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The contents of abstract in thesis:

Creating livable and healthy cities in response to the United Nations'
Sustainable Development Goals is an important trend for the future. However,
noise in residential environments can decrease residents' sense of well-being
and potentially lead to negative psychological effects. Previous studies have
also indicated that noise can interfere with reading. Therefore, this study
utilized an eye-tracking system to investigate the impact of different sound
environments on reading quality. By evaluating the eye movements of 31
participants in five different sound environments (no noise, construction noise,
white noise, floor impact noise, and pleasant sound), the study aimed to explore
the interference caused by different sound sources on reading. Psychological
perceptions were simultaneously compared to understand the effects of

different sound environments on individuals.

The results of the study showed that compared to the no-noise environment,
all noise environments increased the total fixation time. Participants exposed to
construction noise and floor impact noise experienced higher average saccade

amplitudes under negative psychological effects, with increases of 4.674 and

II



11.23 degrees, respectively, compared to the no-noise environment.
Furthermore, the presence of noise and pleasant sound significantly decreased
participants' reading efficiency compared to the no-noise environment. These
findings indicate the impact of changes in sound environments on reading and
confirm the effectiveness of using eye-tracking systems. However, this study
only focused on different sound environments as the exploration factor.
Therefore, future research can investigate different noise sources, sound

pressure levels, and other aspects.
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S IFEREBRZ R CNs 90 TS AEISFTLRBE TR

R THALT 5.09 4> 7 NAs TF&T 6.18 4> CNs #9 K& B % & ALK

FREFTIILEFT TTHRT 658 2> NAs THT 576 4> miz L T A5

b 3 A 4 T VA% L 48> 7 b 48 % b #2 Nargiz Kosucu and Selimen (2022)
ZAREERR > ZATRHE 214 ZEFETER > AL FLEFTIRE

Ik #% 48 F 7 (Coronary Artery Bypass Graft Surgery, CABG) &% E B R % X
A ARG RIS RBAFTEOTRAN-TFY EEFLBEE KA
B4l > Mt e XAV IS A BAIREA M o

T 4T L i R BRI 4 A 8938 %At 7 > Lencioni et al. (2022)Z At
TP Ak A g BB 45695 £ 4 10 % 1 42 74 JE (Parkinson) 49
B B L o2 S5 ABATREZE 3% TREARRG R > LA R AT
B RREN TR ERRAREMELT ARG TR > ML AR THEY
KRAEEHEL Y AR > miE Madjar ef al. Q020)Z AR FHIEZEH R LB
)y J£ (attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder, ADHD)#) 57, #:&£ /T B By > £ &
HAETE - LBRANFHFTL - ARANFHTERFRAA 6 A0 F %
FoOREEILT TR FER > ZA R R E 2 H QR RE T 55
B RmPRANFRFFTEG 38 o ARANFHFTELAL0T 5~ ARAA
B A FHRA 3605 BHARFFFTEN290 5> mAESAET FF L
FEEFFIFLABREER > RAFTETURIHFERGETS -

(D)ERFHARIVE

B A EEREE  TARELNEZEME > a%Fw 9]
A PT A A R B A ¥ G L JA 3 #8958 A (Sejdi¢ & Lipsitz, 2013) >



Umbasetal. Q2D Z A RFE G E T4 12 L2 AR E 69 HE > 4
7 VAL 35 4% B AR, 5% 8 45 # M & (Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index, PSQI)1E %
BE IR o0 8937 4E 7 R0 AT R4 K45 B &8 Gk 5 R IR IR s $25H A
Bk R M A R E T 24.8% 89 A6 BEIR S E > 7 PSQI M A 69300 F B
2T RErEF R EATa 850 9542 6.50 5> MITTREEZ R A G"EF
TR M E B B Mmoo Y w xR F # A% % (Stanchina et al.,
2005) > Angwinetal. Q017X AT R HEE G2 T HAN ALY HE > L4
80 L X XFZEITLEEHNER > MELRBETIRTHHAELELS
RBTLER BIFNBEF LY KR > b4 RO ERAESE A 2019 6957
REERMWITF > ZARAL 9 L AF AL TP EF A6 AI > L4
HEANEH - ZEH BTG HRERIEEATHRNEH T 9% F
J] AR BR E A 3 AR R IE A (G R E=0.67 > &#=0.55) > Wiz
rdﬂ?%é"""ﬂ W R ARBG R T NI APERT > KmiE s TR
7"13%% » T G %R F 3 5 WS T At 69 R IR AL T A Soderlund et al. (2016) 49
i “F'%%‘fﬁu » ZATRE 20 2 EEA R BEENSLEL 80dB ¢ G EF
BB QEEFDTRE - AT E M IR E A 238 2-back T4ETIE »
w1 B %k 5k 889 ADHD 3, % /& B3R 30 R R 8 2 H TR A7 3 s
ABFRTEOEHS P o SR 500 R T 140 5> mEEF4 8
R E I TAERR IR A 22.15 % > & G R F Rl AR 4 3345 5> mizd
FOAG R T HA R R TR E -

B 5 HV R ERIIE NN KET A B AN L Ik (stochastic
resonance, SR)IL % 7142 » & KIGAZHRAF & K350 [ER Lkt g 2 AL E
i 3 58 A F AR KAT IR o REAK IR IE R T 1R 4 69 13 =k ph(signal-to-noise
ratio, SNR)(Pickens et al., 2019) > w‘Tvi*'ﬂL FEAME » AEBRENETHA
Amo @SBV HREERYE > 1375 bbﬁ?ﬁv‘)\éﬁ"%‘i%é’:’ Blia 254 U &
B ¥ A ﬁ%ﬁ%/%%@ U A% 4 3 304,55 & (Manjarrez et
d2%@’%%OMmmmd@m%%ﬁm&ﬁ%T%%%%%%lﬁﬁ
B HE - GRITHETNHELIR A SO SO RE AR % B
(Dopamine cortical innervation) #9 4 & $2 384 ft /) X A A E WM 2 &

P ¥T VA 6 kﬂ%ﬁ‘)i%‘ﬁ ‘ %ﬂécné@iﬁﬁﬁ s ik S EIR g R AE AMIKRIEE T
A TRBBIFEFTR L OO KRTFRARAEZZTNKTOMA
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(Nieoullon & Coquerel, 2003; Sikstrom & Soderlund, 2007)
()T HARIVE
. EHAECHERBZIZE

