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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

(O 5 8 R B 132 1Y) 55 1) < HR S 7F 528 18 o 40 B

ER R

LA

(JEIIE B R0 B, I3 100083)

W B RAALSIT E,NAT RN SFHES GRS IR, FERA Y

%Ay 5 B

N AL, B R HECER, % 17 BEXR26 AMHA(N=1122)#ALHW, ERLAR . £
S HBRAERRE RSN IR T, BRI RSB A KA F (g=0.99), EA K H EAE
) RZ AR AL R FLK A A BRALRT R A P F R (0. 20 < g <0.80) , sbsh, Ay A A L A
ERBHAMMA(r=-0.15,p<0.001) , ML REY, RIVEFHARTUUA LM FHiEFH
SRS IR RZ AL FRT O HS R TR,

KW B SRR R EIRBA; LM

HE 43S B842.5 SCERARIRAG A
1 5|5

DB (mind wandering) BRI R IE
TERAT MRS FHRBE A RN BRI MR TR
25 (Smallwood & Schooler,2015) , H1 T LB E
—AMABRE - B & B33 82 ( Christoff et al. ,2016) , 101
fa & OB B R MR OREZ —. RERO
BN E LB W, L BAEBUE: , 2R Pk
RRESE NHB4ERE . X BAW LB &.0
Bk HRERE AN AR . BEERSIER
MR R, IFFE & Rl DL OB e A% 3 (8] AR BR 1 30 1
AL, RAMEGE T T2 MR W . ASBFFE
FARR BB ER AR B0 B I W BF R HEAT 2 4T
FEHVNTE R 5L B W20 B H 5 T 3 PR 2 1]
IR o
L1 ik eyt

B — R AW AL R, A 2 EIe T H
A PR AT RER: . 4D Kintsch F1 Rawson (2005)
12 H @A) —3& & FE R ( construction — integration mod-
el) IR 3R AR A = A2, B AL fr s A
Yo EWILEE , BEERE SRR ARG, £ LE
ICIZPBRBORNL R o TEATREZ T , 4R 45 17 SCH 1A
LM RIR I AR T ama M, EFRREE,
WRAF L SR I A R R R K SR BT T
WS, RATE R — & B RE R (Kinsch &
Rawson,2005) , % B 22 MEHH T RFER
R XA BB AR E R . AR M
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FErP R A OB RS , BB 1 T 1) AR AR U
SRS TR RSN, RS /M A, S 250
T3 E T F% ( Smallwood & Schooler,2006) ., 1R #&
Smallwood 7 Schooler FF i BT , 005 T F2 52
ARSI ST, B TENL (5 B GRS , 20y
o A, BRI AR B R T R B AL
B, BT AR 2% 64 i AR 37 45 28 ( Mooneyham
& Schooler,2013 ), 33 1 &5 75 7] 152 B ##% ( Smallwood ,
2011),

TR, B E MU R S NS, 2 A O
B B ZER N 30% ~40% ( Frank et al. ,2015;
Smilek et al. ,2010; Zhang et al. ,2020; & [E 3k £,
2017) , —SEBFFEE A O WEAS S8 2o Bk R 280 X
e LR 7 A BRI ( Gericke et al. ,2022) , A2
MERMNREES P RBR, DR A RNEARE
EERETE L, XS EERE ) ZNEE
(Mills et al. ,2021) ., {H & Mooneyham H! Schooler
(2013) A U i A5l SR 11 194 2% 15 ) 52 LR BT 4
FERTIA RN ASARHEIH o B 201 Bonifacei 5§ (2022 ) X
25 F SCERHEAT OLAMAT , R BROE A8 0 B e B A7
TEGAHFZE(r = -0.21) ,D’ Mello F Mills (2021 ) 4,
RIS (r= -0.31),
1.2 SHBHGNES &

