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AABSTRACT

revious studies have demonstrated that for

Chinese native speakers, remembering Katakana
words usually demands greater effort than Kanji and
Hiragana words. The difference between Chinese and
Japanese writing systems affects their cognitive abili-
ties to remember Katakana words and a dual access
model has been utilized to explain this issue (Togawa
2018, Shinozuka & Kubota 2012). However, little is
known about the cognitive functions that are used to
explain the memorizing problems between Hiragana
words and Katakana words.

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the dif-
ferent cognitive processes between Hiragana and
Katakana from the viewpoint of writing systems. The
results of lexical decision tasks show that these two
sorts of syllabogram share the same cogpitive process,
and frequency of appearance may affect the relative
difficulty of memorizing Hiragana words and Kata-
kana words.
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