RFTREEFTRTERKGTREEFN YR =ZKXREM A RTHA
AHAEZEA—ZRENEERERR  HHARTIHEERFTEERCERS
B3 > SbERIEEREZ R L > Kimetal (2022) 2 RIFEFALEGRET T
ZIAZ A FARGE R RE R T IF SN BB E R E G
HEZABZ TP L SRR G IE AR RS ] s RBOR R A A
ZIGHadm 3G o IR TIABR LR X IR F LG B R O R IR T BT
# (Elmenhorst et al., 2012; Sanok et al., 2022) > 5% ZL 697k F 5% . 7T AL & 48
FTHRGE@MIE BRORMBRTATE TG RERB AR L BABE X
—f% & WAE 57 2 Y B 69 2 /) 38 2k (temporary threshold shift, TTS) &
TR ANE 0 B8 /) 38 % (permanent threshold shift, PTS) » 7 uF 4 6955 5 18 k&
g 2 B Fa] 12 IR AR AR R B A BRE T T AR SE AR AME 69 38 1 3R K 1R 4
7% 6 % (Abdulla, 1998) > I sk & HA R 7A & B mr TR I T AR A &5 69 &
[ > ##TER (2016) #F89 LM Tk ey B TRATE R > AT R4 H 5k
NBEAEEELAE FAONRSGMABRLENVE CERTTERAEANLG
REGTEBIEANREL MRASERTIRRTTRFLEH S LE ZL
AR BE REFROME RAGH B A G AR BBR
H BV AR & B89 FE AL e 5T 55 B B (catecholamines) ~ 7T £ #x(cortisone) ~ Az
& W& & (angiotensin-11) &2 #4942 & > TAE G &R ARE 69 BRI 5 ~ o #E
G2 mIZ I R AR S 0B ~ FARAEAL RS IR A B (Babisch,
2003) > Khosravipour ef al. QO21)Z AR KB ERGH B THEATET
BRETTRBRESGEZNEL FTRBRENEGZLECOERRGE LR
M o LA RAE 2 RF 4948 F K AR % & (Thyroid-stimulating hormone,
TSH) » ¥ 4k % % (Thyroxine, T4) ~ = #% ¥ 4k Bt & & B (Triiodothyronine, T4)
a8t MAERBEHBEFEART TEERLAL W T RR LR
FoMmEATARRARTORESR TRLGEEYETRRGARE
Wiz L $1vE F R K T RUH B2 69955 A B 0 Jeon and Oh (2022)Z A 224 3%
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F T RMBI L3 20 4% KA AT T BRE R HA A RE
RETHCER REEE > MMRERIEEETROG=FFFTRERKG0 60 &%
70db) T & B B AR B A BE LR 0 SRR AR FRE Y TH A
e e AR 0 R B B AR O @ B A SR
BBk > Yang ef al. (2022)ZFF %4 T VA4S h vk F IR E T E R4 dE A
TG ZATRE 536 LIRERAN TAEATER > ARG RERTIEL
1R 5 B SEL A 2 K 4B 4 4 % > £ Belojevic er al. (2008)#95F % ¥ .
AABGL 6 5% > ST R4 328 LM R ERATER A E %R
ERG T LB RGBE  FRRE AR T TG SR AR
BHRAERESUCER S 0EERE o

2. REHRwREIVE

EE S AR 8 E R B AR R Z R E T 4T % #(Knudsen,
2007) > AmABM A s ek T €5 %2 & H T % > Sanz et al. (1993) #F
RETRETHZLEZR NI E IMAELEHRTERI—FH =
BRAESBZLETER > EF—ERMEBRREARS S A IE
RE MBS AL ARG R ZRMALBRBETIZALR
BENRMRAFT RS T HAZRMAS SR LB RFTRETIZE > ARA
BHBBETIZFBREAENEZT NP RBE SR EHEREGL ()
<0.04)> RE K QUIHZARCLERTRFHALENZADHE > A
RART 30 & XA A B A RAL A (50 dB(A) ~ 70dB(A) ~ 90dB(A)) & R
FlJa% (KA~ FH - TS S¥8) THEZRAIHVE  HEERBET
HEREBERALERIEEZZFTRERLIEZEN o 8ERF%RENAR LT
A THEZMEE > ARBMERRGERFTLGTEREIEARIITH Mz
BEANTHETRESER >~ AEFK > EREBEHFHATEHE
Golmohammadi et al. (2020) Z A R4THERGE TR EHZZEH a0
BZHERATER 3] &2 HH 50 AE BAERTHA (L3544 :54dB(A)-
A #E A E 64 dB(A) ~ B X AE 68 dB(A) ~ #2241 F 73 dB(A)fe T ¥
I3 80 dB(A)) THEATILMEIRBERIEZZN FMARER » AR R
h TR ERMLEVE > ARG AIBMH TEATR R R F L
It BB R R R T EARKER AN ZATE
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FEEAENTHRKIAERRIMBLE > BRUEIINEZN)THRLERE
Bl 3k & 31, > Stansfeld et al. 2005 A AT AT H" R T H A TR FE
EAT—IR S BAT R LB B B R R R TSR 2844 L U2 2 H A
R eERBTHREARKET TEREMEZEREIHSTHE > £ BARE
FHB AL ER—BZ LR > @ Haines er al. Q00N ELHFF &
RARBET TER ZGHFERAYE R R2THETARAEBZ

o
%ﬁ?‘a o

"

v RIRER AL
(—) Bk 2R1E Bh
I RIREF R HE

R BF 2 AR AR — 0 RPN A ER T L RR (FREF A
2019) o BR B oy R 2R AE B B PR N A BT AR AR 0 BREREE 6 SN R dy A IR
(cornea)Fw= 2 & (sclera) 4l mk > v #LBE (iris) iz 7 % B (tunica vasculosa) L »
H Ao B Z [B] sLEp % 8 L(pupil) » K ZhAE A 3R p i AR BF G L4 > N
JE 4B A%, Ay 2 AR 48 B (retina) » M 2A K 2 &k JL4m fe (photoreceptor cells) ; &
AN 24 6.5 7Ktk ik (aqueous humor) ~ & 5% (lens) & 3% 33 %% (vitreous) (Liu
etal.,2022) o

Ao AR ARAET LML > RABET — B F 647 S A8 > At
1 t#R At A & A 3% (Bertalmio, 2020) » X B A HmAE R B 38 A 69 %2 52 5 5]
RIETEBBAE > stEBRFmE(rodcel) B & > K % AL AR 4815 Z IR
B ¥k > 28 & i A4 4m 2 (cone cell) & & > £ 24w # +F & 3¢ fz (Lamkin-
Kennard & Popovic, 2019) -

g @ (fovea) BB E T T 2R BB LE > ARB P AR ERE
RRGIFML AL TRAEFEFTENE G RIEKEZRIF0EIIEY
BB AT R NG L LR LB ORIFES (T 08 > 2011) o

A=

AR Ik i€ g T £ 18 B R AP & (oculomotor nerve) ~ # & AP & (Trochlear
nerve)#e 51 & 4% 48 (abducens nerve)iE 474% ) > o MLAF 3 ) AL A IR 3R E 69
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mﬁ(ﬁ%ﬁ% #EAM S TAMN S NANAE THI ; i§ b4 b
FHIU 5 S R Aw 48 1 k) Sh B L) VA E £ &FF 69 BR 3k1E g (Lal & Truong, 2019)-

