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Influences of the Native Language on Young Children’s Learning a Second Language
— Phonological awareness in Chinese children —

Li Sixian, Sekiguchi Michihiko and Yuzawa Masamichi

Abstract. The present study discussed influences of the native language on young Chinese
and Japanese children’s learning English in terms of differences in phonological structures,
rhythmic categories, the acquisition order, phonological awareness, and phonological
working memory. It is well known that phonological awareness is closely related to
reading skill in children who are learning to read an alphabetic script such as English.
The present study reviewed research concerning phonological awareness and reading skill
of Cantonese speakers and Putonghua speakers in China. Putonghua speakers learn a
phonological script, known as Pinyin, before they are taught to read any Chinese
characters. The use of Pinyin seems to make Putonghua phonologically more salient as an
adjunct in character and word reading, which may also be related with learning of English.

Key words : Chinese, phonological awareness, Pinyin, young children
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214EHi, Read, Zhang, Nie and Ding (1986) i,
MOT, PEORAZFHRICL CEEEHFOMMIIS
W L7z C ORIIREW R, B4 2 S a0
JeafRAE L7zo DIBE, MEIANORFAZ LI L 23K
7Y —7 4 » 7 (Bertelson, Chen & de Gelder, 1997;
Holm & Dodd, 1996) R EADTLH LRI
HERE L EFEDY —F 1 ~ 2~ (Chan & Siegel, 2001;
Cheung, 1999, 2003; Cheung, Chen, Lai, Wong & Hills,
2001; Gottardo, Yan, Siegel & Wade-Wooley,2001; Ho
& Bryant, 1997; Hu & Catts, 1998; Huang & Hanley,
1995; McBride-Chang & Ho, 2000; McBride-Chang &
Kail, 2002; Siok & Flelcher, 2001) OHWFFEAh3% AL
bbb XHIllholze AT, ThHOHREFEL T
FRLTDORART EDICL AHE2ETEFSTF OMIE % R
HL, HEEZRL T2 RARTFEDDZN LTI

HIHFSAR, Pinyin, %))

Lads, BEESRFEOSE 2 Sty B IRz THE
ICDOWTEET 5,
BEEEICDNT

EGE & HAEOFEMICIIUT O X 9 R3EL2d
% (He, 2003), (a) FEZEZRLZEDTER WV, (b)
FHREHOHERBICOALBIT 5, () ETFEI L,
*75 UTFD L) HENYED S, (a) HEEEOFH

T & A EFEREIMT A, HARFEIIE MG A LA,

*EE#TT##V\ (b) HAFEOEHOMEEIL, HE

EOBHOMEDI0% DAL, Piv, (o) THEEER
fﬂpﬁmuéz bh, EHTLORHIDENTRRLE
BRAA UC, 4/ IChhb, —F, HARGETIE, €y
FTI7EMIEoT, Tabb, FEERHAMELT,
FEOBNY L EBEKOBIC L > TE®REZEZI LTS
(W5 - #8Ri - KH, 1998).
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HEFE & BARGEIE, FEIZ, CVCEFAIZCV EWVY
Wi 2 5 OMAGDLERSRY, 1HEFEIZIF1IX
T () B1EHEERTD, FHLEECHESHE
BT, FHAHVOHMTH D, —F, HFETIL,
BT ROMAEDLEDD ), FHOMEIETTH
R AD, T, LU HVOHMTIE RV,
ZFLT, WETEAMLAT 72V 2MlibI, &
HALE LT, MEOBICL - THENEEND, 20D
X9, B (FEFEZZZOARE LIEHEOMTO
T (FF) OMAEDLEEGEHOBMOBDIZEH T
TOENIE, EFEOFFIIRELEELH5ZTw5ET
ENEZOND, T, 20X HEEIPERELH

T W) ORI E S TREo TV D
LbtmicEzeohs,

YALAFTIV—ICDNT

FLSROMREL, #HEICLsTRRSZLNVD
R3S F 2 I3HAICHE DO WT WA, Bz, HFEIEICE
X, AMVAZHME LTHLEROBRZRMLT
W% (Cutler & Butterfield, 1992; Cutler & Norris,
1988). —77, HARGEEIE X, E—F2H L LT
HMLSHOBERZREML T2 (Cutler & Otake,
1994; Otake, Hatano, Cutler & Mehler, 1993; Otake,
Hatano, & Yoneyama, 1996; Otake, Yoneyama,
Cutler, & Van der Lugt, 1996), F72, 75 v A&l
PE R E GRS 1, HEiEEMAE LCHELEHED
R EBAL TS, TNHDHIE, FHLEFEDY
ALHT T —EIFENR, FHLEROMBIIB W TE
TERBEEE R L TWE I EIRENTWVS (Cutler
& Otake, 2002) .

