BhE ERFTRF
Experimental Phonology

KA
Jie Zhang

5 EEPFES K
University of Kansas, USA

[N ARE]

W E AR “F R FRRE ] NE 5 E RO SRS 41200
i, AR RSGEELY,  CERT RHE B ARE S U SO 1w e
SR XPUE T BLSER 7R ELR AU AR BUR SR Bt S b _E o 2B ik
HARBETAN AT B —FB 7y AT S5 R AL I R4
] BRI, 5 FRIS I8 S0 X AR A5 A (R A R Pk R 4 P B BT
AP, B DGR S S R A A L et AT
LEIBANP

Abstract

The textbook definition of “phonology” refers to sound patterns directly
observable from language. But in generative grammar, “phonology”
refers to the speakers’ tacit knowledge of sound patterns. This determines
that using experimental methods to collect data directly from the speakers
is an indispensable part of research in generative phonology. This chapter
summarizes the recent advances in experimental phonology, focusing on
the roles that experiments play in our understanding of phonological
patterns and the challenges experiments pose for current theories of
phonology. It also discusses the roles of Chinese dialects in experimental
phonology as well as the importance of experiments in Chinese
phonological research.

[o< B2 1] |

" & %% (generative phonology ) , SEI % & %% (experimental
phonology) , fi%it (Optimality Theory) , BENLILIEIS (stochastic
Optimality Theory) , #& AR{EIEE (Maximum Entropy Grammar)
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R &% (generative phonology) M _EtH2e i - AROKEAE BIBAE L)) T
ZAN R B . A CUHE S RN A 3 194 i #E (Halle 1959, Chomsky fil Halle
1968) . H#AR#H A% (Natural Phonology, Stampe 1979) FIFMEAEA#E i (Feature
Geometry, Clements 1985, Sagey 1990) Z|LLHIZ) 4 EHYLikie (Optimality Theory,
Prince f1l Smolensky 1993/2004) . % 11 7% (Harmonic Grammar, Smolensky Fil
Legendre 2006) M K {E1EE (Maximum Entropy Grammar, Goldwaterfl1Johnson
2003, Jager 2007) , AN[FEIPAREIA X RFEA TR K EITENEE Z A A
A, X & RIME RS A M E, X T AT & R 52 ) L — 25 A
Mo AR R FATTEIER T RPAE D — DRI, A AR B W 224k,
WEFUE R RO, IEE T B, oy KA R S TR, N
ge— MU e, BaRreRES o, RRBIESE, aie, #Hig
XPHSE TN, AT A 5, I L B ER, DURGT BRI — 253G 5k
J&.

XA UEIRLE T VEAEAR 485 R W I3 15 20 78 40 AR B . 5,
BRMIR T EHT (sonority scale) [IMEE T FE L AR IC T8 15 45 44 (1) S 2 27 [ LAl
IR, X MR R B PR AR S S R 2R A X IR R T BRAT A
X B B A H B R AT [ 58 o IX— W sS7E Ohalalt) 22§ 2 E Hh #0A K R 1 18
& (Ohala 1986, 1987, 1990a, 1995%%) .

Ohala \ 20 )\ AR S AE FH 5250 7 VLR W9 & R % . OhalafilJaeger -
19864F 4 & 1) “SZU635 /%7 (Experimental Phonology) & 55— A e 11X — A4t (1)
W KSR L2 o WA, PIAE— B2 ) [ B PR 2 R i “ S % 5
#%%”  (Laboratory phonology) *fiX—4lsk f¥) A i B & T ¥RIm I sem . A T1%
GERY, LT RVRERN TIES “NE” &5 MR ERNZE SR, SRR
TSI (s YIE) « HiR. A OB SO BE T AR LR A LT
RGN E S WAER CAniE 5 A S B 70 A LRI —FRE
PRFELNEH, HZWSEEE R FONER TG R e 8l KL B
A& (KenstowiczFlIKisseberth 1979, Ohala 1986) . AR S ANAE T I REME K]
MAAYE, AR T RS ELRH 8RR U NP & R AR, AR 2R s R P S
Pt R FE M B BRI o AN TS SO AR A AR IR R S N B R R R A —
fi] L (RS AT IR o