Cornea

Kappa angle

/ Optical axis
Visual axis

L L 2
Eyeball Cornea
center  center

Optic nerve

4 AR ktE2E(Liu et al., 2022)
Fig. 4 eye structure(Liu et al., 2022)

2. RHEHSH

RFREGEIERBEES > HAABNRDALAERLE S0 &
il IR ZRIE BT AR B RA T MR ARG B AR > ARIIRBFRRBE T ABRAYE
B R EREABRE > Flle TAB R ZRFH EERAEEZE S
EPHERE o —RIRIKIES) T LE 5 % AR 55 45 (gaze holding) & %4784
#(gaze shifting) > BARIFIF A I B ZRKES > @& -F4 & #(smooth
pursuit) ~ AT -8} iR R 4F (vestibular-ocular reflex, VOR) ~ 22 #4% A
(vergence) ~ #,%h R 4% (optokinetic reflex, OKR) ~ & 7z 4% (fixation) > %t
WREAS A B TIRIRES) > @4 kiR (saccade) (Lal & Truong, 2019) > 4w [
6 BT ©
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IRIKEE)

RS8R RRRTT

B4R FEEH |PIE-EBRRY| B&RER | RBRH R

(1)

2)

3)

4)

5 RHEEGH 24

Fig. 5 Classification of eye movements

A (Saccade) © PRAR A KPR 69 IR FRIE Fh > BPERAE I — B /ZAR BE 2] 7
—BEARBE BB 7 X 0 R SE LG E 400 2] 9000 /s> BTG IEHE
WAFE B A MA AR KEZAIFT A T9BALTFH > Mm%
TALEFFH A 25 233MBEF (REEF A 2010) » LR T LAE B
Rig e ERF B BARREL T R F Lo SR 2 T H) a9 R 2RE S

TUAB I (AEHRES) > RIBEY (ARAREROGEFT TS
¥ %) (Lal & Truong, 2019) o

4% 1€ ¢ (Smooth Pursuit) : -4 1& HT AR FRIR G X B e B > L
ROTHmAEABEFEFTRDT L (hTME > 2011) » FLEEHT LR
40 /s BIR EIRIEB B M MRE > Ammg AR F R BB TREG 5 &
$eR. 49 & 4 (Lal & Truong, 2019) o

AT e -8 AR R 4% (Vestibulo-Ocular Reflex, VOR) : % 2% kA v A B > SA30 &
ARG — BT & TR AER AT NG £ AR ARIK
BEEZEWAEAN > HABEIRIERGRE > FEIANRE YRR RE
FhR AL R > B LRI E AR IE MK 0 LA AR IR A 38 i P 3R SR % B
e B AR F 42 7 w48 R A T KB ATAH R AR 2RAE B> 28w AT B2 B AR R 4T
{2 AN ARG B A F AR R R X SAHRARE TR T ®
#8h > A)E B4 4T & 8RR 4 (Lal & Truong, 2019) -

8.8 & % (Optokinetic Nystagmus, OKN) : 2,8 & & & IR 85 69 & & E 8
T AN ES MG E K KA KR > MR EGIARA EER A > ™
FEAZ BRI T IR EHE > ] e A AT B89 K £ B 2 B SN RTE » IR AE
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GREH-F R BT BN RARRIME > LEB RS E T —
WHE EHOLERE SRR > oy el R & B AR R
VAR #3847 69 4% 2 (Lal & Truong, 2019) -

(5) #t#R(Fixation) : B4R 2 R L WRE IR HEF) > AMmBER LI LT L
#1E R > 5 &1 I E A (tremor) &AL B4R, (microsaccade) % BR 2k E ) >
R RS TR E @AM ERS T 2 E L (RFig - 2011) -
PR A BAR A9 IBAE T A AR AT RA R (B &% A > 2010) o

(6) ¥k A (Vergence) : 35454k JA 49 B 64 42 Mk K 43 A 49 4o 58 (TR
PEHFEA2010) > RAABTHHYRFBFHREGERN—F 0 AmE
AR TR AR LA AR LR IR AR G N R AR TR ARAE 69 A R R AR
AN G ey SN

() IREH AR R

TR TR E T 4R — T R AT AR APVIR SR 40 45 B > T LR AR
HiEF > FTAMEMERGMAMER (X x> 2016) o BRIRIER R LARIE
F3HR T 69 R BT A 5 2R N KR BRE 3 & 46 A TR AR A XIR B E
Bl MR AXBAHEH A LR P REN RS #RES — & RAEHR A
4: % Edmund Huey #1908 44145 &9 > i 38 #4018 4 3] &% 34 WAk 2
SRR > 3618 1B AR AL R S E AL £ FIE % R 09 IR HUE B (Bk T4 2021) -
2R ARBAXGEN GMaE S RA ML EAERBZIRL HAEER
T3 O JEAE N KR K8 A G RARAR 4048 N X IR BRI 3 & 4% o

% — & B IR N R ER FR 18 HE & 48 % Guy Thomas Buswell #1922 4 pf
HI(ERAE, 2016) » Je4 A KR ARG I 4 4 A TR 58 XA 2 HOR & 85
B &R A > BARE A RER BB AF XA TAEY AR ERAY
B FRAXNRRERAL L ZZHEGRFBE LG RFEITRRES
P13 AREILY S R AR S B A 2 B H e 5 X REAR AL
B A A AT SN ) RO R R R > HOR B A SE AR B4k i A
SN LA SR AT AR 0 LI 0 B A L RO KR R AL SRR A 0
A AT RIS AN R R R R B AR B BB e IR A B0 R A
FEAEATIR AL B 693H H 0 Bp 7T 7 AR AR SRR AR 69 %4 B > 723838 1 KA R 5% 49
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i B 3B AT B A Bp T AT 3| ho ARAR ST - BRARIEBE S 69 BE (ARF > 2011 ;
F R 2016 5 Be-F4E > 2021) > BREREHE A Gk A LA K S BUK
K F 2 880 nm > AMREEEHN > MR G AV ERRIHELL  AFF
FAL A 67 1& & % tobii glasses 2 > 14 3R A B 5L A IZ R 4+ #1447 (Pupil Centre
Corneal Reflection, PCCR)#) 2B JR A& > 4TINS R ERILR A L
EARMEFE A AWMBEEFZREHRRRFGETDARSEE  AEK
BBIE R RRAE A RIRAEM ML ERERE > B T BT o

2 The scene camera 3 The illuminators
records what the user create a pattem of
is looking at. : near-infrared light

1 An eye tracker

consists of cameras,

iluminators and
algorithms. 4 The cameras
: ORI migee o
eyes and the pattems.
Gaze Pos
5 The image processing algorithms
find specific details in the user's eyes and
«@eThosossssscsese refloctions patiems.
Based on these details the eyes’ position
and gaze point are calculated using a
“Wrossssesssce sophisticated 3D eye model algorithm.
6 AR BRiE HE & S48
Fig. 6 Introduction to Eye Tracking System
(=)#8 B J& A

AR B 2 i 45 K 29N XA SR a9 AG AR > 14 38 AR B A9 B4R 5 T VABR M A 89
Ron H 0B > IRFEHE & A B OUIR 3 VA5 3R 3 PUIR 3RE £ 49
RA&F > LR BRRGFH G (SMEEHF A > 2019) > Wil K EME H

(Area of Interest, AOI) 2 3% &> T A M X XE A BER T IEZE N 0>
BHABRERE MO S EARENE HLTRETRIE K o 2 BRHE
BB M AR (T2 > 2021) > RREBER A Z B0 B 8 Arr o A/
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RERRERLAKIAMMBR > KA RBUE S AHUT ZHETRA °

