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HAGERHEE 2 W 72RIC BT, HERR SNAFEOFRADKMIZ, € DOHGEO HBUHE L BE

ENEEEZRIZTIENRBLALNTEY, E512,

HBUHEE & BB & O RIZI3m A BIBI RS FR 0

LNTW5 (eg, REF - ITHE, 1999,2000a; Gernsbacher, 1984; Gordon, 1985; Hino & Lupker, 1998). L 2L,
Hino & Lupker (submitted) (3, T35 & 71 & 71 FREZ NN O HBUHE L BHEEOMBEZFRE L2 25,
BETRROTN N Y A FiEL ) SHMEAPE o722 E2ELTnE. O ens, MBI L HRE
DIEA DA G- 2 B 8L, KRLIZ L o TRRZ DRSS 5.

Z 2 TARMIGETIE, EFERE A Y 1 EEO MBI & B 2 AR E L oahee i 2 S L
BEFREE N 5 1 FRRIC BT MR KN OB & RS L7z, FEROKER, B L BEE L ORIz
HHBIATRED b N BEFRETIE, HMBUHERR L BB LR L ITBE SN, ETFEE L B L TRV
BICTHo7nd P TRBEENROAPHESI N, ORI, EEELeh 5 7 FEoEE—T
REXTIG D —EMDOREDE N X o THIHE L PEENOLEP R LWRMELREL TV Zh
5OFERNE, HARFEOFGAI BT 2 MBUHEE R & BRI OWTHE L.
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FU oI

ARCY /NS R S| R - TR B YA oY N F S N
LNTARIERE IS, FRHAMRIFL T 55
FAARBRL, TAUSHIET 5 2 L XolfHRE
ELLEILT ALENH L. 0L % BEERA
7O b AT AR AR TR, BN
TR L TV B RERMHO 2 & % LRYTEE (mental
lexicon) &IOS, TOFHENIZIFLN TN ORI
XIS B ka5 (lexical representation) AMRGE
ENTW5, ZLT, ZOFERRRICT 7 LAY
5 2 ETIIRSNICHFEDOBIRSLEE, MY 58
DIFREFEITTE L EEZEZLN TS, HEET

12, DEREENIC BT 2FRRERNDT 7 L AN
EDIH)ATONR TV H, L) ZEilon
THEA R HEGERAME T VPR E SN TEL (eg,
Becker, 1970; Forster, 1976; McClelland & Rumelhart,
1981; Morton, 1969; Paap, Newsome, McDonald &
Schvaneveldt, 1982).

COHFERAMET NV ERET 5 LT, HEEDVF
O A B ERNOEDNDH DL LEZONDD, &b
EEH SN TV L ERIIBUHE 2 2855 2 & 28
TE5., MIBUHELIL, HEWNICZOHEL LD
FEHICLZZY, LWwI)fEEOZLTHL. —k
BIZ, $ER SN SCFHIAHEED &9 O I
T3 LI 2 8 3 A R B EIC BT, &

F N AR B AR
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ETFEE N 5 N T RRICBT 5 MBUUEANR & B AR OAER (k)

CHIZS 2 RHEFEOHD, HF ) HIZLZWER
PFEEEL D S HECHTE, oBREb 0w
CERECHSENTED, ZORFITHIVHER)
REIFIEN TS (eg., Balota & Chumbley, 1984;
Becker, 1979; Hino & Lupker, 1998, 2000; JA& iff,
1984, 2007; Monsell, Doyle & Haggard, 1989; Paap,
McDonald, Schvaneveldt & Noel, 1987; Rubenstein,
Garfield & Millikan, 1970).

O L72HBEONRE R, 7201218, %
HEEOHE 2 BBIN 2 L L CRME L 72535
D= NANPRETH L. JERIZBIT A58 T,
i < 7 5 Thorndike & Lorge (1944) % Kucera &
Francis (1967), Carroll, Davis & Richman (1971)
% EDFERI—NADVFELTB Y, HBUHEZ
CHEEICHET 2 EROMEPITbOITE 2 £72,
HAT b E 7 EREDFZERT (1970, 1993) R KE -
PTHE (1999, 20002, 20032, 2003b) D 75— & X — A
RENHY, ARFEIZBWTORBICHIZESNT
&72. HlzE, REF - AFEOT— 5 X— 213, )
H#B OFLHE T — ¥ 14 FE M5 % TRRERFENT L
FI3MEREFIC BB L Z 34 O HEEDS EOREE
EINTOLIrOEREZRERBLTEY, BELT
ICHAFHEO I =20 hTiERb % CHEH ST
Wb,

FEM, Rubenstein et al. (1970) (%, Thorndike &
Lorge (1944) Difsea — /XA fiH L, FHaed)
Wi 2 BT B MBUER R OME 217> Tw»
5. FEEROMER, FhH T — /XA OB 10 bl F
%% 2 ET75ms OIMBBHER Rz W LT\ 5.
F 72 HAFEIZB VT b, Hino & Lupker (1998) I,
E 7 EREDESET (1970) ZfER L, #ETshL A
71 SR BT B MBUHEER R O IZ D Thfise
FIMARE, HiaE, Go/No-Go rEme Mt =
Fh L CHGET L7z, 2R, MZELE b, v
FTNOREIZBNTHRE R HBIHENR & B
LTwa, Zo0XIHIZ, EFEICBWTH, HAGE
IZBWTH, FRsT—/SAEED W2 BUHEER)
Rl R TS S N5 IR IR R T
HY, L7zho THEROHEFEBRMET IV TIIZ O
ZERZEMH L TER SN TE .

