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Introduction

ARSI DRE LT & M & FOIREKES ZDO\ T
> HERIRGIE KN L —REICH DARm-eBRE 2 BTV D X9 5T

A 2= = a UICBT SERE ORI 205
<> R A AW R O
V FEEOMEIELOICY = ATF vy —HELEZHWD (Bangerter, 2004;

Clark & Krych, 2004)
HIEfBNRala=r—ya VAV THRETEENE TS (Baldwin, 1995)

S TAALEY NOLEM

SEEHICBW T HIZMHE A (Bavelas, Coates, & Johnson, 2002)

vt E A RiET S BT (Argyle & cook, 1976)

B YU & SRR OBRIZE T D

A, LDESECHMEOMAESH CHEHEZW TS (Henderson &
Ferreira, 2004; Richardson & matlock, 2005)
a6 LF L& FOIRBKER) IOV T ORI,

A ZHi A B % 800~1,000msec HIIZICIRER2NE S 9% (Griffin &
Bock 2000; Meyer, Sleidrink, & Levelt, 1998)

IRER DT 5 DI HRALEIZ SN > THEITE 5D (Allopenna, Magnuson,
&Tanenhaus, 1998)

W RERE A WCESEER BT 2B %2 HIJE 3 5 (Tanenhaus,
Spivey Knowlton, Eberhard, & Sedivy, 1995)

& F1x, FFELFENEFE L7 500~1,000msec #ICHEEICEE T2 (Fischer,
1998)

IRERIE RS & = R D DT H)
v O RANEFIRE, REFREMKRTLIERICENT, YAT T 4 v 7 IR

i #) & {7 9 (Just & Carprnter, 1976; Liversedge & Findally, 200;
Richerdson & Spivey, 2004)
BAF 2 W TRy Ze fesmai i 24 g < BRIS, M O R A ER L7ZF 030
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P (Cue) % RAETWEZ, TMOFENEE S (Grant & Spivey, 2003)
FEATHIFGE & DEW
vV INETOMIE RS ETR LTz & & OWERE OIREGEEN B 5 04T
WIThhTE T
VORI 2l a=b—va vl ) SUIRO HCHEERE O IREKIEB) O A BT
HY %
—Z LT, HRO—F/AR—ERNala=r—a VICRETEEERFT D
(Clark & Krych, 2004)
B OREFEO T
TR : FELTEHE FORBER IR & & bicdil 20T Runmn?
T2 IREGES ST, MEFOFELFISET BB OEE LD TIERNN?
T3 ARERESR) & AR & ORNCIZRRBRE A B D D TIHR NN ?

2. Studyl
2.1. Methods
2.1.1. Participants
B XT3 — FRFEORFEE 40 4
S AADEELFE, 36 4ANHEFIH VY THN
2.1.2. Apparatus
mRERESHES (ASL 504)
> 1T ALFDTFT 4 AT LA
$ BBREITT 0 T L ADD 30 4 T ONLEICELE
< 33msec B Z &£ I1Z PC (Mac G4) [ZHAE S L7z
2.1.3. Design: Speakers
B OERE 4 N, BN E SN TWSEGRE RN S, 2007 LEEHEON
KaitlT 5 X o IZ#oR
< FH 1, “Friends” : [ ¥ 7 7 ¥ —[F L0 AMBEFRSS, 2L TE S R
DD, T LTEMOFICH TS D&’ — 1)
% %M 2, “The Simpson’s” : H5 > — % 54 MR [Z0y— o TN EZ
DTeDM?Z LTHRIIZZIUTH L TE S-S D2
B G ONREGES) & SRR &Rk
2.1.4. Design: Listeners
B BB 36 AT, & LFRICHR LICEig & Fl— o & fr
B ERE L, “Friends” & “The Simpson’s” Z %> TV A &EBW=%, LT
MoYREZ NSNS
B FERKboc%, 4 DOEMCEZD (W, BERIIWEEICE L TBRZR SN
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LHERTERNE S RNEIC L TEL LK)
2.1.5. Data Coding
HEFDOYPEIRE D3 7 OWFEIZBI L T o Tz
B G T L —va RN EED T, 49 O — ARSI ORISR L L Tilbii:
B REKEH T —ZIZBT oYy r— ROBREEL, BESZ
B OREET — X P 160 FERE A L TV e,
2.2. Results
B REKESH) & SEERE OH
< http!//www.cognitivesciencesociety.org/supplements/
< Moviel : Bk 11281 5 3 MOIREKEE) (F 7 L—; ETOMBEZIERICE X
=N, B, —ME T IEMRICEZTZN) L6 L TFOFEES
B RERT— & LREET — X
< FiglDEIZHD XK D7 ‘scarfplot’ IZX - THRITED
< Figl oL, TRMOAE =TS, 555 L& TFOMARBRFREERLTWD
B RERT— X DL AL
S EEENF X TV X —EFE LT 6 860ms M < IRER~DEENAET D
> ZOXVIIIRERGER 2 AW EAT R ORE R E — B L T\ 5 (Griffin & Bock,
2000)