Position of the AOIs used for the intra-paragraph condition:

Une fois I'eau d'érable récolide, il est nécessaire de passer & une secoade étape : I"évaporation. Clest unsguement aprés I'évaporation que 'eau

devient plus coasistante et donne najssance au sirop d'érable. On fait boudllr I'ean d'erable dans un évaporaleur, souvent appelé champion

AOI 2

Pour obtenir um litre de sirop, il est nécessaire de collecter comre 35 ot 40 litres d'ean d'émble. il y a doas beawcoup de pente par évapocation,

L'évaporateur etant trnditicnpellement chastie au bogs, mas dans certaines mstallations modemes on stilise du charbon ou de Pelectncie

Dams |a pratique industrielle, un filtrage permet une premiére etape de concentration pour une dépense énerpétique moindre

Position of the AOI used for the inter-paragraph condition:

AOI3

Une fois I'eau d'énable récoltée, il est adoessare de passer & une seconde éape : |"évaporation JC'est ussquement aprés Févaposation que lean

devient plus consistanie ot donae maissance au srop d'érable. On fast bousllir I'can ¢"érable dans ua évaporatour, souvest appele champion.

Pour obtenir ua latre de sirop. i est nécessaare de collecter entre 35 f 40 Litres &oss Férable, i v a donc beaucoun de perte par évapoeatoa

7 R Mo~ & B (Chevet et al., 2022)
Fig. 7 Schematic diagram of the AOI(Chevet ef al., 2022)

1. & A IR 3B HE & IR ST B R ATH A8 W AT R

HEXABYBETEEREEH HE RN &R E MBS L
o iE B IR IRIE B AL AT AR B R RN B A AR A
R F R RAT A 0 AL & R A0h BGE WU4R FH45 F  Lombard (2022)
Z AR VABR IRIE B A B RAE 307 &2 RXAE HAF R IBEHBZER LERNH
3 > R VLSRR E 4 tb(Percentage fixated)3fF4E & X £42 &K L & Ml /3 49 31
2 MEGEREERZASHAEMENZOEEHBGI%) > X5 EEY
ZAB(44%) Fa B 69 528 (42%) > Mo IR R % B & 3 B R 69 5 %) Atk As(1%)
0% B H(16%) BAFAHRQ21%) > bt R 2R T2 XEMIZ0E A 424
MR FBARHAZ B 49IRIE s Bennetal (2015) Z AFF AL VLR TG 5 etk %
FIBTIRAE > FL VIR BRGE BE & 4R 3T 40 & < XA A WESBIEN T 0947 4 > AF
RERBE S HFAFRARKN LI ZRERILEESBY T AMNEESE
@ A S3.17% 0 ER A AT ES B EEAN > RRAFZRBE X6 XAl
AESBE® > A 30.83%MBRRA LA R ESLEL > FHRLFFTRK
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WA KA TILBEAT AT AT s Ho(2014) 2 AF %5 8 R 3B B A 4
M 33 LI HEABRAE TAREEGTFREEZSE ARZMEZAR

EPAFREELBRE LERFZTLREBER > 0B 9 FFE LG K ER
(first fixation, LFF) k& 7~ % 34 £ & A R E M & ] < R 3| 6498 /> % XA 89
BRERBAT IR SILEFR DAL RRIEZZ S > MHEER
%t #7,5F ] (The duration of first fixation, DFF) ¥ T VA & & £ 52(131.42 £ 4))
BAHEEBRH(141.42 W) AX XA MIEZER S HERS > miBd ZME
TR X XA BRRTFREN T X > 24 TAREEM A B X3t
TP

B8 FREZESME KR LZrk#MmE M (Ho, 2014)
Fig. 8 AOI on product images of handbags (Ho, 2014)

2. &R AR ERIEHE A BAR ST ARRIR & AR B AT R

REEVEABEZ IR BT AREEZRR > AL BABEIITEF S8
KRG EE A EAC F A B > 4B B SRR TS B IR KRB K A L A A SEE R S
S AR HAE B R AL > Le ef al. (2020)2FF % % i B HRIE & 4 3F 45 9
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LERBFELEBREREHF R THROFLEABRE S CHYE > &
W AT EE-Eh AR R AT FeiR B R AT 45 S 09 AR 4B B om S ah A A AT 69 LAR LE >
EAHAM AN THRKEHGEFET > LG RLRB BB BB 50
Z ¥ 5 Li et al. (2020)Z AT 7 2 SEAEMARARIE A B ZAEAP R 5 > WABR IR
EWABME A BB IR FE 6 L2 XA EEBIE LR HATIRAE >
REREBEERARES SR (1 xRk 3 BRES) RSB H
BILARAERECEIEARE > sHARSERA | B> BRS
#(Gaze Distribution, GD)354& % 0.598 > i 5L & 1€ (Pupil Diameter, PD) 3§
& % 0.568 » B2 BR % (Blink Rate, BR) 314 % 0.451 > wmg ¥4V % 5 % %42
F+E 3 B BRARASHHEEILE 0448 > BILALHEEKE 0424 >
B2 AR 4 4E LS+ £ 0.859 > ZAT K JEH T IRFRE HE & HUIE A 73 1E A Ay
A Z 7T AT > Bitkinaeral (2021) 2 AR R AEALEE ~ ILAE F 8
BB & SR M B ZATREE — A A Fdm L E & RIRIK
LR A B > B b AT B AT KEFTAE € 51 AL 5% A 89 IR IR R JE o

3. R AR RRIE HE A& SR ST B SR AR ) AR B A R

M ALEEPHRALE RN AR 28 > ITEFAHRBERHARFGR
o BB NRER AL CHERAEZTEE HEER  FHRER
B ABBE £ % % (Loberg et al.,2019; Minakata & Beier, 2021; Parker et al., 2019;
Yi & DeKeyser, 2022) > i % HR 2R 38 HE & &0 7T VAL 2 3 B 28 AE A28 AR 2R A%
Eg)> LB BB AT ME M £ R Z IR RE I T AR B
hEAE N A EERFHEELFE (B RE R > 2007) o