BEED) X250 73 —1%, SEFEOEH OIS
WEBTLIENGhoTw5h, BlzIE, HAGEEICE
&, WEF I T T CAGRIIHLT, E-FRHIE
LCTHIHE L Twb (Cutler et al, 1994; Otake et al,
1996), F72, 77 v AGEEENCE L, FEFEEFEEHA
FRICALT, HHiEHEALE LTHRLTWS (Cutler
et al, 1996; Otake et al, 1993)s Z® & 5 RIEFED)
ALAT T — L HAFERHEFKOTh & DwD7:
O, HAFESECHERESE L, EFHEHEHES LY
AATLSRDZEDVHETHY, HiZ, FEFEIHER
PEREEEIE, BAHEZBEAEL LWY AATLSN
b ENHEEE o T D, BEEEEAMERED Y X205
73 —OA—FE, HREPEOF & PREFTEL Y
BTzl ETL—DOOERNTHLLEEZOND,

FEEEIIBWT, oMy, Wik REAEO—ED
NG — AR LBIN, A DY — 2 DREH DT

FHELVWEE, VALPRBIMENG, Thbb, FH
BTHoH, AREIBVWTIZE—S, T4bbTH
RS (CV) OfYELDY AL THD, —F, ¥il
TIEREAT) R Z DTV D, i - Bl - TF -
NFR(1996) X, Y57V (HAFETIEE—S) H5b
WVIE A ML ADOAR ORI ICHED W T, TEMAX
(Temporal Evaluation and Measurement Algorithm
by ks) EIREN 2 iEE HWT, SEEiEEZNEL
FR L7z TEMAX i, THEOEKMDOY F 757
W77 57 (TEMAX 79 24) Thb, 5L, ¥
T TVEREIC X 2 8Hz FIEOESH RS (RuiE)
ELTCHARFORGHEEZRRT L0, 1HO
DFT B YUTH o7z, 72, HAFEY XLD 2 E—
SEHBRD-DIZ, TEMAX 75 AFZHO Bwn
BaIR L7, —F, HEHEIZOWTIZA b L AR
M DEE MW TEMAX 75 A CTBIAITE 72, 18
DETIZAMNABOY I TVORMMER LI, &
DEHIZ, WFEE ORFEE VD U X 2 HEFED TR I
HDDDOFEICOWTHEN RSN IITZ T2 Z LT,
HAGEEE R ORFEAEOFE L 72 HARFEDEHFIZOWT
TEMAX 53 247 o 72/ 8, XTFITB VTRV R
HLHPEATH-TH, LTFLITHEVPHAGES L
{ Bprolee ZRIIH LT, NV TIFFvahnbd
RPEOFTHEN LY AARED ) X 2IH -T2, 5
12, BRI ThnET] 12onwT, HAEANZ Ta-i-
ma-su) 4E—F & LTHML, FEIH, HEAD
BEEIE lai-ma-sul 3HFH&ELTCREML, 5T
ZebEmshs,

fi)5, SHEHHEIEIATT) ML > TBER
WO AP E N TS (Moore, 1989), FEE
BERESR AL, ARE AT B0, LNEEEICT
TIHEENTVANFEO S FI) — 2k o THEM%E
FELTwb, TOXH %l T —IdAERMIESE
TRFRELTHib o TWADOTIRR L, BEEOREEE
AT CBRICBWT, HELRNERYETZ L
THIE S NS, PEEEREEHEEFSHEEEMIIB VT
B RLRAT A LB INDLZ DS
(B, 1999), EBLL -3 ICH 3 280 0PI,
BT BT B A7 ) — AR RET ORI
Blh s LiEHshTws (6, 2004), 72721, #
EOEUFICNT L0 73 —fEEE, #ic, BEEDAE
BHOGEFIT 2 BEEORETH Y, AL
5 REINI T THURME DRI E L ICEL D EE 2
bbb,
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e