H AT O A A 7 s, B 300 & A
BN E o U 25 3 15 i S 4R BORE 1 (thought
sampling) , Bl 45 22 WO 2 i A o 1 9 38 S 4R 25
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(Giambra,1995) , JE 4 WM B OB BRI A
HHAREREECEBIAPRMIESE. § 2006 4L
Sk, I 100 &5 TR X R 7 B I &2 O B iR
( Weinstein ,2018) , SAEHURE 2] gF— 2220 R 8R4
BRI ¥ (probe — caught) Al B R 2 1 (self -
caught) , FREFHRINE: 38 o BREF BEAL A [B] Bk 2 &
FERBHZ SR AT R N2 (Smallwood & Schoo-
ler,2006) , X AT LA FFLXHE A D WERR
& BRI R WA M B, E T S O T
T W& ( Naylor & Sanchez,2018) , B IR 45 17T DL
ARSI RS, IR EEM AR, BERPR
TERIREN B AR 11T B b 52 4 SCA I L Z 4R
(Schooler et al. ,2011) . ZRT0, H FX X B TE
HEORE S, BRI BB REREESF DA R
O .

Z WL B AT DASR RS I B AN 2, 9 AN AR B
WSS 22 8 T A TR B T L I ] | BZ R YRS 4
B, A7 RS gl 2 A O i B B A AR AT D R Ak
(Steindorf & Rummel,2020) , H. 75 5 52 & L4k ik
PR N & R B 70 B0 T3 #2 (Uzzaman &
Joordens,2011) . MR IR B R A OF RS, 1T
BRELFIEAT(ESTRELE) S/ (EFSH
KIHE) 2 1] 4R 3747, T F-$-F 8 1 45 Rt 2 1
W R BT AL, N R BUR SR b B 284k, A
TR B TE R AR T 2, KRN ER R A
BHFAE (Smilek et al. ,2010; Walcher et al. ,2017 ),
TS AE LRI b 2R Sk R i AL,
1 IR (BZHR ) DA R ke A MR Bk , 36 2 R B A8 647 >
A] AR SRS 2R 1 T8, A 3R, BRA
HI%EY5 (Serena & Annelies, 2014 ; Vredeveldt et al. ,
2011),

TEAFMBE T, BRTFREN T R4
FEhR, BRI B, AR E R R MR BB
PRI B ( fixation count ) 5], — LE40F 5% & B0
BRI IR B 20 (Faber et al. |, 2018 ; Smilek
et al. ,2010; FH41 75 ,2015) , —BEHF58 & B0 58 e e
APy IR 058 22 ( Foulsham et al. ,2013; Steindorf et
al. ,2021 ;45 8,2020) , 40 #F 55 K I IE R 5L FA
DR W BRI A B £ R (Frank et al. |
2015 ;Reichle et al. ,2010) . XA e BT EAR
)3 BB , T BT o AT A T A R
1.3 HrasKuthRigm Ry EE
1L.3.1 MEER

MR B B OB . R R IUR
FEANOE W LB ENEHE (Krawietz et al. ,
2012 ;Zavagnin et al. ,2014) , X EBE A REAEBE
G Z (Kane & Mevay,2012) , —THR st
TR, BEARE OB LLRUEAD, B
TRHR A BE R E R, HEEANTEWZN A
2B B (Frank et al. ,2015)

1.3.2 sZigtsl

(1) XAK B, Forrin % (2019) KB pIA
INNBIEBRK A (NE—B) B, ST
BERSiEEZ M OB, MR IR R WE
Bo XH B85 B KR i (section — length effect)
K, BRI TR K B R B R R R BT
%/ INFIBS F) (Forrin et al. ,2019) , KT EAS RN
Rl ot B B, 7ZE vl ) St 3o B B
(Forrin et al. ,2018) , X R HIAAE LI H A H
Wb LSO B, T 5 SO K BVl SCACHE B,
T3 B R

