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Abstract

In Chinese reading, contextual information is one of the important factors to help readers un-
derstand the current text content faster and more deeply. Preview processing is also one of the
important influencing factors in reading. One is the top-down processing method and the other
is the bottom-up processing method. How do these two aspects interact to affect the reading
process, this paper briefly explains this process by introducing the existing research, and puts
forward the existing limitations and future research direction combined with the existing re-
search.
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1. Bl

TR PR B R, TR IEA R, RS A RS B2 A IR, HE Ak Bt
PRA AR RT3 A0 A (e T R (A S, X6 T3 PR st A A () A ke 1 X3 4 JE A T AR AR —
SEMINT, BT Bk ) S REAL A M G B 2188 — e B RN T, 8 A AR A e M 45 31 45
SR/ D b i B L AL R ], B DR R Y, AR PR EOE R, 1k I S [ B RS (parafoveal
preview benefit effect) (11577, XIUH%E, 2011b). FEFRIT TR S AF 503841 2 24 A i 5796 X (boundary
paradigm), o U B SRS AR B AR A A MR E — AN, AN AR EARIN . A i IR
WA S, 2R SIRE SRR, B SRR A A 230 b TRk IS
HOHNME S RHEEG, PRI FRATTHE TR P 25738 1 B A ] R R e R Bk i FR e, XA A 2 R
B 2N A A1k (Rayner, 1975) .

B 7 PN, 1B T Mt — B A s i e s B 2L R &R . A B 9T (Clifton et al., 2016) LA
R FIHA P A SR R Y AN L 28 = KR & . 153 T 4 (contextual predictability) == B2 F5 AR 4 Bt 72 1
H brin] 2 30 JT SO N AHEN B bRid], »F T s TAEREER . 24— MBS CH — LA
HoaEAE H AR A B R S A AT G, 84S N 2] B AR ] ge i 1R, X AME ST
N BRE M SR, R PO 2 s A AT VR 2 1R ER AT DA A1) A AR A S T 2 E AR A 1)
MEZ R PR, X — AN PRGI AR RS, POt 2. B FUIE 5 2 8 1) 2 i & BURTC TSR AT
%o ARSI B —MA)THE N, IR EReRE R dy 44 B D 3R 1) 7 2O E H FRia] (23 n /1 2
Yo IEBIAH FRiE 28] 50— B — B R s L. BRI I — e AR BN 5 S b
— 5 RIE T I e e ROt T b ] 16 s NI L TN -5 S B A5 AN — SR E 5 T AR 1 B A ]
SN B R . FEHR N FE A R I 1) A v BRI 1) b ] A R ) H b ] kS AR S
(Pollatsek, Rayner, Reichle, Stroud, & Williams, 2006); {H [F]i} 445 %34 (Abbott & Staub, 2015; K21,
B, A4, &EERL 2020082 S5iRKA I, Kiale s gk MR sl S —2, ke &S
P O T A ] PR RS0 B N 2 — 2 2) AHA B SRR PRI AR, e A IR H I ESE B AR A
AR D—2E 3) Y HARAR RS, 7EA BRGIPE RS iy R (4 TR R S MR E B N . BN
AE B LR 2 som [ S AR A IR ERIZ B AT 9. 5 JCIE TN B R B R AR B, BT SR T B
1A {2 L R PR (Ashby, Rayner, & Clifton, 2005). HARKI, 58A 155 PR EI A A L, 35 BR ) = 1 B
PRI AR () SR, Ao A= o iy, I B HT S AR S5 T IRE DR s [ AR A B LR
SR TR PR B R v e UE JE T 2, (RNt 2 i o B 1 ] SR M (B SR BT AL TE B ) BR
SCAYRE) 2 RS0 BT H A ] L TR 2 75 22 K A2 Bk (Rayner & Well, 1996; Abbott, Angele, Ahn,
& Rayner, 2015; Liu, Wang, Yan, Paterson, & Pagan, 2020).

