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This study investigated, using the pretest-posttest design, whether short
handwriting activity and daily handwriting habits affect the way Japanese readers recognize visually
presented kanji characters. Native speakers of Japanese were asked to complete two kanji character

recognition experiments. Between the two experiments, the participants were asked to write down
kanji words either by hand or with a keyboard for a short period. Participants also responded to a
daily writing habit questionnaire. The study found that short handwriting activity does not alter
the way kanji characters are processed. However, in the second character recognition experiment,
participants processed simpler left-right kanjis quickly, indicating that writing activity,
regardless of whether it is handwriting or keyboarding, might affect the word recognition process.
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