SV AT AOHE LK ERIL, ThooBEO
Wr %2 BET 5. PEREFOTHIIEEI 40
%o B, FBETH, B, LEBRTECTH L. HHE
TR IR —HF R ST .20 B E LT,
HFEFFIERICE - T, FBREREHE 552828
EZoNb, BFICEHLTId, BEEFTERYE, =
ERFL)RECERSNS, 72, 35EDOT LD
3/47% 2GR FH 2 AL, 4RO T EH I,
2/ 3 OFEBTE % #1535 (Hua & Dodd, 2000) o

—%, HEOLRIE, PR DHENICE— T DO
WOT TICHIET 225, P TORRICL > TE—
T DRI SN D o 0% LFRERL RO T,
EHASE—TO L ICERBMORROIEFED D
5 ENGHhoTwD (Otake & Yamaguchi, 2001) o
A5 EiEE L TCOHEHREAMOFEANE, Treiman (1992)
DERT S LI, KREGHALH/NERHAANE £
DFEFIEL L) TFIIE —T 5,

ZoEHIT, HEFEE HAFFICH S W5 BEEO#ES
M, SAEFEOFBISEEE 525 LTSNS,

LB

HHEFMa (phonological awareness) 1, HEL N
NVEFTHEENS bOTIER V. WERED LS %k
TNT 7Ry FXFETH, EHEARERY) -7 v
TEMBET L EDR G0 o Twb (Ho & Bryant,
1997 ; McBride-Chang & Kail, 2002), HEGETIZ,
ZNENOPETIE—DOOFHTRIND 20, HHiO
HPHFENOBME S, SHZREMEED 3
(Leong, 1997; Siok & Fletcher, 2001), H[EzED LR
FHERLAVTEAEVOT, WEFEOEFICE, F%
Bk g TId R, EEERICERMETFNT S
DIEFEMEH SNz, LaL, FEHETIE, FFHLEHE
DEHRLV NV OERIE, XFHRRCBITLERELT
b s (Anthony & Lonigan, 2004; Anthony et al,
2002) SO HHERELEFEOBITLR L oL
NV OFHEBROEE D720, T EFEREE
MBI BHEFHFOFBRITHBERITTIENEZ LN
5o ZD7z®, UF, FEORKRABLOT LS OEH
RARICBT e BT 5,

KA

Read et al. (1986) (%, Pinyin % ¥ -7z EADK
ANEB>TORWHEADOKAD 22007 )V —7F (il
TN—=TLHRATENTE D) 2RI T, KFE

BN RNT T — PIERE RS O F R 5 —

DHFE L IEHEE & O & FHIBR F 72 3B mREIC B v
T, BOENEHLWZ L7z, MEFED L S ICFET IV
77Ny FOFET, B, PERERLZEPEETH-
T3d, pinyin Z2HoTWiWw GAHEENTES) #
&, SO OAFADPIEEL TRV L ERIEL
TWwb,

Read et al. (1986) 1, HHRHEST VT 7 Xy b
DEHEB VAT LEERILICL>TORFEET L L E
BLTWb, —J, Morais (1991) &, HFEAMEA
BROFEREELLTVLTFEI— NI o THEAESL
5 & FiEk L7, Leong (2002) 1%, Read et al. (1986)
L BTF— s HBBMBEOR#E 7 A MHHOMZ 2
WKLo THHENEZ2S LNV EIRREL TV 5,

Holm and Dodd (1996) ¥, &% % R213%, ¥ID
B, MBS D L VI RN, TIVT 7Ry P OFEA
HEOHRTH DLV H) FRICH LT, £ &IdBS
ZWERRHL W5, HE, XbFAaLA—X1+FY
THROLOFAELY, FEOBFBERIR S WL HGE
BEEA BB RFAEDITH 25, HEFEO L1o MR %E 3k
O L2ZEFRNER ST D L E, ARY VM
ML7 220, 202 8id, BICRET2LEND
%o WEFEZGETHE, THEOLNVOREIY, HFH
DG EAER O EH, (Leong, 1997) L EZ% D T,
Holm and Dodd DHFFEXS D F WAL, HFHM4ER
DHEOREFEN 2, BHABROFEIATHTH S
L # z 517z (Che, Pui, & Li, 2005)