L AR ML AR R LA MRS, B E-Z A S SWIFT A2, E-Z i AR 7 51N T3

il
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WA, RO TRERTIENHATH, EEREFR AR —NE L. DA Sa0FEE n
SERGRCIEIES, EEASHBERE n+ 1 L, KBTS TR T 2 N+ 1 1R S WO A
A G N L, iE R RN + 1[0, @l M ab S 258 1 alilm A ki, B At E A 5
ki I H OB BTN S, 5 HbR A2 A E Z BRI TN + 1 38 Bt 22 300 T H bR i 1
PEAAEANEL SRR, (R 2 Lk g o S U T BEAR N, SRS T )k A R AR S R AR R, BT
DA S8 FRUIN P AP0 Y400 2050 I S 2 — o R P R i Bl 15, [ Bt 2 R B2, %) T (5] 135 62 38 R 4 A R R FH -
SWIFT FEALZ AT In TR AR, B & A Je IR0 0 T 5w S 9] Fp A Te] 0 n A2 [R] N 47 . AR
FUE) B N RN 2 0 [E IO, (ER RS R R R P RN R 1), 2 B 2 R E 2, 4] n
B THERE, BT n+ 1 B THERESE, 75— FERVu N & — iR # e gomn TR s H A
T2 R 1 56 FC T e kI, T R TN ek v P A R R U Xt P R R R S T T AR AR, U
AR B R, it DA R FR e 2 326 43¢ B 22 Y A0 FOU 0 A P 3] T kst ¥l 44 753 9 1] (Schotter, Angele, & Rayner,
2012).

2. TREETIMME AR T AL I TR A48 X fF 5%

BT B T LN AE AT R, AT BRI R LA (K2 1 P 2 32 B2 B8 3 10 PR ) 45 58
X R G iR BOE U LR L S B T AL P R, o — A R AL
e B (5 B T A2 BOREM R A B IEER N AP A — e e, IR A B R 2 BB A
I AL SRR BIR B AE S, A AR — B IR T 2

2.1. B 4IEUE

Schotter, Lee, Reiderman, £ Rayner (2015)fHfF 58 1 WAL EL 5 528 — 3 (begin-begin),
[F] i) (start-begin), & XU AHK (ready-begin) A S G 5% (check-begin), - LA K5 58 7373 Hh HEAIAT PR A 44 PR
AN, 25 AR TR BT PRIV RSB B 26 A T, TR IR] 2 ) SCIR] B SOAH D% 1] A TR RS (R A7 7E
BV S T o SR S T VBB TR 4 T DA kI R M AN R A . BR TN + 1 TG L
B0 TN + 2 FIPANREL, RSSO ME(R U L TR ) RO TR S R (R A L 1 SORE U LA
inl), [FRIFFERFEBREL T N + LB Al DL N + 2 (G A HE 2. s i 8di e . EARE
TRRR S A R 1B S TN (1 — 2 AR Bl 8540 T 25 5 52 B TR 26 A (R R e, 5 358 T 1 s 1) — AR B e A e
I ELA ) R, U B R ey AT IR U, 4 mT DA BB 355 S R MR 56 i 5 52 (Radach,  Inhoff,
Glover, & Vorstius, 2013; Angele & Rayner, 2011). 14 B H EL7E FUL 0 T 436 Bl BB 5345 B At &R vl LU 2
HBEVEF o« 757301755 N (2016) FF 70 HH s il ) 35 TN 485 TR AT Hh IR B 1 B, TS — e FE P B bR i
T IR T R

KI5 N (201.9) FH A I 5846 T84 1R 2 A 3 Sy v B 35 e RMER ] 5B R 2, e a2 1 ] 152 H A ]
(E S TP AT AN B, SRR I 15 15 0 4 255 R 6T T ] 35 A FRR 1 L 47 s e DA B AN [ [ 1345 R gt ik )
MES. HRGRER, NFAERPLERFESE B RE B T RO, 7l DUR B HE
RAERE B AR BRI [EE I B % R FH R g T A5 B R —ANENC AT BN T, B R 2
75 T s B SR A ) LB (0 TP N A2 FE 2 32 BB S TP e py e, 3 BLYE R A s MU T 4RI mi o
I B A B IS B0 RE, T De e A ) LB AR A B 72 %6 B B B S AE e . X3 5
(2019) TEARFIBRFLH A T HEFEANFZEN, #H TIBER TN — 5, FFERILT IrE R a 15
TR, FETHFEN, EFENAELE R PGS T8N R SE ikt B B S riE G 2. X
S F 5 IR B AN 5 B B 380 A 38 A oA B 15 355 T P AR AR o T8 2 2 R L 555 D 3 1 s 1 R A 11 )
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B TR