ZNTIE, ZoOHBUHER R HFERIE TV
WCED LI ITHBLEN TN DDA . L

RHERMHEEERME T IV, K& AT TEYIR
BETFNEFELET VO 2 D25 EN5E. E
IR ET VAL, DRIRFEIC BT 5 RER R RN
OB, R R EFEERROBIZEYIRY 72
MREWRETHETVTH S (eg., Becker, 1970;
Forster, 1976; Paap et al., 1982). Z DE TV TIIH
HHREAS AT END &, ZOMBEREIEHPT 5
BB OFBERESIEEILS NS, 2L T, 20
AL S N BEBOFERER D SR Y DT
SN, ZTofEgity b EEERBOM TRED %
ENb. oMLy NNICBIT2IBEONEE
1, MBSV HEED SR HEEA L IEIC
EENBEWRELTEBY, ZOREDIEFIZL -
THEHEEMEZ T L TW5E. M), G LE
T TIL, FREELOFERIEH Lo T O 2D
ATIIbNE EHELT5 (eg., McClelland &
Rumelhart, 1981; Morton, 1969). Z®ETIVIZHB
T BREERSIE, BEE R o=y M E L
TEHEINTEBY, ZOMMEIZHBMEE IS LT
PUESNDL. FLTC, HYIMREET I LRI,
LR H D A T)H S B OFEPNEZ & > THED
FEERR (= M) 2EMLEN, FOF TR
MBI % 2 TR L L 72RB%e = v D SHIGE
LT ENA. 2F D, {EHIEET VLTI,
KRB =y DS RO BIE & HBUHEE IS S
&, BRI A, AR S
B ET 5 2 L THBUHER R A FHI L T 5.

ZOEHI, WA ERERME TV TIZWT
MIBWTh, MBUEEMEZIHT L AT 4
HETVOBIHEZTEBY, RizbhZ Lidxit
Gy AT A FRHFET A LT, MHEEIRIER ICE
BLRERE > TWD, ZOWEICIE, HBUEE
NEOHFEY EOREZE L7z 8w ) REROR
FEaRLTWLIEPEZOLND. FEE, EFEO
FHMEFNVOTEFHE Lo TWDL ALY T a = AL
X, TOFEBOREIZL > Ty b OREEHRE
UPELTWA, ZoOMEIE, HEERAICIBW
TIEALH) 43 L EE (Parallel Distributed Processing;
PDP) €7 )V E I, Mo iErEIC L7
TR - S - EHRBHRICB 480 =y M
DFEEBR CRERIEME FH L TV LETLTH
% (e.g., Plaut, 1997; Plaut, McClelland, Seidenberg
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& Patterson, 1996; Seidenberg & McClelland,
1989). COETFNVOMEEE LT, 2=y FHOD
FAEREIXFEOREE, oF )% L HTRRER
e SMOTERAOFEAIIHEN LR TH 5 H
BHE IS T 5. 2F0), £EF L0
ETE KA SN, TORR, USHHEL 5B I L
THBBHERZHHL WL Do Lnrs,
MizbnZ e idzmt vy Jukw 22 HR§ 5%
FTRESINTELMELSHIE T TOA L H
FERRAIE TAZ B WT, MBUEHEL 3O 2 )
ERIZLTVWDLDOTHS.

HIRAE E T EERTBE ORRF

CLEDOHAIIBITLEELERE LCHIE
BEIZO WL T & 72, WMBUHEICRE
CBIES 2 HENE L CHEEPETONS, #H
TR LE, PR SNHERIIN L CE DR
LAV HEPOREDZ ETHY, FiEOLH
BRiEE L ST s CREF - 5T, 1999, 20033
Gernsbacher, 1984). Z L C, ZOHEE L B
KRS L FRRIC, BL AR T WEBE RO DS,
HEVFLADOREBEERE LD O &E CHETS
HIENTE, SUIBOL LW EPHLNTE
D, ZORRIIBEEDREITFENTN S (eg,
KEF - JT#E, 1999; Connine, Mullennix, Chernoff &
Yelen, 1990; Gernsbacher, 1984; Gordon, 1985). 3£
B, REP - i, 7 BRECRTE LB E T 4.0
M5 059207 — T3 2R E v 7cqk
gl W, FIaEER ERLCE A, wTh
DRBIZBNTOBEENR BB L D,
DFERNS, BEEIZOHET COREHRH
IZLTWa A, Lv) HRBZEE OIS
CEEZLNZT ENS, WBBHELE L %
£ BERREANC BT 2 BE LR TR TH % L kR T
W5,