) XEEK. CEVMRFHFEHANOCEERA
ULH SCRITC AL, Kane I McVay (2012) & BLICAL
SCHY I e 3 R 5 OB T B B AR R IEAH 5C , Naylor 4%
(2018 ) & 15 B SC I 1] L B Aot 5 00 8 i R A 38 £
AR . B UL SGHE & LME A S S B
1), TESOCHR 5 B8 & S50 R, Fitk
T A PR E AT, 237 AR 5 BN I 1 J 3% 22 (Ni-
kolla et al. ,2018), X FREESMRELE
( Smallwood et al. ,2009) | 24# F1 Zh# ( Unsworth &
Mcmillan,2013) S5 BE R R . MLAb, METE B A
R4 R 4 SCAS B, 2SR [) 4 1] 152 SR gt , 491 20 ) 15
USSR ERENT JFESAELH
BI04 #Y HIR Bk A0 BB 4 B9 Vi A ( Hyoond et al. ,
2002) ,

(3) Hofth o ASTR] 900328 W] B8 52 i ] 352 38 £, 97
i, B P IR AT B S BB 22 5%, T TR
T A8 2 ( Keenan et al. ,2008 ; Tobia & Bonifacci,
2015) , 32 Al LATE B f Hb AR IA X SCAS (B R, S
B et RYTE S WA B A e, H G R i RS B B
¥ FEAYGE E 22547 (Bonifacci et al. ,2022) , 7L
BB H 3 22 ( Yang et al. ,2022; 77,2020,
REX %,2018) , 41H (2022 ) AW 5 [ EREEN
A (29. 7% ) M, A B R 22 AR B e 318 U A
(20.3% ) i} R A B IF R TR A
1.4 BrRMH

AR B 2 (RS 2 (o AR Bl (SRS ) 32



34 gt

2024 4E

OB  BE AR 1R IE BR BF SN H AT RN
MRS . APF5ERB T IR s8R ER R
O TS 0 ] B B OC &R B SCRR, IR AT T AT
HHETC A AT i s e — LR R, 41 D°
Mello F0 Mills (2021 ) F 4R & 3004 WiF #8 55 Do) 152 24 Ao
BEAHDCREC - 0.31 (HEAH AT AR, ik
AT RRARZERIS . T Bonifacei 55 (2022) 44 A
W2 RIAHCEIR (N =73) FH 347 BP9 SO
50T AR ITTA TR PADGE A LIRS,
WEA KT AR SRR, “EEBREET—
HHFENI— LT, HIAEBR A Bonifacei 5
(2022 ) WHFE REEAY E, 200 ol DU T & O R
HIER ShFEHR , TR T 0 0 7 R0 B B AR U O R LA
KRR B
2 FiE
2.1 X#kik

TR LA T R SOk, B G, 18
K2R GBI 73 =25 D B R  SCAS Rl B AR 3
ODEWEBE B RIALFEOCEFER GEM ODATER
(mind wandering . zoning out) , T 4% JG 5% BB 4 ( task
unrelated thought ) I 3] 38 ok 57 B 2 ( stimulus inde-
pendent thought ) ; [ 32K 22 1740 45 P 132 ( reading )
4 523 % ( comprehension ) , IR 3l 28 17 A IR 3l (eye
movement eye tracking) , X HpYER; R 1) 73 7 AT 40
G, 10 M CH G 16 MECHE, A TE
FE AT R T Web of Science., PubMed 8%
BEFEFITR R, BRI FEEJy 2000 £ 1 A ~
2022 10 B, g, ERAER M LR JT o it
5, VAR S 16 S B SCRR B 225 SRR , A RAF S il
KBTI o
2.2 XBRIMANL AT

B TRRAY TIPS T 2GR B 1, 5
BIFFEAE ] LA T o 4 075 28 499 A T 23 A ) SCHR : (1) BF

F2 Rl PR B3 B BRI SRR 5%, AR LRIR T ar
M U SO 5 (2) B B E 58 T B0 B,
TIENUVE TRAR 2 B i OB 8 5 (3) S & 1
BAES  APRL R R R B EA T () A ER
BB OB AN (5) WRFE R4 1 B4 19 %
B R T OB IR BE. BRAFRBER
SCHR 17 5 (3L IS L, P25 o
2.3 BERRE KB