2.2.1. Cross-recurrence analysis
B GELFLHEFOMRKRDOEMR
< Recurrence analysis(Eckmann, Kamphorst& Ruelle, 1987; Zbilut & Webber,
1992) & 12534
v 200K GELFLMEF) ORIINY — U 2 HRA DO ERITRT
B Recurrence analysis % i /H L 724
< Fig. 1 IZHlZR~T
> AL TOIUTROR 2 {5
v IALTTEL () 200DH4—"=T v
v 2BOXA LT 7 (F) 1 30%DA—N—=T v
B RVHEFLEVWEETF, 74 L0 L DO
< Fig. 2 |Z recurrence analysis # OB W EF (& TICE X %) @QFEVHEF (W
SOMUINEZR) @F &b (A DIRKER Z Z o F LTy v v 7L
T2 E) \CHBLME 2T
> R
vV O BLHEEF EERELS, 77 AFZ—LESTWD
v ANBEOTF =% ETOE) TEERESN
—H E FOEFERMAGE L FOEE DRI DI1EE, —1"—=F v T 0dH
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% (BEZEV) FE2RT
2.2.2. Relation between speaker and listener eye movements
B GELFELHEEFOMICBTIENEDH A LT 7 T—FLIELDLDON
& 3R K DM (Fig.3 )
L ELF-MEF  @EOT—
2 LTI UHLRMET &2 —A0OMETFORKE T VA ATy v T
ML, @ELFLEHEFORBE AR -V EFHELEZLD
. LTI A~y FREEF  HE TR, RYOFELFLITEI K (T
HERIIFEL) oINS = ZFELTZ b0

B BEOHEFE RMF1) LT XLMEFE (G 2)
< 6,000msec % £ TiX, #EBREIZTF v ALV LD LR
< HFIC 2,000msec DT 7 T—FKZ% < i
> BRE
v 2l EF-T X LREEF)X4U(F A LT 7)D ANOVA
v M&TFF(Q48)=40.6,p<.0001, %5L F F(401920)=7.4,p<.0001
DOEMRIIHE, F-LHIEHF(401920)=7.7,p<.0001 -, &

B HEOHET (FfF 1) LIAY Yy FAlE (&Mt
S ARy FREEFE, BEOMEFLY HIEN DN
> BRE
vV 2 EF IRy TFREEF)X4UF A LT 7)D ANOVA
v M&TFF(148)=18.2,p<.0001, F5L F F(40,1920)=4.4,p <.0001
DOEHRIIAE, F-LZAEIEH F(401920)=9.6,p<.0001% A&

B F5LFLHEEFOLERY — 2 OFHEIZHOWT
< L& AR ORE RO g
v EELE B A EETRNCS SR A 800~1,000msec F-< [HET D &b

W5
v BEFEHRNERIN TS 500~1,000msec BN TCEETD LW
nTnsg

v KRB CHEEBE N —FE Do T2 D1EH 2,000msec TH D
— Z OIEEIE, EE LY AR ME
SAIFFETHWZEOEEN Z D & 9 iR A2 BN -0 TRV ?
B (i, EAAESEL oD ?
> FELFIC L D2AANCET D IHEMOR RN LESAE I L T TIE?
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> ZOSEONETIEI RIS, MESARNCEAT 2B REBZATLE L DONRE
v
> B AWOLETEEE LIZGAREL TAIEEZA 1200EEFD I b,
10% 134 RN T 5 b DIEo 7
B OAMAEQANHL LS ECHEL, G LT & ToEREEOBRE S
(Fig. 4 2/
< Fig. 4A TIX, XA 27 728 5 2 FEOE L FOL AN 5 ekt dE
ERT
vV T UFAEDORICRERENROND
> BE
v 2 GELFE, ZUXLREELF) X41 (¥ A4 LT 7) @ ANOVA
v #ELTFF(L48)=139.2,p<.0001, ¥~ F(40,1920)=24.8,p<.0001»
TR RIIAE, K AEEAF(401920)=24.2,p<.0001 & 7 &
<4 Fig. 4B Tix, AR\ EOT — X ZmRd
< B—71%, 2,078msec TH D
> BE
v 2 GELFE, ZJUXLREELF) X41 (¥ A4 LT 7) @ ANOVA
v FELFF(@,48)=36.4,p<.0001, 7~ F(40,1920)=3.1,p<.0001m*
hRITAE, £ AMEH F(40,1920)=3.7,p<.0001 A&
S HLFERX Y T X—OLARIERE LT D LR EHE oSN R L
7o IR & 700
B AL IEAFTOT —Z Do
TRE
v 2 (4n, FELED X2 GELER, FUyHLREELTF) X41 (XA LT )
® ANOVA
v ZHAEH F(401920)=5.82, p <.0018 4 &
> AETEIEARNCRB T LY —7 OEORIE : fIEOIZINHBE LY b L
D HLAEEICREWRE CEX % (370msec)
v RRUERE R
t£(1998) =9.13, p <.0001
S EELFERXY T X —OLARIETET Z LD, BRI E I
¥

