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comprehension regardless of the modality of a narrative (Magliano, Higgs, & Clinton, in






Young, & Guertin, 1992). These longer xation durations were explained as being due to



consistent with the idea that generating the bridging inference requires visual search for
cues to generate or validate the inference but does not incur a cognitive load during the
inference generation process. Of course, these alternative hypotheses are not logicall
mutually exclusive. Thus, if viewers are found to makath longer xationsandmore Xx-

ations, it would be consistent with both the cognitive load and visual search hypotheses.


















event presence on xation durationg3484)= .20, p = .841). The mean xation dura-



absent episodesM(= 10.8, SD= 6.6) than bridging event present episoddd = 9.1,
SD=



follow-up question is at what xation the divergence in the number of xations begins. In
other words, at what time point, as measured by xations, does participant behavior in
the event-absent condition indicate that they have identi ed the break in narrative coher-
ence? To address this question, a series of exploratory survival analyses were run on thi






3. Experiment 2: Informativeness of image regions for generating target bridging
inferences



This raises the question, how can one determine which image regions are most infor-
mative for generating each bridging inference? The approach we took to answering this
qguestion, similar to that of Antes (1974), was to pose it tév@aviewers. Participants



For each story, participants rst viewed the entire story without



click and xation difference heat maps on a pixel-by-pixel basis (e.g., the value for click






the images chosen (e.g., due to a center bias). The fact that the event-absent and -presen
shuf ed baselines have virtually identical correlations and 95% con dence intervals also









It is tempting to make comparisons of the time course of processing bridging infer-



our results show that coherence monitoring has a causal effect on visual attentional selec-



absent condition begin with an event model for the beginning-state image they just looked
at (e.g., “boy and pets going for a walk, big and little frog riding on turtle’s back, big frog






possible in this study (viewers could not go back to review previous images in a story).
There is some evidence indicating that there are regressive eye movements to prior pic-
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