T IS 43 A, A B X J i SCHR 1 & 30
FHEEFTIRBON R, 51T T AT E R : (1) #F5%
FR(EE KRR A REREE) 5 (2) $idaE
15 (3) LI B BT ERBAKR) ; (4) B
AR (5) DEEBIE = (6) 14 T 3
HUOBIHERARSIER LRZER . SiSmm AR
A SERL, ANESRFETE A, W 2853 PHE SR s . B4R SC
RAAS (5 R AR 1,
2.4 RK¥EoH

AHFFE{di Fi CMA V3. 0( comprehensive meta —
analysis) i+ RSN BRI TR, BT
RMPHAREA E /N, ] Cohen’ s d £ AR
B, FHIAD SR Hedges’ s g fE WA N &
(FREM 55,2011) , BB A/IMRHER: 2 g <0.2
M, g /NRRRE 5 24 0.2 < g <0. 8 I, P EFSIRE; 2 g
>0. 8 if, iy KU ( Cohen, 1969) 57 Ji 1 4G 0
F Q WA PR , HARYR 5 B PR 1 25 B vk 8
LIRS BT R R B, SR AR R P
BERL ; Y5 B s o PR I, SR [ 5 A% I B A
(R, B THR,2013) , EEFATH TR RN, R
FAWIRM I . B 56, AR SR AT RN M 5 22 4
REBRE . HIR, M EWHS PRI 52 875
REGRF . RI\FCHTR, B HIIEHE 200
A 3 RO E (K] 4,2022)

F1 T EBTREHE

e N ogw XE KB KR ORCHOWEME e wmor waee mRYOK RSN AN SRR
B & DML g e B o) SR oo
Do s M U8 0 R R RE ARE mo) RO L MW >NR MW >NR
Do e 0 R R WRE AR U
Faberctal 2018 132 20.3 #7E #HI BE #EE ﬁ?ﬁ%% %ﬁﬁ%ﬁ& MW=NR MW>NR MW <NR
Paberet ol 200 136 19,8 5% gk W% wHE BHG) OO yyow wwenk

[a]

155,255
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gkl

sl T ok Tk RCH NV
RS R T

BE P WA ERRCR MRBRUCR REALR/S BERLRE

Pborct ol 200 136 198 g pger WE RN BEHO) P wwonm wwem

pousham et al., 31 KE - Wf HEE BHO)  BREW MW>NROMW>NR MW>MR MW = NR

Fuked 015 26 195 % RAO RE A gt UM o SRR vy v MW = NR

Pranklin et al 08 19.43 Wi EACL BE AEE B B 10 MW > NR

Mills et al. 2020 70 21.09 ZEE JMX BE S8 ARME ARHEMIH

goy;iz["a} L N gﬂf WX BE MRS e AR Ss MW >NR MW <NR

Oyarzo et al., i e b -

Oy 0 o6 By pe BRAE BT Ss MW >NR MW <NR

oo e w0 s T g WA ARERE HHAANS MW >NR MV <NR

G @ w0 o6 T g we AT R s M > NR MW <NR

) FREF AT
Redle by g g g R EEAS(SLS) 23,50 10n, PRIEHEEG vy g MW >Nk
a 30s,60s, 1208
) e+ HBLAT

Rdle e alo g U EAI(22.5)2 50 50105, PRI g MV >R
30s 605 120s

%ﬂl%ek o al., & HIE W BEH(20)  HAPBIETSs MW<NR MW=NR MW>MNR

%ezigd(“f al o7 258 E PHTX BE REE HEH(10) Hifll  MW>NR MW>NR MW=DNR

g:z:mzaonl 1& Joor- 44 BB AU B FE(10)  FSLHETSs MW=NR MW=NR MW=NR MW=NR MW =NR

%ail;her o, g ma4 g BT Ba HiFh]  MW>NR MW<NR MW>NR MW<NR MW>N

e 20 g wes xE o mF MM B HEW MW <NR MW =Xk

Lhang ol ol. 20204y 18,85 i R 1 Bt5 MW =NR MW =NR

AR5 g WE MR A REC6) B S MW <NR MW >NR MW <NR

FHE,200E 32 2131 WiE WF HNE ®H(80) BT MW>NR MW>NR MW>NR MW=NR MW =NR

HHE,2000F 41 20.13 /& AF IR HE(120) Bt MW>NR MW=NR MW=NR MW=NR MW =NR

<> RS P (MW) MUERFE(NR) AR EE S p<0.05, “ ="MRF_FRAREESR.

