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Abstract  

For Taiwanese in the Chinese character circle, the “mora( )”is a very difficult 

to understand phonological unit. And it increases the difficulty of Taiwanese 

Japanese learners when learning special beats or cymbals that are not familiar to them. 

This dissertation conducted a pronunciation reading experiment for elementary 

Taiwanese learners of Taiwan, analyzed their pronunciation duration, and proposed 

that "non-isochronous Taiwanese Chinese, which has a characteristic of two-syllable 

words, will send the second syllable. It ’s longer than the first syllable. ”The Japanese 
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and Chinese phonetic readings of the same group of subjects were collected for 

analysis and discussion. 
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2 2
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1 202.6ms

315.9ms t(2,19)=1.73, p <.001 1

2

1 42%

1 38%

2 58%

62% 2 2

1 1.5  

4.2 B  

B 4

3

1111 6

 

 

2 2    
JPN JPN% CH CH% 

1   105 30% 245 34%  
 241 70% 477 66% 

2   163 39% 238 30%  
 251 61% 544 70% 

3   159 36% 313 46%  
 284 64% 373 54% 

4   221 44% 303 39%  
 285 56% 472 61% 

5   265 46% 188 30%  
 311 54% 440 70% 

6   189 48% 219 43%  
 207 52% 292 57% 

7   132 35% 228 44%  
 246 65% 291 56% 
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8   173 48% 207 35%  
 186 52% 385 65% 

9   170 50% 235 38%  
 167 50% 382 62% 

10   120 40% 205 42%  
 177 60% 280 58% 

Mean  405.2  631.7  

SD  84.1  107.9  

Mean  202.6  315.9  

SD  58.1  104.7  

1 Mean  169.7 42% 238.1 38% 

1 SD  49.9  39.7  

2 Mean  235.5 58% 393.6 62% 

2 SD  49.7  89.6  

ms  

3 ms   

A1B1 B2A2 A1 A1 A1B

1 

B1 B1 A1B1 B2 B2 B2A2 A2 A2/B2A2 

           

 

 

793 849 290 37% 503 63% 437 51% 413 49% 

 

 

826 678 356 43% 470 57% 262 39% 416 61% 

 

 

673 682 267 40% 406 60% 298 44% 384 56% 

 

 

762 795 295 39% 467 61% 400 50% 395 50% 

 

 

711 674 369 52% 342 48% 373 55% 301 45% 

 

 

796 840 274 34% 522 66% 382 45% 458 55% 
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756 711 341 45% 415 55% 403 57% 308 43% 

 

 

753 814 308 41% 445 59% 398 49% 416 51% 

 

 

795 748 307 39% 487 61% 351 47% 397 53% 

 

 

812 823 340 42% 472 58% 385 47% 437 53% 

 

 

852 812 378 44% 474 56% 381 47% 430 53% 

 

 

861 778 380 44% 481 56% 348 45% 431 55% 

 

 

672 838 255 38% 417 62% 354 42% 484 58% 

 

 

774 684 291 38% 483 62% 317 46% 367 54% 

 

 

852 747 295 35% 558 65% 360 48% 387 52% 

 

 

755 743 354 47% 400 53% 328 44% 415 56% 

Mean 777.7 763.5 318.

8 

 458.9  361.

1 

 402.

4 

 

SD 58.2 63.4 40.9  52.9  44.0  47.8  
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