REESNZ 2B A BT M AR R B F A S BIRTHFRRZIA
% ¥ Ak & A > Huang et al. (2022)Z AF 4R 3 & Kk %43 BF R (first fixation
duration, FFD) 2 B 3% 22 i ~ TAER R R 69 Bl 1% > K346 48 L2 XA A
PUHRAREFE B TR IAR > MRERBFEZEAL OHRALEFH
6 o B ARL I T LB SR T2 4R 2 3 A 4 B (r=-0.3737,p=.0329) » 7 K 4k
AR LR TR EF 2R AME(r=-0.6723,p=.0001) > 7R Bp & % K
HEH AR AR EFIFIICEFFMA Y (8 KB M ARAK) LB 35 AR AR
4% ; De Luca et al. (1999) XA RFE B A M FERZ 2 XA i EZ %
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RAKBHIRAREGLZRE > MAL RN BB AR FRERIIAL AN
haE @A R L E (166 X)WBE S AMEEZHBMA (74 %) A%
A B SR A A A AR (1.2°) 0 AR A(2.7°) ETAER W
AEFHRHFREFTENBREANAEZMEAMBRBRZFZLR D A AT
# ; Tiffin-Richards and Schroeder (2015) Z A 7 VABR 2R36 3¢ & 453046 7 52
FTHAFALKZBRIRREY  AEREREEATEE—JHERA
¥ (1691 %) ZAREA (7.14 %) > BEAEFEN (333 £4) 4k
FA(RI0 ) Zk o L AFRFAMILTEABITIRE T AR 5 HF
78 (2011) Z A R VABERARET ] R SRR R B E R RV B A R B T H TAE 2 &
(BBEHAEN R ENBD) LHE > F R R85 SR M R S B8
HAeH EABE  § 1558 5 BN AL R 30K L5t
AEHARS IRRABERZZEZNLEA —BRBEEARR  FEZIH AT
A B S 6 AR E o

g SRR IHE Tk
()RR TR T RIEZ M4

AR B Pl % 3] SRR £ AR G BE - A% TRARL
FTREE > mEBLERFEAEAGERABLECHERRRZE Y E(Sunetal,
2020) » Frontczak et al. 2012)Z A 45 £ W ILH T (HE ~ #5410
BRERKZH) Lk ZATHEE YR E RS > Tangeral (2022) Z A4
BFEENRRHAEELOVE FMRFIE B EXEAEARAETNR
B T RS BB R AT 4E Fed 2 A HAR B AR IT (25°C
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45dB~50dB) T XA HREFN BT ELGEHERMLE LI/ TR &
S LA R  BESL IRV BRI EAB ISR T KT RARIR ST
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ARFTFTREBAEHOCHERZERIYE  AH R EE N S8 B AT
FVABR AR R Bl 05 R % 3FAR 7 7k o Yangetal (2023) L HF R A AR 5T 4
PR H IABRIYE MEAEA LEF L4 F & (Likert Scale) (1=#¢
R~5=42%F) 4 T AL > Ayokoeral (2023) ZFF R AT N TR
THE IR ITINE AN THEE.A (1=22KF ~T=F) & B
IZABHE FEE 2012) XHAEAHARTENRTHOCERTERZ
B > R VLEE A ik (semantic differential method)iE 470 P2 gk % Z 3F
B> AT REFAE R NIRRT R LB ESATEAE AR R SR L
R E AREEL T XEABRANEIFEIRE > BATREBZELSH
EARB AR 0 SRS BT R ERATRA o

2 & 5 M7k % Charles Egerton Osgood 244% 7& 1957 4 The Measurement
of Meaning —& T2 2| 69 & AR s 2 RAE A RBEN B A F > K 2
FTRAZTIBRERI T EAB IR AL ALA WEMARE RO LEEN
FAHFTEFELF S > FUEBY RAHNEFHABZE SN EGREL
EFHEZ BIMMARNEZAHTEMEIAL EEA—BOLE B BEE AR HE
T RFAER LK EA SR FRI AR E R EFRE AL
BESNEF > EBRLENHEAREEFTURERXEARRFT LT
tbit(Maetal.,2018) A TAEATZE & 5T R AR B~ BRAE 7 BR BR RIS FA

ap
q

1. &%

AHATIEIE R L X AR Es

i

AHE 7 BB N AR B SURRPE R > 51 A T3

(1) BREATES > 2 BELHEBBET* o

Q) FETEEH > AARGHTIEHERA MK o

Q) #E—FERAZILZEBFME (o HFE) 697 % o

(4) RELARMABLCE ZFAETHE > KFLABEARAEY o

2. RAEV AR

AAF AT (2011) ~ Maeral. 2018)Z AT % » B & TR 45
BT B2 A VAT AR RAT
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Q) #EEZRXE

fRIEBAT R X EM 0 TR BARZ A RA > T E B I A AR
B EEARITHE -
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Fig. 9 Schematic diagram of the scale of semantic differential method
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A RAERE 3 L EBEEA 2025 A2 B ki AT KR 0 R
B IE A RS B f A B g 0 BRI R AGEME 2 XA M A S &
RARL AL AEMARGREY LN A LRMAER > LREF A FRA
BB 2 KA RAR A A E XA BB AR RARIE & KA
AAKH A (Wh—) PRE IR~ 5l BB AP BARE 2
E I RRE BT > ek 3 P o BT ARR XM AR
B 5% 22 AR B A e R IR S R R AR AR 0 MA X B A ARTE B
B3 BARARMIA A EATE D KA B AHAHE SR A - AWRE
IRARRMIAEA S BEAEFMNAA o

ZREABTRMBATALA G RTHRAEZT R (=) o R FHR
B Z 3R 4E % # Jeong and Lee (2018)Z A% > " HH R E & A RIFZ 4134
FANE % H R F R R TN K5 AR R AR B 57 X
AZ KA R0 T F B > KA RZEFHRER S TFHES
71.45 > BAF 5 K T1.45 TR ARFHRR > R 7145 Z &2 T

AR CHFBBE LRI KREABARIGIEELLBEGEL  £H
BoE A 111-486 (4% =) ERBE X RXFEBER T EERAIH EH 2K
FEMZBY  THE AR THREAERAER P ERBE AR T XNE
B2 XFEZRAE 25 EERARSARETEL (Mw) » miRBEAL
HREEEEFETEINE  AMAILEREIARGER RS A2
S BHEETHBHMAZILTR > AR EIBUATH  BATARAETH
BRTGTHRGAMRERFREREI L, > ZRERNIENGTHRAE
R kA 3 o BRAAE B R EM % o B LR AT R PTIE X E A
BREFAEARVATABRIEE XA TR > ARG AR LA SR
M AEATH) A o
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%3 2R A =3 HHL%H
Table 3. Characteristic Statistics of Subjects (n =31)

A B A3 (n) B 5 (%)

eyl 7 16 51.61
ES 15 48.39

A3t 31 100

S 20 6 19.35
21 6 19.35

22 5 16.13
23 4 12.90

24 5 16.13

25 5 16.13

A3t 31 100

2 R 11 35.48
KA 20 64.52

&3t 31 100

N A8 B A & 10 35.48
JEAR A & 21 64.52

o 31 100

AL BB A 19 61.29
A 12 38.71

A3t 31 100

EEHEA KA 16 51.61
# X 15 48.39

A3 31 100

"R F AR = 16 51.61
1, 15 48.39

A3 31 100
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Meters (BSWA Technology Co., Ltd.):& 472 B A & 8] = > R fF X 351E 4 50
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INFE B Z A KAREATHE A > HAEF 44 £ 7015 dB(A)ZHE N - K

TR BAFA R E B 11 Bror > AR B4 Atk 5~ 6 Pror o

g
RAERS
ERE
(:
|
: £ |
: X
AERHRIRB R BRAEME b.#H AT A B B A

B 11 A7 E BRI B

Fig. 11 The experimental environment field of this study
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& 4 T IR M RAE G T
Table 4. Experimental Space Climate Conditions Setting