3 &5
3.1 A ARPR

AT I A A TTHTEYSCRRIL 17 55 (26 1~
AR, 1122 Z804) , IR IR 1o SERAHRIEE &

ZFEE B 13 FOCIR A SEE (76.5% ) ,2
SCHERfE FIDUE (11. 8% ) , f R R85 AN VY BE2F 78 13X
WA 1 RS (11.7% ) o TESCREMRER J5 T , R HCE B 3
ANCBCCHI SRR BB AT . 7 B 152 B 0 3805
A 8 i SCRR G PR A (47. 1% ) , 4 J SCHR A
Wi (23.5% ) , AR I SCRRIE AR A BRI AT 5
(29.4% ) . TELE B IE TR L, BrocHE & 45

BRI (14 55,78.9% ) , BRIRE AL 3 55 (21.
1% ) o EARZTE 4R 9 BT T8, A5 10 fm SCHR 8 B
VEALIR R (fixation count ) B 15 Y I 3 VA UK HK ( firs
— pass fixations ) , 3X R34 7E 48K X K B AL IKEL
11 £ 3CEk B LT (] (fixation duration ) 2% B ¥R IE
PR} [A] (first fixation duration) , X232 WIIRIE TR
B Z A5 B TR — b 5 Y P TH] 5 8 R SCRR B B2 IR
¥ (blink count, 3527 76248 X 9 G BZ IR KB 58
s SCHR B IBUR R YK 2K (saccade count , 24 7E MR X
AT R B IR BB 5 5 F SRR 6 B AL 5 (8]
(gaze duration , {527 75 8K X PN BT A8 10 A0 I ] B A
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1) 6 J SCHREE R E ALK/ (pupil size , 3235 HHE L
HARRAN) o HARRSIEIRDT 3 5 SCHE ], i
ANITHT
3.2 MEBSHBFHGRIIBAGI; L
3.2.1 BEEMELR

X ATCI T IS IR SRR B4 R AT R R
YRR S, FFO HAE e 2 75 R A RSN AR B DL K
TALEATAT R RS . BT AR SRR &
Pat e, BRI AU T A B s 0 (k) ansk 2
B SR BN, DGR IX BRI B B Q (ERIAE] B
EIKT-, B P AE/ANT 75% {56 SR 00 A ] PR SRR
BAR, LR e OV AR B AT oA o TEALI TR 1Y
QMEEF (p<0.001) ,fH 2 {H/NTF 75% , LEA
1] B BE S B e, 3 R ROV AR T . A
UH IR AR IR R i FL /DY Q (E 3R]
el ER A KT (p <0.001) , i B IX JLIH AR 3)
FEbREA R S ok (BB AR, 2013 ) , B 6 T BE AL

RN o T BE S Btk o U it 32 LA AL
ER RN, Tt — R e B REH
3.2.2 TR

MR RS B 25 3R, 5% HIBE AL R AR 2 43 #r
TEAL YBR[ | 2 AR A48 | ARk U 00 m i L K
/NX IR BIFE R o T B H P ) S Joe P A, SR
B e AR TR AT 40 A . BER WoR, ARBEIR RN (g =
0.99) g RARL, BAR X BIAER 0, AL W
Pl R IR B R B> T IE R P . HEHIRE (g =
0.48) TEMLM A (g =0.23) EZAR K% (g =0.58)
LR/ (g =0.70) KL BERLET E] (g =0. 20) S
SR, BRREAEE 0, K5 IEF AR
FE 0 Y B 1) 352 P A T P O B A 3 A e ]
KAZARREOE £ AL R BERATEE K. Pk
SRV A TE LR WA A, IRSERIT A E
Ao N B R IR g S AR R IR B 0B i
PSR AAT Y o

x2 ATRIEFHIEERFREREER
I LR K 95% B FXIH SRERE
RSl ’ g TR I () r
HERLR B 13 0.48 0.25 0.70 66.69(12) *** 82.01%
AL [a] 15 0.23 0.11 0.36 46.10(14) *** 69. 63%
17 AR YR B 11 0.58 0.35 0.82 49.19(10)***  79.67%
AR kTR 5 14 0.99 0.64 1.35 262.82(13)***  95.05%
ALK/ 10 0.70 0.41 0.99 110.64(9)***  91.87%
BEALET ) 9 0.20 0.11 0.28 14.28(8) 43.98%