—. EREFERFRB AN ZR

EEFIRAT “F R A AEE S B ST AZRE, BAEENE R
o CERY RHE N UTE A E S A SR AR . X R REANEAAILE LR
JUANTTIH s WS XSS S BAN A, WS EC AN (phonotactics) , M iEZ )



4K (alternation) o 4N, @ TEHESE (ph o, kD S5AEESRE (p, t, © &
XISLIOGHR, Bohpa “&” Hpra “417 2N EGEe AR HIEE %S
THAEEAE R EANYFAL AL, PO A EAMY: 18 R E S S
3k (pheak, aphart) AziiSk (photato, thomorrow) IR, FEEA &N HIAILEY
o SIEPHE TN EEESG EAMMEL T LUEM AN & sty pl, trfE
RAVER, zt, bn, IBIAGYE. (HE 0 AT 4 8 B A & TSk A G L. 98
E—MEREAR W ESAA T EAARESAEI: W, lock[s], bag[z],
bus[oz]. Wil IHHMAXFEN: [phai] “HL” [phalr “BIL” o HREIRIMETIR
RN I e B FE AR ) R RS . AR R R R I A 5 R SR
B v BT A R

TEAR G R, X8 R R I 32 BAKEE T3 R MU
WL R U SR TE bR S SR AT IHAN S S g . (IR A BE A e IX L
FRIAREI A S B E N R AR AREEE 2 Her) g Ut , AT e 24 iE 1 ) L g
i G 2 I ZR IS 5 2 38— R B AR 08 5 2 A HS [RDRE IR B T 2t i 2 A
T 2 T FRORE N7 55 HL AR D G A1 S AN [RIR ) (R A6 1] 56 28 W6 2 A B il AR B 1)
WEEAT A BARS T, BT Fs LR TCVERIZ XA ). NTE O H 15 &
U H B2 UL TS N8 (e R AR IR, A2 HERUEYE (Kenstowicz Al
Kisseberth 1979) .

N KKK HB

g bprd, FATTAT CAE A B2 i R I AN HE 1 S R X
ANEEHE AT DR H T AR A B . TE SRR A A ) AR KR
R FFUMAR S, AT LIOR B T ACHIE ST OEIES % MBS % At s
WS FSEs . AT BRI, NONSEE It = BB, FdaRETLL
A2 B IR o FRATIAS T B A5 A TE R 4] ) H B, AR T AR G 5o
S FARER, T T DA SEEG vk e e R AR O E s, AT R
AR RAERE. B, BRBIEEAESZIRZBATLEERINSE N, X
I BN TCIER IR L P A R DI RS . FE A SSRGS , BATTnT DAAESESG
WA PRI SIS, i L 5 a] S AL FRATT BT B AE S % (Ohala
1995) o ik, FATEATE b E LS A ETH IS AE & R P HIER

M MRS58 RIS A ERUE, L FEEA LU JLANE M.

5, BB SR NS RESIERIIES BRI . B, VEE
WS HEA SRS (EE, fkiE, LHIHOESS) BERiEpiEE L5
AN ? TG S AT S e Y SRR R IR - ANME K
R N 5 S ZE 5 I 2 2N, dnperfec(t) memory? fif 2B R A ELIEH —ME
NC/FIAC) (CHEFIET) Holnddirb Pk 7o 108 00 2 Bl Rz A1 78 H i o5 18 &
IEARAT 2 2 FEOORERE ) A B 3 259 B0 2 I B8 S () @006 3 R ES 1 i
A e TEIEH



