7GRN T 22 B X AN [+
AR Y LRI Hh e M R) RN B 2 S8 TR B R
PN, B ERIAN AT X /N2 ~ SAEG A Rl v e
[k IR ARG A s . AR IR AR, AR
SN, AR, ANFA NIRRT RS, IE
RitE (Shuetal., 2000)

2 FHiE
21 B

ML/ NED ~ SRR A BRI A L ER 1404 2 464 T
g, Horp, ZARYBSA (RN, BAVAN) , F
WY AM=8.0 (SD=0.2) ; =HEH33A (L2 A, BE
1A, PR IM=9.2 (SD=04) ; DU4AEL36N (&
AN, BHAEIBAN) , FHFRIM=103 (SD=0.5) ; T
HRI36 N (LA18 N, BAISN) , SFIAERM=11.2
(SD=04) . FA2ARRREY N DOE, H e e
HIEH . TREEHRE, AR/ ML)

2.2 SEENRgIT

SKH4 (AEZ: —ARgR. —AFZR. DUAESR . FAFL) X
2 (PGREE . K. AUK) RAELRBT. FHNpHL
A b, BGRREAI N

2.3 SEHME

(1) MR LM BB IUERT . X F/N#
AR, AR TIRAG A E W Z AT T,
AT X TR T TR E NS 52, IR T L
W RABMNTFIEARFAEAEFR BB EAFINT . B
B, FEETTE I B TR AN L ~ ARG A T
SCEM o XTI R SR AR R UG, SRR
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R MERESCRA B, RRARMF RN —
FEYRIRA TR . X TR ANE R 2R R B, B
BERM BRI . ZAFREEARNTE, W TR
AN R BRI T, N AFERARERNT, T
RGOSR T

(2) TEEMEL IR R SR BT A S 2L
K, BRGNS 52 56 (0 /NS A X6 BT 2 1) b
BT B RRMABETE, R “EEARE”
TE AEWHAR” o RIEEER, WEMEY PR
50T HART:, BISOMNEGERE T, S0BURERY
Fo MFEAMEGORUL, BBRFNARIE D E S TR
T (ps<0.001) , KT HARETME MBI
WEMZSR (ps>0.05) , FFAERZR, BMERER
FRYAESE SEEmHAN L R, A, SHFRANMESR
Uk, SRR T 1000 EYE GEdARETAASE LT
ERHIE AL ) B RIETEM B, RS BARF I L E 5
NEAEREEZES (ps>0.05)

#1 2~-5EFARFHREBESE@ZHN (SD)
Table 1 Familiarity and stroke count of target characters
for grades 2 ~ 5 (Mean (SD))

AT EN S A& AT
ARG 66 (04) 41(07) 77(20) 7.7(19)
=4E% 66(03)  37(09) 104 (2.0) 106 (22)
PUAEZL 6.4 (02)  35(08) 9.0(19) 9.1(19)
FAES 63(04)  24(05) 109 (24) 108 (24)

24 IRIER

SEEG R E—prime 20804405 SLIRAR T . lad il
AHL I CBIHTR60Hz ) S P HGH3, wliaCHR 165 i g
FEHE L BIRE RS H65em, B SETE BRI h Je S AN A
“+7 800ms, SR 7S 22 M Bl A 2 B H AR
d‘z%‘lﬁﬁ* R AT 55 H SOE S AR RS R

B I, SR DA TR N . A
%ﬁﬂ&¢,ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ&m&ﬁH“ o BN
FAERRE LA L . SEEe T I LR

. ?EE,¥)EI“I"TK: Soomq’

1 EREFREER

Figure 1 Flowchart of the experimental procedure
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LERHAIAERIE T AT 0o HImed Bl 047
£ CRRARL1-27) |, X ORI PEA TR MR S AR AT,
XPIERfARBEA T RN ERB A . S (R Y REAS AU
wRAE, SCE PO S I AR BN R T
FOR I UE, AR SRS AN LU T AR A4 2 2 [] 9 4 3 2
Er(HﬁlZl], TAEGL v, ARG, ARG vs. TUARESE, DUAE

P ovs. TARG) o XFBIIFFEAT 24T AASE RS A9 A
(Imer (depvar ~ Grade*familiarity + ( 1+familiaritylpp )
o XPIEBRIEAT STHT AR
H%:  (glmer (depvar ~ Grade*familiarity + ( 1lpp) +
(1lstim ) , data=datafile, family=binomial ) . FRHIEHTAF
Fi, Hli>1.960F , WAL .

ZEMABMUITE (BRERE . ZRE, 2001; FRik
M BRYE, 2010) , FERNINEHESR B, BIERFE%L
o TR RT3 M2 AR, JEMER2.19%; SERET IR
AT 25% MR . LI Es R0 SN I 5 IERf A bR an
H2PAR

+ (llstim) , data=datafile )

F2 AREREMMEHETHFEHERES R
(ms)
Table 2 Average accuracy and reaction time under two
conditions for different grades (ms)

MRS SRR T

. . e N BN L

AT A R A

TAEYL 097 (0.18) 0.95(0.23) 822 (279) 895(307) 73
=AFZ% 0.95(0.21)0.92(0.27) 803 (300) 891(344) 88
PUAEZL 0.96 (0.19) 0.92(0.27) 851 (350) 925(392) 74
FAE 097 (0.17)095(0.22) 781 (260) 843(273) 62