Zo &9z, MBEHE BRI TEH
ODRELZRTIBELEZEZONTBY, HLHED
Wl D, CoZ s, HMBUEELHH
FEDRIZIZMBEBERPRO b b Z EDHILN
Tw5 (eg., KEF - #TH#E, 2000a; Gordon, 1985).
Gordon &, HEFEOHEH DO I — /%A (e.g., Carroll
et al., 1971; Kucera & Francis, 1967) (2 B1F % HI

SRR N AR ZEAL EE Vol. 20

BHEE L BB EOMOMBBRERRIE 25,
r=74 755 80 L\ EWAHBI R s L Tw
b, F7z, RE - g (20002) F, S5 DT —
FNR—ZOWTMHEDOHEXHEEL-L 25,
=634 Tho/:Z L 2WEL T 5L, ZOFERIT
Prh L T 5 LB ORREIX L A% 55, HAR
FEICB VT D MBI & B ORI BB R
Wb EERLTNED.

C D& AR RO MBUHEE & B E L,
EHICHFEORADBIICKE CEBT L7120,
ST W DHESFERIC BV TSN EE
BRERE R >TwD (KE - T, 1999) %5,
FNTIRELLDORENLYVEELDOIES D D
Gernsbacher (1984) (&, ®E4 ZRifge Tl ST
7B Lo ZER OB RE—E#E o — B4,
BRI EANE, BWEH) oMIcBigs &Ik
—EW R IMBUEE SRS, BEEL RIS L2
WX TRET AL EREL TS, 22t
Mo, FEOFATIIEBUEE L EELERTIED
2N, BRmEOHP L) EBELERNTH S & Eik
LTwa. F7, KI5 (2000a) 1, HH
HERE & BB 2 RIS L & &, ERICBIT
LHEEOARIZOWTHRE Lz 25, BFERE
DOFD &N BIFEOKREE KL 5 L HE L Tw
L. ZOREREDPS, BAORENIII BB
ThLHHMBUEE LD b BB M TH 2 BHE
DOFDEHEE L) KT 2 &k _Tnwa, & 512,
SIELEEERO X ) IO ER % #3224
TNH LYE I, IBUEHE LB E O oMM
AENT &5, B %l 2 LTI E <
BEEOAZFERTEREVEFRL TV,

BEFEEHEINSTEBIIIBTIHBERE EHBED
HAREFDE

LSFCTHRRTELLIIE, EFHEIIBWTLHAR
FEIC BT H B &I O RN M BRI AR
HREO LTV AY, FLIZ L - THEMROR
JEDSER LREME D RIB E N T WD, HEFER LT
V77 Ry FNEREREIIRLZY, HARBICIIHETE
EREFEE VO HBOERFHFEL T D K
B - T (20002) OFEFR L, FRLICED ST
ZRHOMBEZFELTBY, Z0EWVIZOWN
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ETFEE N 5 N T RRICBT 5 MBUUEANR & B AR OAER (k)

TIIMET L T2\, Hino & Lupker (submitted)
FZOHIZERL, BETEE (46,6205 &5 7
FE (11,103 §) O NEh O MBUHEE & Blw
DHOMBEEZFE L2 L 2 A, EFFHEOHHH S
AL D S E o LR HE LTS
(BETEE  r=T1vs. W H 3L  r=44).

Hino & Lupker (submitted) (&, #FFE& H ¥
71 FEEOMBBIROE NI OWT, MEFLIZBIT
5 EHH—IEREM O — B OE D 5 FH] 2 534 T
Wh. HY N FERTE— T LT ORISR
HITHHZ &b, HH—IEEHO—EMOHE
EE, — 7, TR RO EEE RO (eg,
I T ARUE - BE - Bk L) JEpb,

1 DODOEFRFEHR L THE DR % 5 EER %
Fio7z0, HH—EMO—BEOMIFR 42 5.
CO—HEDBENPBEEIZG R LEENRR D
THEMEZ IR L T b, 2F ), By HFFEOH
FEISHERERD> O ORI, HiEHR» 5

WBIIRE L b, —7, BEFEHOBEREILE

MIHMOZEIINS C, REERD> 5 OFEIZH

E

O

CEIChRD. DT NS, HFELEA YA S
2B % IBUREE & B8 O BB R OIEE D
EVIE, HREROEZEDEVIZL > TELTW
WREME R R LTV 5.
COZENFELTUE, HELHD TOE A
BV, ETRELIRAFEO M T MBUERE & B
EDOWBNRRLLEENSH L. BLEITHD
b, KU - EHE (2000) DHRET L, FIEOHM
HlZBWTHEEOA AT L VW) EZIZD
WTHHEMHT2ULENH L. T2, ThEho
ZERDPHADET VEEIZG 2 2B R 57T
REMEASZE Z O, E0 L) Ry s L C
WEDOME N FIZONWTHEETLLEND S
7259, bz &hn, KEZETIX, #ETRE
RAAFEC BT 2 BRI & BB E R RO iR
Hatr).