A X

i~

2.2.3. Speaker-listener eye-movement linkage and listener comprehension
HEAE DO IEME S & IRERO ILE I BIFRICBT 2 04T (Fig. 5)
7 N—"71k
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Ef @ 3~4 MIEf# ; N=35
ANIERE : 1~2 RHIEM#E ; N=14
E
v 2 (IEfE, RIEfE) X41 (XA 57 7) O ANOVA
v IEfeF(1L,47)=14.3,p<.0001, 7~ F(39,1833)=8.06, p <.0001 3%}
RIIHE, F7-HEHF(391833)=3.7,p<.0001 ¢, &

IRER DAL & BfE OBEFRIZE L C 2 FEOBUR 24T
2,000msec O 7 7 REZ 31T 2 20— A O ILEBEE O 44t
B —AOIEfME &, EFE ORG  HER%.33 F(L,47)=5.91 p<.05
B —ATBNT, A LT TP —FRE o TR OIS O T
V &7 —Z2A0OERIL, TT7OKETIOBMS% MR HK-34
F(1,47)=6.1p<.05
—HER B EHRRICEENH D EN IR I D
2.3. Discussion
B G LT L& FOIRKESR
LT LM E FORKIFEMT
FERITIRETZ S, ZHETZ O LD RBHEA R ThiTZn ol
76 LFD 2,000msec I [A CHT 2 AL DI & 2
REEIZ BT DIRER N Z —  Offgad GEATHIZE TIXS R Z H W2 b o231l
B RERO[FIH] & MR & DBAfR
> WL TOHMEENSHWVIBE D Z ERHED D, FROAIEICE S5
RLERCHFR DO TEAZ IV CEH
> FERICEET 2 4 >0E/M
D UHLOHTE
Study2 T, HRERESR)E FRAZIZEE L CREMIC AT L
3. Study 2
Studyl O EZ HE, HW5b
FEOHZIZEE L COIRKET Z 1 714 ML THRRT D
TR
> FELTFLREIC L D RIREKER 235 2 kD Lo, ME FoEEEHE T
XDLOTEIRVN?
$ BEICRIITIIE, BEFOMRICEELH 25 2 ERHRD O TIERWN?
3.1. Methods
LR kLIS, Studyl & RO ERT VA1
3.1.1. Participants
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AK T F— RRFORFAE 36 ASFEERIZSN
3.1.2. Design
B 4 A NDOEFEEDOHIL, ENn1 ANTEVHETE (DU Z—nR"TR)
LIS

VA= S
A LFRRTWD5ET (BE) A F4 F
¥ Xy 7V
vV GELFORTWDIGFN, 72 LN A T4k
—http://www.cognitivesciencesociety.org/supplements/
B 8 [ OMIRME Z BUER T 112 I
3.2. Results
B 4 NOPBRE AR ORI (W) T L—v 3 ORE)
B FEORNRDOEND
> BRE
v o2 (rvrua, YxvTn) X41 (XA LT 7)) O ANOVA
v & F(@,29)=11.3,p<.005, 77 F(40,1160)=11.2, p<.0001» F=%hH1x
HE, =2 H/EHF(401160)=6.5p<.0001% HE
B Uy v IARMETIE, v LI LT 40%% < ORI o T (S
o 55, M=1,364msec; ¥ ¥ > 7 /L5 M=1,889msec)
> WBRE
v F(130)=5.00, p<.05
B SRS DB O SN
> WBRE
v F(1,30) =.04
3.3. Discussion
B RTEATR EWREORIROBIFRIC SN T DB
> FEEORSITHT IR BMEOEG V) IZIXZEPRO IR T203, SUGKE
FICITENE D b
> Cue #7752 &, hiF LA L LD RIRKEDHZERST L NnTELH L
ZRY
By TARMICRT DR N T —~ o ZADET DOJRE
S VXY TIANINET Ty all Lo THR WE shitéEzbind
4 . General Discussion
B L F L& FORKORMG
> 6 BWMOIEF TH LFVHE FLR UGz ROMRITITF v o AL-bzi@z T
%)
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EYE MOVEMENTS
SPEECH SPERKER LISTEMNER
aimr_| 1 . M7 CROSS RECURRENCE PLOT
Thay
54 - 13
| ‘
but
5 < 5
omt by
ta g E i -
naed o
Q
: 4 m . & . =
and . __._,...-l-"",’ -
34 +3
- w
s ] 1.
:;- om - tlistener