(1) IEMER, FEHMEXRNEE, TEEHR
ARG F A OB IE R T AR R
(b=—0.37, SE=0.17, z=-2.10, p=0.04) , =AEZ¥4:
S5 PUAEG A I R E R T B M2 R (b=-0.10,
SE=0.17, z=0.56, p=0.57) , PUAEZEA: {0 IERR 2R
BN FEMR T HAES F4 (b=-0.40, SE=0.17, z=2.30,
p=0.02) o PGREEHERMN B, BN PR
F IR IE 0 RE B E KT IRARENFE (5=-0.59,
SE=0.11, z=-5.19, p<0.00) o XIFRANMFEIRU, 2%
FERIBN BIAEAE, B GRS I I A R I 35 o TR
Bl (12s1>2.30, ps<0.05) , {HAERHPRERZEHIEH
AN (12s<0.10, ps>045) , ViR ERN AL
AR B 22 B —RERY

(2) JLREB . AF 9 R 8 500 1 a1 &
I 2R, T SR AR DU AR 2 A Y R R
FERKTHAER S 4E (b=77.25, SE=41.41, t=-1.87,
p=0.06) , "AFEGEAN RN IS SRR A E AT R
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EPEZER (b=-11.85, SE=42.63, 1=-0.28, p=0.78) ,
ARG AN RN S DU AR R A AN AT W E P2
(b=42.02, SE=42.34, t=0.99, p=0.32) ., HRIEH
TR E, RIVAGR G RN I 2 TR T
(b=72.25, SE=6.87, 1=10.81, p<0.00) . X THEA4FEH
2R AE R, e AR T I O o )2 W 3 TR
(Its1>5.75, ps<0.00) , FHSABENZ O EE
(lzsl<1.10, ps>0.25) , ULBIZAGEE RN S AE R R
Z IR 2E R — R

4 itig

B BRI T IR A [F) AT i 2 AR ) v i
AN 2R o SIS R RN [R] A 5 27 A X (0 R
B, it b2 ~ SARG N A R P g R Y A TR
B HEFAR IR, Z5RA . (1) RIETEFEHA T
NE, BPAEESASTEMA S WA (2) BB AR E A7
ETEANFELT, B2 ~ SAEG/NE A X R 1 et
Vi) 2 2 TR AN R (A T 1), X S 4 S
AR 0w T AR ERR;  (3) A%
RN SFULTAEAANDE, SR B IR 4
WSRO MO . #2F R NBFIT 4 R AR OC 7 T 34T
e

AR I RE I R AL, R UL, BEE RS ARG
K, RBIRIEA R, X 5UASCT LER AR
PEMTFR SR —B AR, X AT eSS 4 M
BHE XRS5 7] —HE At
Bk, MWEEEKFE, LA AR RMENZER, bl
B ] BB AR IR I AR AL T AR . S5 T AR AR X A
AR BB Ok SR AR, L, AR
MBI RIAEES B B ) 32 [F] —HEAp R, s A&
BRI R ORI AR}, AR AR 53 8 R A b
BHEEEAAEIR I BOHERE, T B0 T BOA R0
BB, AR N I TRl FEGE T K SE E I AR 1
M2E 5, (7R RMEEnES L, NI RDEREE AF i
BT TR, A7 S U

AR5 ORI T R I 2 B 5 X Rl e e (1] b
Y BRI = AR R, I R IR BE R T R [R] AR 4 B
Bt/ R g Ak 4 BRI ] X — TR T,
ZA T LAEN R M TRE R, X 51T A MR —
B, O] TIRNCRGER R I TR, A
X AT B IR R B S TARBRT, XGRS
BT ARET . X—WIoeas RS Ll —RE, w5
FASCF R SR U R R 45 3R — 3

AT P I 0N B O T A W AE I 19 AR AT AR Ak
AWIFEEI, NERAEIEFRLE A b, 4%
HEATEE GAERNEEAER, XU REE AF R 1
K, BRI A KA AR, AT H R T A
SAER MM ZET o Y BN FAER RN R, —A4FE
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A RN A R A L B R T AR AR
BERR DR . R, i T AR A 55 R s AR
TR, CRIWHAT S5 R MR E IR AR B
T, AW RRR R B S T RN T AT
REY], W2 TAEYITR, FAERIETRRIERE T
LR BB S WEGCE A R, B, ARFTOHE
A R BREGE BERUST S AR S HA R

5 #Hig

AT R, TERIARIWHT 55, AR BN R
TAIRAERE B LB/ N A R v e AR A )R
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The Influence of Word Familiarity on Elementary Students
Processing of Parafoveal Information

Li Sainan
Tianjin Academy of Educational Sciences, Tianjin

Abstract: This study explores the impact of word familiarity on the processing of parafoveal information in elementary
students from grades 2 to 5. A 4 (grades: 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th) X 2 (familiarity: familiar, unfamiliar) mixed experimental
design was employed. Results indicate a significant main effect of familiarity, with shorter response times and higher
accuracy for familiar words compared to unfamiliar ones. Neither the main effect of grade nor the interaction effect
were significant in terms of response time and accuracy, suggesting that word familiarity influences readers’ information
processing, and this influence does not vary with grade level development.

Key words: Word familiarity; Elementary students; Parafoveal processing
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