WL 2 EEEERAIE 7OV TIE, B & B
J & R 2R Ic ko b o & LTRE
LTHBY, THEERICEZHEEDENE TS
CEIEFHLWEEZLNL, FOlD, ZOET
VO, BEEE Y B RO BB L %
JEDOR AL CRE BRSNS L PRl E NS,

Ov [mE Ef o

—F, PDP EFNIFZ DEEELE—FHMO
FHBEOEWE LTRAPTRTH L. €07
B, ZOETIVTIRZOFHBEDE NS, 3
FREE NS A FREICB D MBI L R E O
BEPREL L EBDbND.

AHREOER

B F CoOWMBUHE L BIHEICHT 5% < O
0TI, WERB OB O S 5 5 R EE
WMHEND ZENL L, ENENOERNDIG-2 5
R VAN o BV 1  E S AR/ AN D B
KEF - i (20032) 2R T2 &, —HTIEd
B B DS BBV EES, BREDS
o HBUEREEAMRAFE 2 EAVEIE L T 5.

F2ER, KIF - dLE (2000b) 12BWTH, [HBIC
EN] R [THEZ2)SF] % EHHEN6.0 L L
EIREICE <, MEBUEEE DY 10 FR & v IEE
WIRWEEDSH B Z L b s nTwa,. Lol
INLOFEIFETRAGFETH Y, BB HFER
AT AREIESETETH L 2 NS
V. BEFEEE 5 h FREO M O HBUERE &
DOMBEDFENIMAE, TOE,S b FELICBT
L IMBUERE L BB OB RE T 2 LW H S
boLEbND.

I CARWIETIX, BETREE A S h FREOLB
HEHRE & BB OERICOWT, WEEZRBE D fhiziC
PRE L 7GR IR 2 B L, SRk E o A

FEIC BT A ILBUHEE RN R & B BRSO B R
AT, COMEEELT, WENHEERNO
WIZE TR SN T E MR OB A FEF S 2212
T5ZEDRKRMIEOHWTH S, TOHMZZEL
T5ZLIE, SROBFERMIZEC KFEEIC B
b HEEOERAE RO EoWfzeic & -
THOFEFEICAEHLRLDTH DL EEZ TV,

EFERL N ¥ ) F BT A MY L B
DEEDPTRRIC L TRL D5, ZNENDOR)
RORZTTHRBoTLBLEEZOND. I 7
FEEIE, L & B & O OB BRAML
{, ZoFEFIFH—IEHMoO—BEEHo®E S I
EOWHFHBERICELILDDEMET L4251,
MEN G TH 2 BBUHESR LD b EFEER
ROFDVBEINR TR DIEITTHD, —F
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BRR X MBI & B I & ORI O BRI R
W2 L b, MR FERSETIICEEE 52 5
ENERONL 2D, MBHERR L BHER)
ROFRETHESINDL ETFHEIND.

ik

RERSNE

KN VKRR 30 4572 OFEERIZSINL
72 CPI4E#E 20.70 7% SD=1.72). FEZIn#E1x
ETCHARELXHERELE L, IREFICL2BELS
OTIEFOHMOENEH L. WINOERES
&S HEEEL L O ¥ 5 FEOMERICSML
7z.

R
HETEBLON Y FiEIZOWT, KEF - Tk
(20032; 2003b) DT —F N— AP SR 72, H
B R b1 o Tid, KB - 3o (2003b) 12
BT 5000 PLEOFEE SRR, 1000 A O
PABHEGE L L7z, 72 BIEESMII oW T,
KEF - JLiE (2003a) (2B 5 CFHEREED
DS 7 1T 6 L LOFEZ BB, 6 KO
PIRBBEL L. E—SHRERET A0, B
TREIE T THGEE, WY AT~ 5 T

SRR N AR ZEAL EE Vol. 20

L.

ZFLC ETREE N YN FREBENZNIIONT,
HMBUEHEE E B O® - K2 BIE L7 % 4 504
D& 16T OORIMAE BN L 72 (EFFEOH
BLHE B - F(1,60)=618.02, MSE=1,115,268, p<.001;
WL RE O B E - F(1,60)=2243.78, MSE=0.002,
p<.001; 71 & 71 F 5o BB : F(1,60)=74.48,
MSE=10,331,748, p<.001; 71 ¥ /1 FiEDBHEE : F
(1,60)=125.47, MSE=0.04, p<.001). % 7:, 5k
A5 HFREOMICENT, IMBHE L BEEO
xRz 2, FKLEWER L OO HAE
Mg sy, FARETHL 2 EPHRINT
(&TD F0.2).

F72, Tablel ISR L7z& D12, BEFEEHY S
THEINTNOEFRMOMT, E—F% -
(e.g., KEF - g, 2003b), EISZEFERIZEAT (1993)
T o CEME L 7o REBEERR 2L - H R S e
ML, BEFRECBVTICTHIEE (eg, K
B - JTHE, 2003b) b L7z (ETDF<1.8).