H.*p<0.05,""p<0.01,**"p<0.001, A,

X R IATIRURME AT, MBS T A R
REME. HERER ~MEAZE, IR B
NEERAE 0. 39 ~0. 55 Z[A1 5y, A (8] 3500 =& £F
0.17 ~0. 26 Z [A]¥F3h, §Z IR R XA 5% b & 7E 0. 50 ~
0.64 Z [ 3, IR Bk B 200 2= 7E 0. 83 ~ 1.09
Z [N, BEFL /N SR = 7E 0. 63 ~0. 77 Z [A]i
Bh , SERLET B R38O0 FEAE 0. 19 ~0. 21 Z Al B, X
NIRRT U ESS SR 5 & B 5 SRR & 2207
K, UL AR TT A A % B R PR SRS S X B A 55 R
RN, 45 R B B AR e
3.2.3 RERRERE

B, mEEFRMENTE(WE 1 FR).
6 A1 R, RN B A0 A A A RN (B
FI, ¥ 26 Bon AT RBFETE R R 2. HOR, R A

Egger ZE 1% [0 H TR ( Egger, 1997) . SR BIR:
PR A ] ) (] AR K 2. 67,95% CI[ 1. 26,4.07 ] ;
7 BRYRBC [E AR B K 5. 78,95% CI[3.35,8.21];
R Bk $ iy Bl )3 AR BB 7.00, 95% CI[3.97,
10.037 ; B 7L K/ g [ I 4R BE 4 6.38, 95% CI
[3.29,9.46] ; BE0 A ] )[BT &R HE R 1. 77,95% CI
[0.37,3.17], FiBSGREHRVIRAALE LK
1, Fa E— 2R A 1 AR B R R
3.2.4 WKL