AT 9648, SO IR I R FEEAT V) 45, BT DALLERIE 70 Bl 52 Hh 2 50 7 I B 90 2 e 0k rh s
TR RIS, O EHR(2019) L ER(2018) R A (2017) (PRI AT AR X 23 TR T A R R 5 T
PR, FEA RS BUAMES T BN TR (R T, R T B AR T, BT RS2 B AR T 1 ) 5
WA, 5 3522 52 BB AR TR = 8 T PE 3 s, 25 ORI R A BE R TR P B b, L AR A 55
TG R BUANE S AR BAEH, MR U S, MU LN + 1 T ROE A N +
2 PRYTUURL 80 ) R [ — o [T , T P AT AR B DA b P A S AN 2 tH R

254 UL BB AU AT LA BB 0 14 () K/ 2 e BTRAR N TR A 2, R I . IBATER
T A TE e R B R FR AR, 2 T OREAT B

2.2. STIRBIIGFRAIZ

VB TN RN AE B 32 AW I B B AR FH 2 B A B A — R L, IAEIEAEE A B 3R
[ 22 A A (A5, 2016) &I, i 2 iR B T M ax — 2 2R, A H AR A Bk Zex —Fahn 1
HREZER, BEHNME S BRRREE R, ST CAH R R AN, S SO R R e T
DU o T I 15 P4 2 i 4D el i IR S AE e 45 SR — B0 [ oy A IR BSORI Sy MR ) 00 R B 17 VB 4 R ] 2 UK
TERRRTA] BRI R 25, X U BE R R 0 B R ORI A R AR HIESRER, B TEATE
IR ER AR B A5 LSRR F) o ) SO R BER B AE Bk B B ERAR, 5 1077 4255 N (2011a) R e 45 SR —
B, SEEES) TABSEEON A S X AR R, FIRELE B UL (AR BRI TR AR EA RS, 1
TGS e AR S RIS ) S A T B D T d b 22 5 238, RS YONIB SRS BRI 2 e it —
N LA RN ) 7B A IR M T T 23 A BE ORI, 257 20 )5 (2005) B 70 H 15 21 T 2RI 45
Fo HRAE T HE(2017) IR T b DL LEAE W 7 3244, #3 HHAE 1 UG AR TB] o B — A R e 8] 0 B4 []
AR T O8N, AT i L3 D ik FE v I AR Bh 47, 1XAN45 35 Johnson %5 A (2018) (1A
FLLE AL XA EE T H B 5 R R e S K 22 SR 2 7E F 2055 A\ (201.2) FIIF 7t gk 5 7 4E AR
2R N A B o 2 AT ATURD T RO R A 2, RIRE R BLAE 1 AR ) L B — R AR ]
YGRS (B AL AL 8] 0 ZE B B T Pk 258, B AR AR A 0, v T v 251 R il + B
PRI N LS 25 by — 28, SRIAE T 5 (1B 130 2 R 5% Ty M AN () P AR B S8 /N o AN SR A B 00 12k o (1 155
LI A2 VB BT TN A 1 00 2% 45 AT B AR i Bh e #R 2 B 2 1), X 51 7¢#% Rayner, Castelhano, #ll
Yang (2009) 45 S —3.

BT T 2RI AN 2, AR IR R BTN I — A By, 45545 M 5 H 4 A M
b 2 4E NAE R B4 b5 77 TH] 2 30 Rk B R, Rt BB i (R i, A 0 DA I — M 1 ) 52
FWE, I ARG ANE I N — N UAME N S FTE B AR AN AN BT 2 R 5 S0 B B A
B LI I ) B S S RT DAFE Bk SR A i SE R T if BN

U B T P4 2850 R TR 5 R B — 2R B, ARl MR A A R R, H AT E AR
FIL Lo — M RN B KPR IR 06 TRV RAE R 802, X5 SO IR B 155 Bk A 2k 1]
TCHIN L, B85 B R RME AR Z /ER TR N B, BT B s ae A B0 T N+
1 WAL TR Juth 2ok, 820 MCE e U145 U2 b SR A R 8 B 45 B AR X /b (Herseh & Andrews
2012). AHR A=A, BT B R A ER T KN T B i~ 8Os B E R A5 SRR L
FHEARA IR I, XA 7 R AR B AR T S N 2, S o T AR Rl AE B e IR 1
Zi4 H OO SR AR 1 F] R I UE BT TR A — AT, 2438 5T T = o H T 2
FEEUR S ks e . el VR AU )32 T 0 B T R AR R, R T BT 2 A IR R DA R R T2
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ROERLIA R0, Bt DA R S e e s B ok A B 4545 548 FH R 7 S8 5 (Hawelka, Schuster, Gagl, & Hutzler,
2015),