AR %44
B 25+1 &
B 70% VAT
e 700 Lx

&S B E (—)

Table 5. Experimental Instruments (1)

FHREE it RN

0 3t Konica S BERAE o
Minolta

S Bz BSWA FRIRIEH RRG

REBFTZRE -

R IRIE A L Tobii LT
ZRHEH) ©

B 3 3k Apple VB 2 2 3 B 3
TZAER o
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Table 6. Experimental Instruments (2)
BREE B A HRERA
FXAEM) acer BAERREHR R 4 ik
ZRIE ~ ERF o

FRAEHQ) Apple AV R REH
P ALE-E 5w

12 & 7% w1l o\ SINUS AR A RRE L
BF o

o FA KA SINUS AR R A

£ EHFAIEE 12
& AL o\ o

=~ BRBEWARLGHM

AR IEHRRER A LR R LH IS EE AR R FTRAEMS
T B3 LE R IRE S PIT B BEAT A > B B 2 ) 350 PR AR B8 e
B B RRIREF) SR -

(—) AR BRIE HE 2 SR
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KA TR P A% Z 3% % % Tobiipro glasses2 > 4o 8 12> A F H A IEEN
KR ERIE I & 45 R B 3L A JE RS HUAlT > BB AT MR AR X XA R IL A A
BrEARSEF LARARBEEREREBRRFHE B RARSEF
BERREREAAERRFGBHLE > EROZPIREEEXTS
50 Hz -

WIDE ANGLE HD
SCENE CAMERA ALUMINUM
1920X1080 AT 25 FPS GRILAMID PLASTIC,

90 DEGREES 16:9 STAINLESS STEEL

GYRO AND
ACCELEROMETER

4 EYE CAMERAS

MICROPHONE

12 Tobii pro glasses 2 4)~43
Fig. 12 Introduction of Tobii glasses 2

(D)RIREH AKX ERIAAE

BEIAA L S XE LB HARIAT AR BB < RH F HRFRE HE
A4 BRREIEXBEAEALTEERETIME TR LEEHEHK
AR 2R I8 MR & 4092 F RS 3K M 1k 4R BE 3R 4 32 1% VA Tobii pro glasses controller
AL B AT R A AL IE B FAF > Tobiipro glasses 2 % 1 ¥ XA & > EAIE#E
ZEA 80 £ 120 o X FEHEAL A BRI EF > BATRIEZFE o

BRMGCERRERAARGHELAL AN FZ R P H RRE
Bh > 1Lk R 4% 15 38 Tobii pro lab Sk 8% 4T # IR 2R84 M504k X & @R ATH
B LR BRI S 2R EAEE MR RS X R RE S L
BT aNEwE 13 pir o
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Fig. 13 Related software introduction
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(Z)IRFKEFH L2

AR EEARARERARTFHLAEARATRETHRZIYE
RAETHH SALARTANAB ERR AL TN RELZIYE > AR
45 G M B N SR B SRR 0 U T TR AR 2 A KB R FRR 2 ERASAZ > 3
R T AL

L HUBARE R POAR ¢ 2 BRAB B ] 19 69 SRR B 40 > 2 ABT 20 TR
AR ) S B 3 U 18 A2 BT A A B RSB AT AR R M AT PR de N X
1o

2. FHERFH AREBE M NGB HRARRAREGE E
iz vA % #7 (Milliseconds, ms) % 5= ©

3. BHARRBOLE A REMEE M NE AN B R AT PR
KRB TH > FUTFH A > e AKX 2

4. FHBRRWRE  AREBEMNITARRYG FHRE > BAAE
(Degrees) % 7~ ©

5. FHARZE - EREARE M N ATA AR T GGk > B R
/%y (Degrees/second) % 7 °

6. HRIKEFHIIE : AR IITE A R E T AL BEAZE AR L B
B9 Kol Ao BRARFF &% A9 BF R

. AR B B
48 R AR B ] LA = (1)
4B P 3k B
BEAR R B
BAR L Bkl = (2)

XFFH

= ERAITIEZRE

ap
q

B XRRFT T OHHBEINEIMEHB R BT B FETME
FRIEF > BB T ZAT RAAFEIL ZAHBRRER A T2
BB AMEBRRAFTRAREHARKE CHERZ IV E At b2
BN E AR BT X% AHF SR> S TIE A BB S E  RK
E ) F 2 ATILE ZARIE -
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ARRERZIFEL ZAR T ELHZEE (20060)Z 5 50 3T E 54
HRFAE > 2R AAFERE BRE S SHERREE  FREE - BE K
BRBEACRE ST SR T > RER 5 L5 FEBAE A AR R Z R
RE->BPFPHAEO a4 12> G AR-1-2> AFRZI M Edeo i
BT o

L AR : A AR R EAT M3 X M AE R FTRA 0T 55
2R % B AT BB R AT -

2. BEEBC AR FERIT B CE R A PR R
) By BSE AR R B E I -

3. IR A AR R ERI T M CE 6 SR PR 09 8
F5 5 A BRI L R B A -

4. RELALE RIS AR AR T M UE MRRAR > FRA Y
B3 ) A B A BRGSO 6 ¢

5. BAER: HIARFERE TR CE O REE - SRR 0T RE
) 2y BSE AR B A B SE R B -

6. RAEE : HIAE AR FE R T M CF R B PR 6
) 2y BRI AR B8 ¢

rg Bk kIR 20

AR L AE AR FTRETHA ALK FZRRAZIRE A
St AR R L Bk 7 XBATE B > B A iPad EAMBERE > LERR
EGEMKRBETEMZ AW ITEYE (L) (T) M 2aBEkTH
o XFEFHEERELA word 14 35 2 & > F XF A AARAERE > 38 LA Times
New Roman > 47 SE 3k £ 4T ] JE > B3R RIBR X A2 B % L ik L& X 3745 R A
AR AN I AEIEY o

AFE R X EAB LB FAERMFEM AR F A EELF S
2E Q012)2AR > UEBNEZHLERMETHG > BAIME A
MBEAE a3 FRAELLTHXEZIHBEXE > HAMBZER LA
% Liuetal (2017) X AT > VAR 3k U3 & 6 4F B ok R B > o ) BT 2 B 3%
B K 4o
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XFFH

Mg =——r (3)
MBS R
JE R B 3
B3k 2 43 (%) = ———— X 100% (4)
R4 B #

*) 7 B3k X FHA

Table 7. read article description

R LF— LF = LFEZ LF g LFEL
A 6 &
F# 2384 2032 1999 2345 2202

A~ BERRBAERAE

AR AHEFRFAERETIARRIE ¥R 2 XE AT HREALT
M FEZAARZERAB B ERSY > BPABRBEITAERYEE
B2 4E R o

TERBA4E AT BB B > A NT B M Sk R AL AR 0 A F
ARKERABRRFTHRE SR > BAFEPIATARRALE RN F
BERFEZTRAR BRI TE > Bp THERNIRIKE R & B AR E  RIEL P
THEATER ©

q

BB ZIRBE 14 Fir o RIBF I EEETRE S GE Eg
IR E R REARRFTRIEE AR AR FRE TR —F L
Bk A 5 200 SRR M B BB BB > RREIRE 10 548 > R
BET—ERAXK -
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AEHIZARTZAERARRAENFTRILTRFH AR SHER
Bt ARIBE HUAFTREBEMMALTRER > 2 AR FFTRIT BT
RECART HRERFT AR TR E ARANETER A5 5
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B> L BEALRS F] & [ 2 3 e R X35 BeAL A Ml A QIR &R R 8 R X AE A
B R AR AREAAFRAUA B AR TRRTLAETHEX
REZMERERES -