9, N AERCE RBR AT UE N AR R AR R 7575 (Universal
Grammar, Chomsky 1986) $RLSHSAKHE. Flt, =R =40 (phoneme) | Ff
It (feature) & 17 S5 H 55 B AP RAEAEE TR iR MBS Tk |
HITAERIL? Ge A AT IMRRIE (gating paradigm) KA 52 nJ IR Hh 75000 (4 78
FRE A5 L AR IX — 15 R K2 3K IE  (underlying representation) H1 2 [l fiAF 15
HR 5 R EEAE JEUU) - (Obligatory Contour Principle) & 75 B&AE H 1]V FE MO BLE &
MR AR R ? a0 SO iR B0, XL 20 5 RS A ] 2 A S5 1
XHF. HAEAT AR, SEISARE N AT DU TR E N SO GV AR B s )
WA AR Bldn, Rk B BN Z1$ES] Cinitial ranking ,
Smolensky 1996) B 3 — 5 5 1) & 5 FUU K A5 4R B Bek 1 20 HE %) Chidden
ranking, Davidsons§ 2004) f&75 75 SEE0 PR BUEHE 2 15 5 P Mg 1) 5 7 S E 2R AR
PRFEI Copacity, Kiparsky 1973) & 157k H HAA 53 0 U0 —4F 04T A= v
(productivity) ? IXFSHHFT R HOR U T8 A B8 7 2 R AR B B R O A s &
PSS T A S HE AL

B, SER R AT USRI TR A 2 WL R S S IR
B SN U GO BEE T A BN TR BT OC. i, 1 T AR R S A ST
RN R A 5 AN R S A R B BB AR AEAH OC 2 73R 2 A e vr i o i
a1, JCE AL E A R AT 4 A Jo 5 0l 2 A RN SE e PuE ? S
i L R ] S A AN 6 37 B R ] Sk AR W i Tl Y TR SR T PR R A A G ?
H TS5 RAAEE S 5 0E0E SN THERESN, X s B OB P A &
TLEHZN T o 857 5O T A SR FRAT X L83 R A T TR
ZIHINH .

ELLTBIM T, FRATTESE IG5 R A0S REE I v ERE S — 2B (M PEIR .

=, XBRFRFHRABR

FEARTET, el TR B SRR JLA 7 AT A 07 550 77 282 )
R OEE . T RTREFTIL, Bl TR DUKTI A HA, 07 L
B RFEEIENA A, I R DT H B 2. A
o T LU R T 3 P 2% SRR D 22 2 SR T R

(—) BEHAL T RAZR K #H R

FE 48 1 AR B B 2F W BOE B R IR EEPER (categorical) o {HBEFA 15
AR R AR BRI T ORI R R, BRI IS SR B 2 FRATT Ak & Ve s
P RIS B BB ZPER (gradient) o Z8B1RUL, VF2i1ES P HESE S
AR MBHEE (s, i, T HIGESE) 78 HHE SR 2 2B o 2L



T D WHNCREREN . Rt it, dEmEas KRR S, EfiEiet, X
—IGENT LA (2) HhHI L HES R AR . & ul, A R VFs L SRR
IR b 2 P B LU R 3 ek ) B S TR 2 HES ) B e, AT e T T R R R B
A AR — RSP 2 PR 2 AN SRV BEL S HE B AR oS P TR 2 HE ) B
MR T B E e A B R O . (H K S SC T8 (Charles-Luce 1985,
PortflCrawford 1989) . % i (SlowiaczekfDinnsen 1984) J¢faf %1 (Warner%
2004) ST SR I A FT R B SOIE A0 (R kv S B A OR B T LBk 1 R
fiE o IX Ui X L85 5 TR X — 5 R SEBR B A s s B R s ahor, R
(1) A (2) A py e P RS2 Br F 2 AT .