FEH

McBride-Chang and Ho (2000) 1%, JABGER:E
D3, 4B AERNRICLT, FHEZER SO
GO, A —F A WAL 2. PEOBEFEORANL,
HHHIBR L HFEOT VT 7 Xy b OIEL &R B A
RoNi, 72, Siok and Fletcher (2001) &, /I
B2~54FEEERNRICLMET, SESELD, W
T EOERDPPEFEOMTLFEO) — T4 v I E R
ZEIEENOIERE RV, 512, Gottardo,
Yan, Siegel, and Wade-Wooley (2001) &, 35E&
EFE DS HNI A BEHFED ) —F 1 V7R 52
b2k, Fi, WEREEOHBHOBED, MoOKED
HFHAHOEBZ RIS 2L, RHFEO)—F1 7
ERVFATICHELTWAEZEERWSE L, 2R
5o#HIZE D, Gottardo et al. (2001) %, HEFE
BEEHOT &b OEN - EF LM OFED, E255E
ELTOEED) —F 4 ¥ 7IHEERITTERRT
w5,

McBride-Chang and Ho (2002) &, 7 XY /&%
FEOHEB L O/NERIFEA L BFEBEOYRZHRIZL
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T, HHiL NV O HEES T EOP R L EHEOR
AN BT 22 LR LIz, WEOTEHICE S
T, BEHGE PEOETLHEED) —F 1 v TIIBw
T, BRSPS EERBEEHERIZLTWD T AR
&M7z. Chen (2006) 1, BEEGFE (L1) FiEOMLEL
58 S BN OB IR & A L 7o et g,
B TR 2 R 5, hERRI I T EHSE

ELTHBEIONE, T§bb, HEHMIECV L
CVC 723 Thb, HEiig2giEs¥8# (BESL) LT
OPEANFFEE T ERBRIREETHL LEDR
720 12OPEADESL OFED ZHRIILT,
FHIBR L GRS MORE L FEiEL 72 HEAD ESL
OTEDIE, LIEBO®, ZBaka T ol
o C, WIEOUHIAMHET S I L ERE LT,

Chan (2006) (&, JRHGERES (EPSRAET)
ERRICLT, EFEOBEBZTEOREIIOVTHAR
o ZTHBEIC R 5 72DIE, FEGRTFEOMES (B
BT, BRET BHET) OMEWTHoTz. T W
RIS DI ) — R &, b EET-H L BT
BEOARLEMEZEYNT, FICHED /I Tholz, &
L2, RELWEOHOEORSEE, HHiOMERL
WCHERE BRI S 2,

Yeung (2007) &, EHGERGEEERWBAD ESL (%)
MeR R — 1454, 2—344, 4—544, 155A)
ERRICLT, HEFEDY —F 4 YT EARY) Y TD5E
Exh, LERICD> THA L, R SHERMRE
(frka ok BE, HFHULE, HEARY) V7)) & HifE
BOERE (BEEEDY) —F (4 v F, AR 7 EEREO
V=54 V7)) Thole TOME OERICL-T,
SRRMA F OV & KFEOGRFHERE & ORI -
TWize THMEZ F0VIE, L VELOBMBEICBWV
T, WFEDO) —F A VT EARY Y TDOIEEHER
BIRD D - 7288, BEANRY ¥ FUBLZ FViE, EE
DBMEFEO I, HEHBRYED -7, HEEDH,
FEEE GhMEREE, 2 —344) 1I2BWnT, ®iE
DY —=F 4 V7, AR Y TOIEL DD 572,
@QBEANRY ¥ ZIMFZ F VG, FFEOY —F 1 VT
XY, ARV UV TDAFNIIBWT, EER&EE
72LTWB I EAIRBENT,

Ho and Lai (1999) (&, JRWGEREES OKGRED T
Ed (86ik), MAEEmOEFER (CAa>ybu—),
[l Caif L~V ofeEld (755) RLI ¥ ba—N)
LT, mdEE (3% f, & BLUETOMR)
EEHRLEA TV (B, HEERAE, B X OJEHEE
AR OFENFEEI NI, KFIEDOT DX, wH
HBEOTXTOMEIZBNT, CAaryta—L&d
WS, RLa vy ra— e REX o7, T2,

