INTRODUCTION The corpora are available for English (Kennedy & Pynthe 2005),
German (Kliegl et al. 2004; 2006), French (Kennedy & Pynthe 2005),
Dutch (Kuperman et al. 2010a), Chinese (Yan et al. 2006; 2010),
Japanese (Sainio et al. 2007), Thai (Winskel, Radach, &
Luksaneeyanawin 2009), Uighur (Yan et al. 2014) etc.

Eye-movement corpus (read by healthy adults):

* a repository of basic benchmarks of eye-movement characteristics for a language

* a testing ground for language processing theories and reading models

« a control data source of reading behavior of other readers groups (children, elderly
people, bilinguals, adults with cognitive impairments, etc.) vl 215 Boinonpane Iunolbie | frtnenaraEoncH S iioR Drou kel o .

Russian sentence corpus:

Anna Laurinavichyute (HSE, Moscow), Irina Sekerina (CSI CUNY, New York, Svetlana Alexeeva (SPbSU,
St. Petersburg), Kristine Bagdasaryan (HSE, Moscow)
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_ Russian : :
All words Russian All words Vean * word forms in the Russian
N of sentences 144 144 FF 222 ms. 207 ms. Base vs. inflected word = Hace
Sentence length | Range: 5-13 Range: 5-11 SF 232 ms. 210 ms. form > \ — -
words, M=9 | words, M=7.9 Inflected word forms took .
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Predictability | M = 18% PO (PSK) | 17.8% 9.1% effect was only significant
Guesses per word | 20-151 83 P1 68.8% 74.1% in the TT measure .
% of short words | 35% 41% P2+ 4.9% 17.0%
% of LF words | 61% 45% RO 17.8% 12.5% CONCLUSIONS
% of LP words 65% 66% RG 7% 0.4% Q1. Gaze patterns are similar to the data reported for German

LF — low frequency; LP — low predictability; SF — single fixation duration, FF — first fixation duration (SF included),  (Kliegl et al. 2004; 2006) concerning basic word variables.

GD - gaze duration, TT — total reading time; PO, P1, P2+ - probability of zero, one, two+ first-pass fixations, PSK Q2. Part of speech and case influence eye-movement measures

— probability of skipping (not fixated at all); ILP — relative initial landing position;, RO, RG — probability of origin,

goal of regressive eye movement. Intercept of the linear mixed-effects model with length, frequency and in reading, whereas morphosyntactic ambiguity does not.

predictability as covariates and subject, word and sentence as random intercepts
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