RYER 3 AT, W IR BT B s B A Iy =
AL A, 3O RAEAE 3 22 5, PR I A0
BRES TRBE (HWE:g=0.58, B g =
0.12;p <0.05) o AR BN A B3F , SL5H R
MBS KEMEKBR=ANTAREEEER,
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0.0 0.0 0.0 7
o el 0.2 Og
0.1 o 0.1 <
B i
§0.2 ° gn.l OO & gos
ﬁo.a o l‘ﬁl).ti ﬁog / X\?
04 % 0.4 1.0
= —_— <>
Bl MAEFE ML TSI HFR LS GEREE.,
B2 BR R 2 R BE R B EFL AR B M R RIBER SHE
R3 FHTEMNENRENEN G
_ SRS 95% CI
AR e %5 k g
Q df p TR kBB
Fgnw I 0.94 1 0.33 F 7 0.09 -0.09 0.26
XAES 2.32 1 0.13 B/ S/ T TE 10 0.37 0.02 0.62
E 3 0.76 0.34 1.20
AR E 0.29 1 0.59 i 9 0.42 0.16 0.68
AIF 4 0.54 0.25 0.67
SCAS AR 1.17 2 0.56 B 3T 3 0.65 0.17 1.13
AL 6 0.33 -0.03 0.70
RCIEHFE  7.91 2 <0.05 R 5 0.12 -0.16 0.39
TR 5 0.58 0.31 0.85
R4 FHTEXER B SR 0E
N B . 95% C1
VA i o K5 k g -
Q df P TR R
BT 2.71 1 0.09 E 10 0.09 -0.02 0.20
AR E 4.75 1 <0.05 i 11 0.15 0.02 0.28
T 4 0.44 0.21 0.67
SCAARER 2.15 2 0.34 A 3L 5 0.13 -0.08 0.33
AL 9 0.32 0.13 0.51
RC i 10.88 2 <0.01 itz 8 0.10 -0.03 0.22
Wi R 4 0.34 0.12 0.56
£5 FATTEINERXESNEEHE
N SRS . 95% CI
WY R —= e k g
Q df P TR R
BT 2.71 1 0.09 E 10 0.09 -0.02 0.20
XAES 1.27 1 0.26  HiE/EIE/ T TE 8 0.51 0.23 0.78
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BERS
I~ B 95% Cl
rERE af ’ * * i TR IR
iE 3 0.82 0.34 1.30
K 0.06 1 0.81 b=y 8 0.57 0.28 0.85
HF 3 0.63 0.19 1.07
AR 0.67 1 0.41 B 3T 6 0.49 0.19 0.79
JEAC 5 0.68 0.35 1.02
F6 APHTEIRIRELEEN N
N Rt E , 95% Cl
AEER T af ’ il ’ ¢ TR IR
BHRISIE 0.94 1 0.33 I 7 0.09 -0.09 0.26
NARES 2.27 1 0.13 PR/ EE/ TP TG 11 1.15 0.73 1.57
g 3 0.46 -0.33 1.25
AR 9.58 1 <0.01 =R 9 1.47 0.99 1.94
HF 5 0.25 -0.36 0. 86
SCAME 3.69 2 0.16 PERA ST 6 1.19 0. 60 1.78
JEAL 5 1.25 0.59 1.90
RC MR AL 13.68 2 <0.01 bS] 3 0.12 -0.59 0.83
F R 3 0.46 -0.29 1.21
MW JEHF 5.35 1 <0.05 s 11 0.78 0.34 1.22
EEi%iye 3 1.94 1.06 2.82
#7 BATEENEALL/NEEZENZNE
N SR g 95% CI
R af p * * £ TR LR
BRRAE 0.94 1 0.33 Fis 7 0.09 -0.09 0.26
AR (AR 1.22 2 0. 54 VRBA ST 5 0.56 0.19 0.92
JEALSC 4 0.88 0. 44 1.32
MW = 0.30 1 0.59 s 7 0.65 0.26 1.04
EEi%iye 3 0.85 0.25 1.45
#8 PEFLEEXEANERE SN
e 7 kA 8 95% CI
rERE af ’ * * i TR IR
BHRISIE 2.71 1 0.09 I 10 0.09 -0.02 0.20
AR 0.95 1 0.33 =R 5 0.30 0.10 0.52
AT 4 0.16 -0.06 0.37
RC M F= 0.14 2 0.93 PP 4 0.25 -0.01 0.55
F RS 3 0.27 -0.00 0.50

MRYEER 4 TR, L [RIE SE B bR B A
BEIRARINA DT P L A b, RO B A 7E B
EEMATHHMBERER TRE g =
0.44 fHE: g =0.15;p <0.05) ; FIWTRE KY3K 5 B 10
E R TS CHWRE g =0. 34, 5558 2 =0. 10;p

<0.01) o 5 DA KST 56 A4 Rk O 1A 8 38 39 3800 A
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The Relationship Between Mind Wandering and
Reading : A Meta — Analysis of Eye Movement Studies

Wang Jingru  Jiang Xin

(School of Psychology, Beijing Language and Culture University, Beijing100083)

Abstract : Using meta — analysis explores the eye movement indicators which are suitable for measuring mind wandering during reading

and the relationship between mind wandering and reading comprehension. The analysis suggests that among the six eye movement indi-

cators commonly used in the study of mind wandering,the saccades count was a large effect amount( g =0.99) ,and the fixation count,

fixation duration, blinkcount, pupil size and gaze duration were medium effect amounts(0. 20 < g <0. 80). In addition, the relationship

between mind wandering and reading comprehension had negative effect (r = — 0. 15). The meta — analysis results indicate that eye

movement technology can effectively measure mind wandering during reading and is influenced by various variables. Mind wandering is

detrimental to reading comprehension.

Key words; mind wandering; reading comprehension ; eye movements ; meta — analysis