WE 1S ZBRMERXTHRTETRAE (BIEE > 9% 5 > HREE
F) TXHBRAFH XKARZFTRREAR TR £ FFTRBEARFTRK
TEAREZEERFFH > LA % 0909 LRk AT EF > HIbE
%0913 mEETRERELTEAAREKILEARH > dE 2 b{d
2 0919 LRARAFIRRTEHRCKEMEREENEABE
iy 3 B0 4 AR B ] LRAR 2 38 e o

0.925

0.920 " 0919 0.919

0915 0913

0.909

o
3 0910 0.909

0.905

0.900

GRF  HENEE  RE
ERRENCES TR T O Ve X

Fig. 15 The effects of different sound environments on the ratio of total

duration of fixation
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Fig. 16 The effect of different sound environments on average duration of

fixation
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Fig. 17 The effects of different sound environments on the ratio of number of

fixations
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Fig. 18 The effect of different sound environments on the average amplitude

of saccades
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Fig. 19 Effects of different sound environments on the average peak velocity

of saccades
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Fig. 20 Effects of different sound environments on the gaze plot
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Fig. 21 The correlation between the average duration of fixation and the ratio

of number of fixations
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(DFRRFRBEAXEE T FGHEETHRREGHIHE

ZTREZH FHAE B G HRF XK % E R F(Beheshti et al.,
2019; Moghadam et al., 2021) > A/ AR TR E FRFE XA H 74
#%E%ﬁﬁﬁﬁz%ﬁ»&%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%iﬁﬁﬁi*ﬂﬁﬁ@%
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RS LRI R AELBE LRI ARAH M LA s £ R
(p=0.028, <0.05) » 1 R R FHEH AL RAHH LA REE LR
(p=0.415) > i E 2 % BB AR FHIALBRFM AT EAH XL
1€ A E £(p=0.974) -

ZRHE LR E B A THEAATHE R RBAFE Z Z(p=0.052)> B RF]
FREFATFHERAFH T SBAE 2 E(D=0928) > mP R £ R ELF
FRFLATHRAFHE T EAA X LR E £ (P=0.177)

SREZ LR EBHABRRLIL T R EEE £ B(p=0.078)> AR F]
FRFHARBIEOLE T 2B E 2 Z(p=0738) > mPHEZ £ AL
F IR BB R EAE T 788 X ZAE A E &£ (p=0.984) -

XA Z PR E BT RN L IR B £ R (p=0.060)> B K]
TREHA YA E T LBAE 2 E(P=0234) PRI ELEHLLRF
FTRRATFHIAGE T EAAF X EZER ZE £(p=0.580) o

ZREZEREERH YRR RE ERBEE E E(p=0.129)> B R F]
FRBFEHATFHRRBRE N EAE £ ZF(p=0270)> mPREZ £ R AL
FTRIFAETFHNBERE TERA XEZAERZE £ (P=0.877) °

AR LR A ERRREGLHF > A ESRRH X F R
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Table 8. The correlation analysis of subjects' educational differences and eye

movements in different sound environments

BRI FHERAE  BAXE  FHAE FH kiR

18 i 18 E B
M*NE 0.896 0.769 0.152 6.937 185.003
M*SN 0.906 0.791 0.179 7.948 199.662
M*WN 0.911 0.686 0.180 6.845 172.717
M*FI 0.918 0.878 0.158 7.841 204.445
M*ME 0.902 0.863 0.163 6.749 178.739
B*NE 0.909 0.853 0.133 6.584 173.810
B*SN 0.925 0.864 0.153 6.225 176.572
B*WN 0.941 1.032 0.147 6.450 173.265
B*FI 0.932 0.865 0.147 7.494 187.672
B*ME 0.923 0.870 0.145 6.506 172.237
B

i 0.028* 0.052 0.078 0.066 0.129

FRIE 0.415 0.928 0.738 0.234 0.270

S EAR A 0.974 0.177 0.984 0.580 0.877

*=p<0.05
M= #%4 ;B= k%4

NE= #2533 ; SN= # L% ; WN= gv% ; Fl= BREE S ; ME= REEE
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SREZIHAZERARAIEA T £ BE £ Z(p=0.739) LR F
R HABRRBALT £ BAE £ E(p=0.775) > M AL £ R RRP
BRI BARRBOAL T LA A X EZAF A Z £(p=0.971) -

ZRAEZA A EBRHA TR E S FAE £ F(p=0.948)> A R[]
RBEHATHNAMEE L8 BAE Z E(P=0.196) > mftA L £EHLRRF
RBATFH MG ET EEZA LR ZE £(p=0.771) -

ZHXH A A £ B HA T AR R R i 3 B33 £ £ (p=0.044, <0.05) >
REFRBZHAFHYRARET LBAE 2 B (p=0.154) mA A £ R
REFRFATFHIMRIEZE T EEA X LAER ZE £(p=0.946) °

G EERPTE > ASTFRRKEHZH T > (EA FHRREE AR
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FEHRRREELE > AL ERRREFRLENA RAKSHAFF
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Table 9. The correlation analysis of subjects' major differences and eye

movements in different sound environments

MEARRRH  CFHEARE BRRBUL PR PFHBRE

i i 18 E E
R*NE 0.909 0.813 0.134 6.691 181.132
R*SN 0.916 0.823 0.158 6.720 183.583
R*WN 0.931 0.850 0.158 6.552 180.06
R*FI 0.922 0.734 0.152 7.648 194.197
R*ME 0913 0.804 0.157 6.676 179.170
IR*NE 0.890 0.780 0.148 6.924 174.532
IR*SN 0915 0.824 0.161 6.537 169.931
IR*WN 0915 0.848 0.166 6.985 175.041
IR*FI 0.921 0.986 0.155 7.184 185.214
IR*ME 0.911 0.881 0.147 6.580 174369
BRI

& 0.332 0.266 0.739 0.948 0.044%

FRI 0.384 0.949 0.775 0.196 0.154

XEKR 0.917 0.436 0.971 0.771 0.946

*=p<0.05
R= #MA4% ; IR= R4 # 4

NE= #2533 ; SN= # L% ; WN= gv% ; Fl= BREE S ; ME= REEE
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Table 10. The correlation analysis of subjects' gender differences and eye

movements in different sound environments

BRI FHERAE  BAXE  FHAE FH kiR

18 i 18 E B
Mn*NE 0.908 0.896 0.133 6.787 185.145
Mn*SN 0.942 0.928 0.148 7.185 194.811
Mn*WN 0.933 0.917 0.145 6.134 172.726
Mn *FI 0.920 0.929 0.161 8.011 210.649
Mn*ME 0.913 0.917 0.145 6.689 181.008
Wm *NE 0.895 0.812 0.154 7.249 180.116
Wm *SN 0.910 0.861 0.165 6.916 183.745
Wm *WN 0.926 0.852 0.174 7316 178.777
Wm *FI 0.962 0.949 0.189 7213 184.434
Wm*ME 0.931 0.915 0.149 6.846 179.867
BRI