KD T E DI TRTOFHELEAF VBV,
CAERLOWAE LY, WP ENPoT. Thbb,
PEINDORGIED FHIET VT 7 Xy MEERZT TR
Hl, WMAHERELETHLEEREELH L LGS
72

McBride-Chang and Treiman (2003) (&, “look and
say” &\ 9 logographic HiE T, HEiEZFHEOYWE
WA 720 ELW (CF38%), Fh il 50M), £
KR (59%) %4042, letter-name (e.g, DK = Deke),
letter-sound (DK = Dick), & #HEF»» 9 (Dk =
Jean) IZEHEOWT, EFEDOARNVDOREEHZ T2,
EpRTIE, o4t X D letter-name O AA
Rohi, FRETIE, HEDOFEM LD letter-sound
OHMPELRONZ, WFED) —F 4 VT RFR0D,
letter-name & letter-sound HIFkIFEEZ L E 2z S
720

PIYIN D&%

FETI, Pinyin l3E RO EILAER T, EHEH
HOWBRE DL TEBIHAOND, HEEEHz b L
&, ZTNENOH L VEEFED Pinyin 1%, BEFEE —#H
ZHz2 LM%,

Huang and Hanley (1995) (%, Piyin 2% > T\
WEEOT LB XY, Piyin 2B o 2BBOTEDLD
139 A EREE RHIBRSEIC BT, B RWT L
ERWIEL, —F, KRR HFEBOEEE, 3K
EFENBRREICBWT, EFENFEETOT &b LR
EORREEIBDT2. Cheung et al. (2001) 1, 4~7
W (F LR E OGRS, =2 —Y—F U F
DYGFERFER) Z3FRICLAMgET, FLEHE (LK
) PEEOETHEME MR TSI L RN
BLTWh, Pinyin® b L —= VY ZF B EEEZHTHEIC
DT EOERREL, HEOBMEEO L, ) —T 4
YO RELLEGRTIE, EENFEEO =2V —F
Y NORIRIE R REEE R L Y, HE, RO
THEORMIBERL TV DI B WEZES N
(Cheung, 2003) .

Leong, Cheng, and Tan (2005) &, 22D 7V —
TOASERL SEADHEOT & 7125 OF LD
HEERNE Lz, LSS OREEENES (n =80)
EHWED O OIEWGEEREEE (n =77) \ZIEEE & PEEE
OIHFHEZ NE S5, IRFFEREEE L, s
TR OIT ) ASSAEE & SRR (RIS, Rk,
AR AP ELEEROBESHTAL) BT,
WS L o ze THUL, Piyin 255 HHAEM 2 R L
T2l THDEEZ LN,
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WIRIS, ATl E AR & BRI b Y, G
FHEERE2EHREOFEHICEE e RHE R LTS
EEZ LN T2 EHNIEE RIS 2 0% % fif 1
ILEED 5,

& 8 3 18 € 7 v (working memory; Baddeley,
1986) &, &)V — 7 (phonological loop) & Z2fE] A 7 »
F7%» K (visuo-spatial sketch pad) 9 220D TF
MY AT HEZENS %GS5 9% (central
executive) £ B 5%, TV —TIF, SiEIE

DD DOEHEERE — W TE VAT AT
HY, BEAT v F8y FiE, HEMNRA XA-VE
BIEL720, BEL7ZD T 270D AT L TH S,
sl ERIE, S 2200 FREY 25 A& HIfL 72
D, RIEREOFBRORLY EVRITo2D) T2, £
LT, EHREOMEARICIIRAYRD Y, EEOHA
TMAZDORREZMZ 5 EWMBICKERA -0, &
R o720 55 GEX - bE - KA - 53 -
i - IR, 2003),

B Extg & U728 TlE, SN RIS A8
12, HRIEHERSEHRE AW ERLT 5 L v IEE)
317> T Wws (eg., Hitch et al, 1989), HiflEH
WKZDOWTON R N—F VGBI ZIToTWH I &
(e.g. Hitch et al, 1989; #5%, 2000), =L T, %E®
UN—FIIIERBRLADH L R5 2% ) N —H
WVEFEZRY, EENRR S NS EERICE LT
OREDTR SN D FTIATONLBIBN Y N—H
VWTHDHIENRREINTWS (Yuzawa, 2001). F