IRER DRI LH-9 0, By EFHI 5

TS

ah LF2NEAE L7z 2,000msec (2[R U D& BLOBMIZH D

IREKESN 2 Cue & L TR LIZEAICIE, BUYRONRT 3 —< 2 A0 E5H
B fHAOHMOT ot AR HIREROIERIZEI LT

oK

FEEIE, FRELOY 2 AT ¥ —IC Lo CHEEOHI#EZ1T 9 (Clark, 2003;
Clark & Krych, 2004)

SABFETIE, ZRIBNHERT STV D K5 iR B N TE ZIRERD S5 &0 5

tspeaker = listener

20% recurrence

lags plotted in grey.

Recurrence at {speaker = !listener

and tepeaker =t listener - £
diagonals plotted in black.
Recurrence at all other time

EYE MOVEMENTS

SPEAKER

[E
A

a +

- — L
3III L s
t om

B

LISTENER

& sao
lag

tspeaker =t listener -2

30% recurrence

Fig. 1. Scarf plot and explanation of cross-recurrence analysis.
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I!!.EII -Il!l !!l:!l!!qul.'-!-:! ! ! I J!! ] |'|r||!. |!l.!. !
...;_,,:'E:E. daded e Ty flhE

Good Listener

Bad Listener

Randomized Listener

Fig. 2. Example cross-recurrence plots of the eve movements of a speaker and (a) a good listener, (b) a bad listener

(c) a shuffled listener.
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—4— Speaker -
- Speaker -
o Speaker -

High accuracy listener
Low BCCUrBCY listener

Ramdomized listener

% Recurrence

Fig. 5.

Time of lag (ms)

Cross-recurrence for listeners with high and low comprehension.
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22

=4 Speaker - Listener
=0~ Speaker - Randomized listener
=4 Speaker - Mismatched listener

14 }$}%% +F
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4000 -2000

1]

2000 4000
Tire of lag (ms)

&000 8000 10000

Fig. 3. Average cross-recurrence at different time lags for 49 speaker—listener pairs.
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1a
]
o
=
£
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&
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4000 -2000 4] 2000 4000 G000 SO0 100D

Time af lag {ms)

Fig. 4. Cross-recurrence at different time lags for (a) name fixations and (b) non-name fixations.
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B

ZOMETIE, a2Ia=bF—va BT, MLFLHEETFORKESHNED LI
[F#] (coupling) T2DONCEAL T _H>OFERLZE L THHFNEZIToTNA5D.

FER 1 T, #EBRE GELF) ICRLT, 57T VEFRMHEAZ Y =B LHL,
ZICBGT DML TREERE L (B4 2385, RIHIOwERE (HEF)
W2, ELFERATWERBHEFE L DEAT U =2 LIHL, GELFNE LIEANEE
Moz, Zolx, migHheE GiLF, H&EF) oRKES NEIhE. £72, &
BORTRICENSDWEFEZHETE TWONIET L7 2 M biTo7z.

Cross recurrence &\ 9 AT &24T > 725G R, B & FOIREKESR) & 55 L FOIRERER) O
EEORIIL, FFLFLEEFOEFOMIC 2,000msec DHRFEZENH S T2HFIZH o &
HEELDEND ZERbhotlc. £, MEFVRFELFOFELEZAEZ ENLISHN
BECETWZONIET 257 2 FOFERIT, @ LFLEE FORMBZ T Tid&
AE T, RN D 220NAT TR 72~ 72,

EBr 2 TiE, BETFRRTWHWDERZ Y — 5L FOIREKERNZ Cue & L THERL
7o, (ENLANOFEBRFREIL, FZR 1 LREROFHETEo7) ZOMRE, MEF~0
HARICEAT 27 +—~ U A%, Cue IR LIZRMF L Z D TROWEMET, BiEN%HE
Z bElo 7z,

ZOERRREZT, L FLHE FORKEHORMA I 2 =r— 3 LITBIT
DRI E > THETH D Z L3RI N,
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