COEIIC L TERSNIZETREB LU S 7
FREQHFERE L v MR T, ThEhokKL
FMFIZ 64 HOIHFERER L 72, Zhehodk
HEERBIE, A5 hTBE—TEREEBER S
LIZdoC, EFHIET-XTEMAEGDEL
CETEELRWEFT T OIRRGEIIT A2 L

T
3=]

Table 1
Mean number of word familiarity rating(Fam), word frequency (Freq), word length(Len), word morae (Morae),

orthographic neighborhood size (ON), phonological neighborhood size (PN), kanji character frequency (KCF) for
the High(H) or Low (L) frequency condition and High(H) or Low (L) familiarity condition words used in Kanji and

Katakana Experiment.

Word Type Condition Freq Fam Len Morae ON PN KCF
H-H 7240 6.36 2.00 350 54.06 56.00 707307
Kanji H-L 7140 5.76 200 350 54.88 60.56 668698
L-H 538 6.34 200 350 52.56 4444 681854
L-L 665 5.76 200 350 53.44 4838 681601
H-H 7444 6.35 3.69 356 2.69 6.75 -
Katakana H-L 7395 5.77 363 363 3.56 8.81 -
L-H 474 6.35 363 363 2388 7.38 -
L-L 495 5.77 363 363 3.38 6.19 -

Note-Word frequencies, familiarity ratings, morae and kanji character frequencies were taken from Amano
and Kondo (2003a, 2003b) and, thus, the frequencies were counts per 287,792,797 words and familiarity ratings
were based on a 7 point scale ranging from 1(Unfamiliar) to 7(Familiar). Orthographic Neighborhood sizes and

phonological neighborhood sizes were calculated using National Language Research Institute (1993), which involves

36,780 word entries.

- 189 —



ETFEE N 5 N T RRICBT 5 MBUUEANR & B AR OAER (k)

TE S N7z T o OIFREERIBIE, E— T %k -
REAMELFOHRBLEM LS L Lo, HET5E
EhFHFREOER A Y M X, 64 18 0 HFES
W, 64 HOIEHFERH ORI 128 X7 TENEN
R S 7z,

Fhix
EBRSINEZENICERICSML . LS
M&EI21&, CRT € =% — (liyama, HM204DA)
FUICIRRENDHET L L EH 5 FLFS)
MURETTHDLPIERET TH LR LHML, PC
(IBM-AT H.ff%) (kS N UsRy 7 A b
D FETF—HIL VL IFEF—HTE BT
A D IERE I & 9 K& 2 Fhaehl i = 5
RS, EBSNEL, W12, M EF2lisT
FETRISERT A L) SOoDF—REHD KT/
KFEBITENL TN 128 R T 0% 0, FIEIER
B X EBRBINE I T > ¥ L Th o7z, MER
\ZHE o C, BE A 16 ATEM L7z, FEERAT
T, EBRBITTHH L T2 Wi & 3278 L 72,
#EHATIZ 400Hz O ¥ —7 5 % 50ms B3R T 5
CETHBENTS. E—TFIZH VT CRT £=
& — L 2B BT 1000ms $R7R S AL, BIEELC & —
iy MCE S SN B, ¥—7 v b
e TREAaERICHA TR L, F2, IS
OREIL CRT € =% —OMEERIIPEF I FH =
T TR L.
FEERZINE 121X, CRT €= % —DHiJ# 50cm
DEZAHIHES TEBREIT) LH)BRLI. ¥—
7y MRS F—H L SUS F TORUGEER- & K

T MR L 2 P CTh - 72,
R

BETEB LN S A FREOREREABNICE L7
“RE T RT O BOSKE I R ORR RS EE & 44T L 7.
FOGRRI O T7T—% O 9 &, KEERSINE OFH )
5 2.5 X BHEREOH I D D b D EIIE L
A LTT—y 5ol L7z, ZoME, #
TREOFERTIL 45 (2.34%) OT—5H, W%
B FEEOFERRTIL 54 (2.81%) OT—% 254
i LT SNz, 612, BRI USR]
DK HEI L7z, FORER, EFEOERT
X 78 18 (4.06%) DT —FHS, Y N FREOFEER
TIE 147l (7.66%) O FE B A RS [ 0 4347
PO Sz,

CEE T ERATIS BT B BUGK & 3R RS 0 R
SIEFHEBEBVHOTF—5 15 LT, Zh?
NWEBRBINE % JAEL TN &5 2 047 (Fy D,
EERBINE AT EWERE) & ¥ —4y N % M
BERE$ 00 (F: Lk, HHE G L iERD)
ATo 7z, FEERBINE AT BT % SUBKERH & 74
FGER D PI % Table2 12773, Z LT, HH
HE (5K BLUBEE (&K 22he
NWEBZSINENER - HEAMERE L2 ZERo
SIEROAT A FEHG L 7.