5 0.841 0.421 0.179 0.647 0.323

FRA 0.090 0.848 0.687 0.421 0.405

x 2R 0.085 0.951 0.982 0.363 0.719

*=p<0.05
Mn= B ; Wm= %}

NE= #5533 ; SN= % L% % ; WN= g% ; Fl= BREFE ST ; ME= RERE
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B R EFRBZHABR KRBT £ A% £ E(p=0.662) > W% F AR
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% RE 2R F AR E £ BT ARG i R B % £ R (p=0.312) >
H R R 5 B3 30 37 T35 kAR08 B 7F & BR % £ 2 (p=0.476) > "% F R E
Z E BB FREAT I AEE T %A X LR ZE £(p=0.865) -

SREZ R TR ER A TR E L &AL Z2 R (p=0.594) >
HERBZFRBEHAFHYRRRE TSR 2 Z(p=0.435) > @R FHRE
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Table 11. The correlation analysis of subjects' noise sensitivity differences

and eye movements in different sound environments

HBARRRH CFHEAAE BURREL CRHSRE CRHRR

PEAl ] 18 B B
S*NE 0.899 0.913 0.132 6.703 180.361
S*SN 0.912 0.927 0.149 6.587 180.355
S*WN 0.928 0.963 0.163 6.670 177.874
S*FI 0.929 0.935 0.157 7.588 196.573
S*ME 0.924 0.844 0.160 6.805 177.502
IS*NE 0.905 0.852 0.149 7.076 183.259
IS*SN 0.941 0.882 0.167 7.562 196.838
IS*WN 0.927 0.897 0.157 6.945 175.468
IS*FI 0.952 0.954 0.194 7.604 197.666
IS*ME 0.924 0.957 0.145 6.783 179.830
B

"R AR 0.223 0.876 0.481 0.312 0.594

FR 0.128 0.944 0.662 0.476 0.435

% AR 0.769 0.780 0.807 0.865 0.948

NE= #2533 ; SN= # L% ; WN= gv% ; Fl= BREE S ; ME= REEE
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Fig. 22 Effects of different sound environments on the reading efficiency
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Fig. 23 Effects of different sound environments on the reading comprehension
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Fig. 24 The correlation between reading efficiency and reading
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Table 12. The correlation analysis between the subjects' educational

differences and reading performance in different sound environments

M*NE 9.208 0.788
M*SN 8.085 0.825
M*WN 8.108 0.800
M*FI 8.450 0.731
M*ME 7.920 0.669
B*NE 9.213 0.850
B*SN 7.216 0.750
B*WN 7.103 0.850
B*FI 7.431 0.775
B*ME 7.501 0.563
B TE
TR 0.137 0.860
FRIE 0.121 0.000*
XA 0.936 0.186
=p<0.05

M= &% ;B= k%4

NE= #2533 ; SN= L5 ; WN= %% ; Fl= RE%F ; ME= &

R

3
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Table 13. The correlation analysis between the subjects' major differences and

reading performance in different sound environments

BE &S B 3% 22 g
R*NE 9.925 0.875
R*SN 8.712 0.825
R*WN 8.260 0.875
R*FI 8.253 0.794
R*ME 7.855 0.606
IR*NE 8.717 0.775
IR*SN 7.419 0.700
IR*WN 6.889 0.738
IR*FI 7.498 0.681
IR*ME 7.801 0.594
8 B 1
A& 0.012* 0.001*
FHRIE 0.030* 0.000*
FR*FRAE 0.775 0.676

*=p<0.05
R= A% ; IR= R4uBEH# 4

NE= #5533 ; SN= % L% % ; WN= g% ; Fl= BR&EFE ST ; ME= RERE
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Table 14. The correlation analysis between the subjects' gender differences

and reading performance in different sound environments

HE &S B 3 2
Mn*NE 9.233 0.838
Mn*SN 8.116 0.813
Mn*WN 8.116 0.763
Mn *FI 7.804 0.731
Mn*ME 8.007 0.638
Wm *NE 8.539 0.825
Wm *SN 6.956 0.763
Wm *WN 6.081 0.850
Wm *FI 6.893 0.781
Wm*ME 9.955 0.613
8 B
B 0.004* 0.757
FRK 0.049* 0.001*
EVAIRE-2:%:4 0.855 0.647

*=p<0.05
Mn= F M ; Wm= &}k

NE= #5333 ; SN= % L% % ; WN= g% ; Fl= BREFE T ; ME= RER%E
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Table 15. The correlation analysis between the subjects' noise sensitivity

differences and reading performance in different sound environments

B &S B ok 22 A%
S*NE 8.666 0.813
S*SN 7.156 0.800
S*WN 6.960 0.850
S*FI 7.305 0.781
S*ME 7.586 0.619
IS*NE 8.776 0.780
IS*SN 7.562 0.863
IS*WN 7.159 0.788
IS*FI 7.278 0.825
IS*ME 7.318 0.744

78 B 1

R AR R 0.837 0.114
FHI 0.090 0.000*
ERE YA ) 0.989 0.396

NE= &2 53R % ; SN= 36 L"%% ; WN= g% ; FI= BR#HEEF ; ME= RER

3
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Fig. 25 Effects of different sound environments on the psychological feelings
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E

&ﬁ%zw%ﬂﬂ BARHCHR X ERBE £ R(p=0.017, <0.05)
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Table 16. The correlation analysis between the subjects' background condition

differences and reading performance in different sound environments

& i A A e R F R
AR R
M*NE 0550  R*NE 0367 Mn*NE 0300 S*NE 1.100
M*SN  -0.500  R*SN  -0267 Mn*SN  -0.483 S*SN -0.383
M*WN 0433  R*WN  -0.183 Mn*WN -0350  S*WN -0.400
M*FI  -0.650  R*FI 0342 Mn*FI  -0.542 S*FI -0.408
M*ME 0792  R*ME  0.600 Mn*ME  0.600 S*ME 0.583
B*NE 0733  IR*NE 0833 Wm*NE 0933  IS*NE 0.117
B*SN 9300 IR*SN  -0417 Wm*SN -0200  IS*SN -0.467
B*WN 9483 IR*WN -0433 Wm*WN -0267  IS*WN -0.383
B*FI 317  IR*FI  -0492 Wm*FI -0417  IS*FI -0.517
B*ME (33 IR*ME , 0600 Wm*ME 0642  IS*ME 0.575
BRIk

TR 0.386 & 0822  MAl 0044% REHREL  0017%

FHEIE 0000  FEE 0000¢ FHEIE 0000+  FEA 0.000*

REMR o611 xatm oar9 FEWR . gu0  masm 0.006*
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