1. [-sonorant] — [-voice] / ],
2. *[-sonorant, +voice]], » IDENT(voice) » *[-sonorant, +voice]

AP RAARBLAE S b, IS fESRE 47 (flapping, Dinnsen
1984, PattersonfllConnine 2001) . il i) =41 (Peng 2000, MyersHlITsay
2003) SEZPPELI A AL, B, AR AN B R R, RS R
SerpuE I R 2 5 R R S5 S RS T S A MR TPk

— AN BE R TR R AR 5 PE (variation) & SEHG T R AT A T O IH)
1A X A AR S AR T TR AL (WiLabov 1972,
1994) , (HIAE T R B EENE H BRI A 2P| EAM . Goldsmith T-1995%F %
MR “F ZFLiR4er 7 (Handbook of Phonological Theory) F¥&H T 22 H11)
T, AHBEDRR RIS R “dRE 7 WIALEE T Coetzee MlPater 1) “ L R E 1 &
PRgH 3477 (The place of variation in phonological theory) . AF5F &g—Mid
B 2R AR AR AH A PR B T A AR 8 B RIS & (Coetzee Ff Pater, £ 1)) .
Coetzee M Pater &7 th 7% 5 ANV K 4B AE 1] & & %% (Lexical Phonology, Kiparsky
1982) E X Ly “J5H% K” (late phonology) ', U1¥iiEHgree[n] box gree[m]
boxI1AE R, HWE KA “AiiE /K7 (early phonology) H'. #ln, ZF =i AT
A LR PIFA R /-iden/Fl/jen/c TR Z AT RS, XEHAL
FelEH AT REH B, AR R AR S 16 A e AR ()RR, W AL
BB EH VI (Antilla 1997) o X1, S FRIEESPROGCE 24
WA 1] T 1K) 70 B AT [+back] I 70 & IR, AH G AR AR B8] o 125 3 4 ds 30T 1R G
H PRI oA AR e, TRERR AR S 1K) A AR b 1] R R ST I
(AT G4 1E A 9% (HayesHILonde 20060 o P4, & ol A (6 4/ R0 /d/AT I 4 45 b
R, TMNIER B S R d ) R A, T e S I E S . N NS R
JE R A H AR A O (Labov 1989) o BELEIE, SLKK ]
Wi 1 AR AR S IR A 238 B 56 Wi AR S A3 1R 2 R A A A W AE I A1 . Hayes M1 Londe
(2006) {3 —AMEGRSZ5: ( “wug”  test, Berko 1958) iIFSZ T LAK) A )5 k&)
VI BETE A\ REAS R FH 1] T I AH OG5 R AR AR v SR S K e S A AT o XY
IIEZE B FRATT 2000 A8 Sy — AN 8 327 B IOARRE, T AN A U 1) PPt 1 &85 1) S
it AL 21 T A e 2



(=) ARBABER TR IRR AU I LK

AR RN B AR R VBRI Tl 1B M R R A ) TR P 43 A
B o AT 2REI B R RAE VT 7V 8 T3 T ) W 2 R A TR )
A, 5 Ay TEA IR IE /775 (Chomsky 1975%5) R, & R 25
VAR IE AR R “ I =187  (the poverty of the stimulus) KEEATH.
{HAHLE TR0V JC BRI SRR, & BTN G AR 2 BRI, XA 1+
PR Z AR I R e . DRI, IR SRR P A A4 75 RGO e I SE B0 ok 845 . 43
wr, kR F kAR EMERIZ » BSEPERIZ (MARKEDNESS » FAITHFULNESS) A&
AR B INPIIEHIZ9HES (Smolensky 1996) o MIGIEX —HIERHIZ1HES), Jusczyk
45 (2002) H#kjuis (head-turn paradigm) XFPYAN H 24 ) LIEAT 790K, KW
AAT TN i A AT T R Can, bi, ambi) EGGE S SEARI A& 5 57 ) 5
Can, bi, anbi) VERMBAEEK ., W, AFERAM AR EH B (markedness
theory) B 39K & 15 1 B4 & o 232 BIA RS bR EHEHIZMZTN, Wb » *bd
» *¥bno IXLCLELY ] HEAE HH A A RO 1), AT R HH N A R TR DR R E T
MG HAS 48 (H—ANEE ) BUE, W —NE T BT Sy 2 1 45
PRI, A IXATE T U1 N A A IX SO SRR (R A AR e 2 A 1 i
AT REf € & RIEET RS AR HIZHESIWE? Berentds (2007) 181 & 1Y
o B A IS RN IR 9t A LEAE CAb bdE bk &1
AR, BB TE A5 *1by *bd F*bn 2 8] [ HEFIA FEAE I R0 . W AN FH 52
B TI71E, BA D ICIEI IR B ) HI LT HE S 8 T 3ol A& R AR E . R
M s E Davidson® (2004) JzDavidson (2006) H BRIk,