FERBNINE AT BT B EFREO MR OF -
&M O RO % Figurel |2, 715 71 55
OWEROE - RSO FI DR % Figure2
WRT. WER D I SOSER (ms), MEdIE

ISDIEFAAY, PCIZX b HEIWISRSHK S 7z, & BEE L BBHEZOX &M E, =7 —/N—I3EE

Table 2
Mean Lexical latencies (RT) in millisecond and error rates(ER) in percent for each condition in Kanji and Katakana
Experiment.
Word type H-H H-L L-H L-L
RT ER RT ER RT ER RT ER
Kanji 441.34 1.04 494.11 6.04 460.89 146 503.98 771
(12.10) (043) (13.27) (048) (12.25) (1.20) (12.98) (1.49)
Katakana 509.44 313 552.00 1271 518.04 292 54502 11.88
(17.77) (0.77) (16.59) (1.49) (14.22) (097) (17.17) (151)

Note-Standard errors of the means are in parenthesis(). H-H indicate high frequency-high familiarity condition, H-
L indicate high frequency-low familiarity condition, L-H indicate low frequency-high familiarity condition and L-L
indicate low frequency-low familiarity condition.
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Figure 1. Mean lexical latencies in millisecond for familiarity (Fam) and frequency (Freq) for each (high and

low) conditions in Kanji words experiment. Asterisks indicate significant differences (

significant). Error bars reflect within-subjects SEM.
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Figure 2. Mean lexical latencies in millisecond for familiarity(Fam) and frequency(Freq) for each(high and low)

conditions in Kanji words experiment. Asterisks and dagger indicates significant differences (*** p < .001, 7 p < .10).

Error bars reflect within-subjects SEM.

MEERL TV,

ETRRO UK H O ClE, 9 MIBEED
FRRPERSINE AT L HE ST OW ) TH
B Tholr (Fi(1,29)=15.32, MSE=423.72, p<.001,
1,°=0.35; F>(1,60)=11.46, MSE=578.99, p<.01,
n,°=0.16). F72, HEEOTEHEL WS THE
T o 72 (F1(1,29)=193.80, MSE=355.66, p<.001,
1,°=0.87; F>(1,60)=76.39, MSE=578.99, p<.001,
n,°=0.56). WMBUHE L BHEOKHERZ, W5
MCTHE Doz (Fi(1,29)=2.21, MSE=318.14
F»(1,60)=0.97, MSE=578.99). Z i1 5 O#E 1T,
FETRRICBW IR BUEE L B E & b I0E M

DFFHESM L0 b OB EAE D> 722 & &K
MLl T b,

WIS, hEHFREORILREROSHT TIE,
BUS B O R R LRSI 5541 & T B 55047
DVTFNTLHEBETH P> 7 (1(1,29)=0.02,
MSE=1201.56; F>(1,60)=0.10, MSE=1887.88)..
—77, BEEOITHRIWMON THEETH > 72
(F1(1,29)=55.31, MSE=655.67, p<.001, 1,°=0.66; F
(1,60)=14.30, MSE=1887.88, p<.001, 1,=0.19). i}
BUHE & B E O AR, EBRSME 5T
THBEMENTH -7z (F1(1,29)=3.39, MSE=535.78,
p<.10, 7,°=0.10) %5, HHGWH THETIX 20 -
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7z (F»(1,60)=0.34, MSE=1887.88).

EBRBME DT OMZB TR, ZREAEHH
BEENTH o722 L s, EBRSINESITICS
o HAERBERT o 72, TOMME, S
FEFRSRMC BV THERRORPAETH ) (B
(1,29)=47.71, MSE=569.40, p<.001), {5 4 J¥ 7 %
BBV CHLHBEEOHREPEETH - 72 (F
(1,29)=17.56, MSE=622.05, p<.001). —J7, %
BEOR ARG B 2 HBBEEOMRITEET
mdrols (B TDF<.2). FEBRZINE 55K O A
WCBWTKHMERBIg SN2 LiE, 75 hF
RSB A IBUHES R B EEOREICED S

TS, BRI BV S 12 B
W, EBEBEEMEOTPEBERESREL D B
ISR YA TS, WA BT 2 BF
WA (43ms) OFAS, BHESRMICBIT 2 8%
JERN R (27ms) LD b REWVEHALPH L L %
RIEL T3,

F72, MEBROBRILEIZOWT, EBRSINE
GBI B EFREOMERN O - KMo
MEUSE % Figure3 12, 714 71 T EOMER O -
MO TG HE % Figured IR T, Wi
b HEBIEFRPUGE (%), M HBUHE & 8%
EDXEME, LT — NIRRT L T

10 - I n.s. \ [ High
5.6300%%* 1.04% H Low

o 6
S
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B4
|

2 E
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Fam Freq

Figure 3. Mean error rate in percentage for familiarity (Fam) and frequency (Freq) for each(high and low)
conditions in Kanji words experiment. Asterisks indicate significant differences (*** p < .001, 7.s. means non

significant). Error bars reflect within-subjects SEM.
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Figure 4. Mean error rate in percentage for familiarity (Fam) and frequency (Freq) for each (high and low)
conditions in Katakana words experiment. Asterisks indicate significant differences (*** p < 001, z.s. means non

significant). Error bars reflect within-subjects SEM.

- 192 -



5.