=, BV — 7 OWEE) GEHEE AR BT ORLRE
PR L) 13, 4, S5RPHTOLRICBIT HkRmL
Bl LThY, MRl TEELHEXZH-T
WL ZEIRBEENTVS (e.g, Adams, & Gathercole,
1996; Gathercole, & Baddeley, 1989; Gathercole, Willis,
Emslie, & Baddeley, 1992) o

F 72, EHRMEHRO SN 2 HRE A O B R
KHZZONTVDE I EFHLRPIIR STV D, B
DFRFRI A, ERERORIFICE o TEERK
HEFHL TS (B, 2002), LY U HTIVOTE
b, BEEOIFHGERERMEIE 2 FHOENLD D
BWIZ &G S Twb (Thorn & Gathercole,
1999). F7-, RHIFAREICBNT, BFEY X MO
FERESEEEORB) A IOZENRI YD RV L
y 4o Tw b (eg, Hulme, Maugan, & Brown,
1991)c SHMHOBHE LT, HAERIIBWTARES
LBRE L o L ERERIIENEENICEET 220
LOMBICLoTHESINDZ I ERETOLND

BN RNT T — PIERE RS O F R 5 —

(Brown & Hulme, 1995). 2% 0, & HO BT
GRFHCE o C, REINRES—E0RF 2H-> Ty
%o TD, HFHEOEHREMOLREIITEOFHIC
WEERIZTEEZON,

Gathercole, Willis, Baddeley, and Emslie (1994)
i, EFEOFHRMERICESTHEE S-SR - B
A9k WEE K @t 8 (Children’ test of nonword
repetition) DAY, KFEEFFELT LT ELDOF
FRICBET AR LR B 2R o TV LR
720 FEBGERIEIRE &1, FEBRICITHEEE LTIAfEL
TWEOMFEMEERL, ThEHREAE TR
BTH 5, FHFENERE L, MoFHER & HHIC
BLELTHED, TLboilmlEftzs Py s &2
225 TWwb (Gathercole, Willis, & Baddeley, 1991)

FUIEHFETD, HiEOLIOENDTDHD, e
FFHFBOHFES L 1%, FEHEOTEMEN L2
FBEREOHFBRMITIC—H L TV ENI L o THRES
N5, SHEMEBRORFE, HEOEHRNARIES 3
57:%, BEEOEHEHBEICEDLCVWIHES LED
FWIEHFZEO R PR ND D L) b IEFEIEL %5
(&% - W, 2002), BIz1X, Gathercole (1995) i,
FHFBEOHIEDS L 32 KPS &, HiES LS
OFEMOFHRTIEBEN LD L I IR 2 DD %R
L7 ZOME, HEES LS - HoOIEHGEDIEESR
DENZ EDHL PR 572,

F 7, FFHFRNEREOBMIL, KFELESHEL
TLFEDI L BEFHEOFHEGE) L BEICHEL T
5L 0o TnD, 2078, FEHGHBHED
Ak, TEDICBITLEOEHEOEH R ERT
BELLHATESLEX LN,

BbIc

KT, PHEFEZHEELTHIRARLTELICLD
B2 SHlERNOM R EREL, HAHEENFEL TS
ART-ELDZENEFH L A0, BEENYIEOE 2
SHEPICRIITEBIIOWTERE L, Btk s
B2EWMPHOREBEET BN L LT, FilifiE,
VALATT) —, SO, HHE, EE)
RSB O, WPEEE WEE HAEZREHE T
BRART-ED#NRE LIRS, BEOSHED
MR LFOFEBYBONE 2 SHEFFIKE REE
ERIFLTWAZ EARK SN/, 4H, HETHH
FETLHEBEORMUBTIHEN LB LR >TWD
B AR R REERE O R EAEZ B0, EhE
NOBRD» S OWEEZFIIHNET LT ZEPRET
H?59. GHROMIEEDOHREL LT, LTFORM;IRIET
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212, PETIE, AEONLIIITE A LIRAGEER:
W (FEANEIERAN) Tholo WEATOEL
HEFERERE S 2 RIS LRI D v IRHTEEIE R IE
HONETH DY, PEEEHERR LD 720, hEELE
HEEEE N RIS AN LETH 5,

531 ’, :hi’é@ﬁﬁ” T, IZEAEHAL R
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