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Research Goal
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Conducting a meta-analysis to directly
contrast Chinese and English word reading of
LDT and NAM
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Literature selection
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* Healthy adult native speakers
e Stimuli: Chinese single-/two-character CONCLUSION

words or English multisyllabic words e We reveal distinctive neural involvement

in different word reading tasks between
Chinese and English.

Chinese readers tend to recruit broader
processing regions in both LDT and NAM
in addition to a general fronto-temporo-
parietal reading network.
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* Contrasts categorized at LDT and NAM for
cross-language comparison

* GingerALE used to estimate convergence
across studies

* Subtraction & conjunction analyses (p
< .01, 10,000 permutation-corrected,
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