BFRRORRMURERO ST, IWBBE O £%)
EPERBIMNZE G EHA ST OVTNTOHE
T ol (F(1,29)=2.16, MSE=15.04; F>(1,60)
=0.63, MSE=33.60). —7Jj, #BUE RO ERR LM
SHCHETH -7z (F1(1,29)=19.74, MSE=48.09,
p<.001, 1,°=0.41; F>(1,60)=14.30, MSE=33.60,
p<.001,7,2=0.18). HLBUHHEE L BImE O EEH
X, WO TTHEE TR o 72 (F(1,29)=0.44,
MSE=26.54; F>(1,60)=0.13, MSE=33.60). = 1 5
DFERIL, BBBESGO PRBEEESRMELDY
LSRRI 0722 L EELTWVA,

T/, B W FEOBRIISEOFHTIL, BFE
A& ERR LS MBS EE O EREATEBRSINE 54T &
HEHGTOWTNTORE TR o7 (Fi(1,29)
=0.24, MSE=34.40; F>(1,60)=0.02, MSE=120.66) .
—7, BEEOEHRIWMIT CHETH 72
(F;(1,29)=88.04, MSE=29.29, p<.001, ,>=0.75; F>
(1,60)=11.14, MSE=120.66, p<.01, ,>=0.16). i Bl
B BB EOLEIEHE, Mo CHEE TR
o7z (Fi(1,29)=0.10, MSE=30.54; F>(1,60)=0.01,
MSE=120.66). Z L5 O#ERS ETFED ST & [F
BRI, BBBmESRGOTPRBEERMELD ik
FIBEDPEo 722 2R LT VD,

%

B O L HI12, ZLFEHD LV TOEA
DHEBRBMET VOREEIIBWT, HIHE
EHEEIR LN R RIZL TS, &5
12, MBUEHE & BIEE ORI IEE AR
BOLNTVLY, BEEOHNP L) EELE
WTdhbIENRBEINTNDS (eg, KEF - i
%, 2000; Gernsbacher, 1984). L 7* L, Hino &
Lupker (submitted) (X, HFEREE DY HFFEICE
VT B K ORI AR 7% B T REME R HRRE L T
. TOZEPELTIUE, ZLiXEHTE £
RLIC & o THEBHE L BB E TN ENORED R
% BN 5.

T, RWFETIE, BEFERE A5 FERICE
VB MBUHEERD R & BB R RIZOWT, WER
T AR R L 7o Rhs I R E 2 T, T o

SRR N AR ZEAL EE Vol. 20

IZOWTHRES L7z, EBROKER, B clidmH
BHEERD R & BB R L ISR SN, K
HUEHEE Thhrotz. —J, ¥ HFiETIE
BEENREOADBBE SN, KEMERAFERSI
BBV THERMEAITH 72, 2 ORI,
KEF - T (20002) 2SIRETHPBEOA L E
MW HFZZIILL T, FKiL I L ICWRIROEZEIT
By, WLBUHEE D FIICHRET 208 R H L 2

EERRBLTW, ZOZ kiR, HEELE A
FREIC B A EHR—EMO—BHOREOE N
IRNT LU REENEZ 5ND.

Hino & Lupker (submitted) (&, % JZ 13§55
FHRINGRTREEBRIED ) THh, FOHELEE
TS & 2 REBRLC b B S N D W REME % 7RI
LTWw2, EHE—IEENILO—EUI BT 5 7h

L, TOHFEHMEW o ZBICE LW D O
TEMEMBET D EDRESTHY, BHOFED
ETLRTV., SO ens, BREEHRE FHE
WMOMHFD O OFEHIPEHESNL. UL, #r
MR EICRE SN DR 2 ERCIXETE
PEH SN HEEAB VN SNE 2 Ehs,
N YN FREOBEEITE S M SRR L 55
BIE o TRESNG LMET UL, HMBUHEREEIC
MO THEENEL RDWRENEZZ N5,
Z O, MERBOHBAMGRITE Ro/z b B
PNA. TOZEPELIFIUE, B ¥ HFETI
B RE L ) BEENROTFIREL 2D L
FHlsh s,

—7, HEHIEEMCO —HEMERWETRED
WA, FOHEZBMER - 2BICE LW D O
TR T 2RSS 2 5. TOME, HiE
DO ETY BB H E D ANIHEREL 2T 12
%d. ZOIZEDPL, HETIRIIBT AHEEIL
BUHEE IR SN DN Gt A OIS L 2
XY, X512, FREHEMICHT S NS4
JEAEWEHEI SN L. FORE, BEEERE TR
HUHE & BEE E OMOMBBERIEL Zo72d
DEEbLNDL. ZOZEPIELITL, ETEET
BB R S & B R AR TBIg s
LEFHMENG.

HEFRRI BT BB HIN R ORI, ZoF
HZ2THETLLDOTH o7z, EBROME, HEE
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FEORREBFEONRPE D ICHESNL, 0
WOZREIERIZBIE SN 2o 7z, IMHBER)R
PEEI N2 LiL, HRREHO—E MK
WD ERIEMR D O OB L5, L ORR,
PR BT H 5 INBHHEASSE L 2R & F
oMb, F7o, BEEMRIPBREINIZ L
1, ETREOBE IS MBEEE L FERIS, FAD
REERA RS 5 LE2 N Enn, FEFICE
BanborBbins, 512, ZTEEHTE
BING Do 7205, WEIROBIEIZIZZ D OE N
Bhotz, O Eid, EFFHTESBEER
DFPEBHEEFEL D S EH—IEEM O — B %
HENZ EDLEMITES (eg., Hino & Lupker,
submitted). FHFHEIIE, HEMNLEHRTH 2
WMBHEEIC L 23R 1IN 2, SH—EEMO—K
AT LD HA L L ERIEMOEEIINE S
ncboBbhs. —7, BBARERL HE
—IEREH O— B MR 2 &2 X ) HHRIERS A
BNHERE L 2\, Z W X 5T, BRI
WTHBUHERIR L D S RELBEIC R 7200
LNz, Tho ORI, ETEECIIIIUEE
EHEE L D IEEOBIADBAEI B A KT T 2
L RIRE LT\,