Staub 1 Goddard 7£ LA 57 (2018) H R F— AN SR B8 SR PR 155 15 558 19 v ToUm) A ATAE 0l 12 155 Vo TR
RVEAEIR N R BVE R, 25 SR R I e 13 SR 24P ) o S [ TR, ] o) e o 8 I 135 B [ 2 A
SRR, {HAEAE SO 2 R T T i RR .2 . Ashby, Rayner, Al Clifton, (2005)%5 #1820 v i b
AR A ] B2 RO PR DT A 0 T TN, 45 A5 AR B TR DR S b s, v RS R 13 3 1) il
PG EEIBE R, 75 [FIRE ) Py BT B TS B 58 2, i EL i DRl 132 R 5 2 PRIV SR AR IR AE it SEAS 1, A
) R R P S R R A A B I o D) T A R e R RN TR AR s s, B DA AT AR AR T
M2, F LA s A el i3 R0 S AR (A 28 61 B3] (0 1 58 22 (AR T SCRT IR B RS B, iR
e TSRS B GRS R bR LR, AT R I s R S s, A AT A A ] g ket AT
2 R BT T RO A PR KON, T RS AR R AR AR, AT TR YA AT ) s gt B3] T TR0 A R B Y
BEZ M. Liu 55 A (2020) (0 S26 Hhp O BO LB TR 7L, 45 A5 H Bk AR BRI i 22 B8 2 i
EBE B IR X T POE XA A 10 SR E S, ST AR AT £ 58 2 (3R B Hh g U4 2ok 3
Bl IR iR B0 A n 1

BAR IR AR 45 A — e 2 RIME AR S R AR . RINESSTUMPELE H b i) 1Bk i 22 A% 1
I TB) i b L A 8 A P B e 53 7 ) o SR (M A0 0 T BT SR AR B 80 R RS, AL T, & 124 %,
2020), WEUEBEE BN RESE IR B2 38 G N T BN TR R4 BRI .

3. MRBREARKRE

NI B 1R o S B R i f RN 5 2OR 58 AR T A TOA RSB, R R 2
dnit, PR T SOFARAR RSN T, T2 A L R A B AATTSE TR N PR R AR P (3] B PR A o (B i T
SRR ST B TIAR RN T T B, I AT IONGE R, REE—
FANTTHER X3 (LI & Pollatsek, 2020), FT LAANAEAE 1] KRR AR il LAk 15] R RN — BRI A 75 2 (e gt 1
BTN RN ) R A, D R R R R I SR R AT R, BUE DA A E TR A A = 28 Mo T
TR AR IR BN 22 5, (R AE TIPLM T 158 U A3 o A 5 T ROk T AR R 2l T HLA 23 (O
2021)F H 2 BT TN 0 T A S8 PR AT TTRE A A R L B — A 9 PR A B SRR A R A, 25 S ant
T HARE BN, ARSI T A SRR, A ALE H & BB b, R TR 75 R B s
R NRENMIT L, A28 T RAHTTT A ERE A IR i B SRR, A5 H 8 B SR AT 1 ST T
PR FTRL L AR ST TR AE A FRATTE— 4R

&E 3k
57, MR, BRI, 585 FIERQ011a). FTHIMIER 2R oS S MBI BT L. O, 34(6), 7.

H%, XN, JEAEm, k218, 3wl 15 EFI(2011b). A S b R A A & AR g U SRS, 0 B,
19(12), 1721-1729

H %, JURUR(2005). 1 58 R3O0 B B AR 3 7 ] (K 52 OR A OB A) T IBSEREE . OB 577 6, 3(3),
165-168.

H(2020). K B TR LA KB A HIIREY BT, SRR, R REITE R,
KB (2019). 73T B2 BE AL sl RN i B2 LR, W28 S, BFrg: LRI K27,
ZRV.(2016). 1 KA IE AT TR ERT 7 3 4] 7] 15 v B i s Y IRz 1 7. B S AR S, KD TR TN KA

XU, FE, XET7, FokME, EEFI(2019). 155 T o S0 m (K R S Ae ) LE AL L. O A 5,
42(4), 82-87.
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