FEERIZ, 5 FEEOMRD Tl EZLFT 5
bDOTHolz. By HFEETIEK, HBEHEDOR)
H (Ims) BB SN2 7228, BEEORFR
(35ms) & &b, EEBRBIMNBE G TRANEHD
Blgg s, MBBHERDPBSE SN G »ro722
LiE, WA FEOFHRIIHEN BRI D LD
LA, BREMZE SH) &R W20, #
BN ERTH 2 BBEEEBE SN o720
DEEbNL. —J, BEENRPBE IS
N Ok K AR S IE R T QR S NI
EEDIEEICEmC, FHR—IPERO—BMElmn 2
LIWZEo T bDE-bS. F72, BHE
FRICBUT B BEERR (43ms) O DAL
BT BEERE 27ms) LD HKE W
B SN/ EAERIL, SHEEICBIT 2R
HMOLEPEHETE L) S RED o 7272085
SN Ll E NS,

ZNTIE, COMBUIIHFERAIE T IV &2 MG
5LETREDEDIIIEZONLZS ) 2. Highk

FUE, HH-BEMo—-BWZT TR B
B—EHBoO—BEOREL KITT I LV
NTw5 (eg., Fushimi, Tjuin, Patterson & Tatsumi,

1999). TOZEnbEZLE, HREFRE EH#
THHMOMOMEANER ZHHTE 5 PDP E7 V%
Ema—=FWAky M RETHETVOFHDEY
HiEEwEBbn s, BENRERICE L T,
FH—IERO—ElE 1=y NHOKATRET
RYZENRETH Y, THEENRERICEL
THRRE—EHENO—B M2 i G mE I LR 5
CENTED. WM, RREFERE FHEIERO
WO EAEH & v ) Bk s & MIHE & BB
FNENETHIND EIRET D55, REROH
WA FFREHHTLIERIBEL b D EEbNED.

ZZET, AWROKRIZONWT, EFFEE S
N FEECB A EHR—IEERO—EH0ENIC
BERTLbOL LTHREIToTE/Z. Ll
ARFBR O LRI R o — 81
Lo THEIL T b Tidhwize, ToRE
PIRAZSIRET 2 2 L3 LW E b s, 2512,
RFEBS LB & B E 2 EAIRIEL T 5
A%, AT ZE R OB TP REO 5N TW 5,
OIS S, SEER L 0L R 7 BEE
TR, DLARRNAEECTHLONL LI
v, Sk, IS ORBEICOWTH Z D E DS
WEIZEEZ NS,

KFZE T, HEEiEE Hy HFEICBT L
HHEERD R & BRI RIL, TR EhOERL D
FHR—ICRER O— B 0@ IN T 5 F R
DFNI L o THZ LU REMEAVRIB S 7z FEBR
DFEFRIE, WTNOETLIZBVTH HEBEENED
RELBEEINTBY, COZLRERE - I
(2000a) DFERENIFIEL v, Mok, I
FEIZEEEMILERICBWCHENIC LB LT
BT, —7, BEEILHEOSHEARRRERIC
EOWLEHENRIEFETH L LERTWVD (eg,
KEF - ST 20000, pp.62).  OF B CREER L,
MEMIHRICES S, BMENZERbELI L%
Ez2bL, REROBRELEGUN DL LD LE
oMb, Lal, BEEORBEDNPRKENT
LG, DHEFERICBWTHEEBED A Z A -
KT 5 & EIAREBROKE R SIS 2 I HET
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TURHRICOKELEDboTL A DL Ebh
L. F, EERRITEIIIRERLD, wih
DEFLIIBWTH MBI L 2B HE s h
TV I EMs, HiEx VL ERY T BIZIE
WHBEEOREL T30 ET 205 H 5 L
bbb,

5|k

KEP B - LB AN (1999). NTT 77— R— 2
U) = RUAFEOFFE (55 18, B%E), W
WS

KEF B - T 224 (20002). NTT 77— X —2
V) - XAARFROERE (B8 7%, HE), W
WoEAE

KEF B - ATk 220 (2000b). NTT 75— 8 X — 2
) = X[ HAFFEOREFEFEIZOWT L, EH,
4,44-50.

KEF IR - TR A (20032). NTT 7—4 X—2A
) —AHAFEOFH RIS 1 ] CD-ROM i
T ZA

KEF B - ST 22A (2003b). NTT 7—% ~—2
) — X HARFEOFES IS 2 ] CD-ROM IR,
L =R
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