M RRAE (phonological representation) [¥)ff Bk, 22 IS 3 B A2 Ak
TRFERTEHEL FHIE S 1T g5 S 2 O BE SR NSRRI o O T3 AL L3R
JLAlifEOhala } Jaeger ¥ - {125 /E {18 & (U1Jaeger 1980, Ohala 1986) . Al
FHE 2 H AW 7 LR W T 9B 2 i N K 2 208 [R5 AL AN R E 2, Jn[kh]A
(K], HA—4], RAEIEE R KRG AN AEE & 1) A B il S AR o 4 R 1 A
ST AL S R AR T L RER . W, Kazanina®s (2006) kit
K (MEG) 1712 bise 7 R TE AR (1) B AN B S s s e . ATk
WAEH R I5 Coddball paradigm) T, HkiE Ui 1E A 1w K o 24 R IS RC 9
7% (mismatch negativity) ;=4%, THHAGEE ULTE A A - 1% -5 FH 53 v e fR s
(R0 37 K i B v 1) A A S 1 3 2R R IR 1) E B P A 1 A T b o A AR
M. #ln, Fromkin (1971) Mz E {5 Hiclear blue sky — glear plue sky,
pedestrian — tebestrian®5 i i J&: [voice] Fll[coronal |55 4R E O BEAA DL . TR, TER
R KA LIk — B A P 30 & A R e b i D T A E A . thdn, Wan#ll
Jaeger (1998) 18I 5 V5354 1 5 2 A QI B v UE 1 385 38 18 v () 4 1 S AR
K= RBACRAEEL, TAZMWAF RIS X & REE 2 OCE BN & 451
AE 2 TSI R 4R 2 T4 H5 . 10, Treiman (1983) it — R A sh Akt &
B E SRS E (onset) MM (rhyme) 258 15 BAT$240E TR .



A ORECH R 1) R FDRAE ESC O E: DO A X 7 3 R AH ] g
SERR T HAE T NS R JE 0. (HE 2 S DT, S0 I U e A6 HeE
SRR A A AR ARG o DAB AR EE A, R A AR R
e R AN A AR R ANBE R N B B, fssm/ANSE AN ESIER AR . AR
ZEwrh, X—IG ] LU i) AE AR B U R A#RE . Frisch (2000) FlFrisch %
(2004) & DR BT Sz AF 15 Gl A, 336 — 5 Sl e B 0 R AR 0 S s s B )2 1k
(s PN B BRI, AT TREAE— ANl AR o R i S 0 AR BRI  fn FLX
— MR SN 2 R EE R A OC, R UL, AHAR IR A LE AN AR AR 14 25 % Jk
SRR B ER B . SEE &, FrischAllZawaydeh (2001) & BT 7 AA 18 U8 1
NI 2 R AR A B AT 78 20 I 0 AAT T3 BT bz A1 1 0% ARt
135 T B — B8R R 1 RLA] P (wordlikeness) HEAT AN, 45 59 RILSZRH 1M1 5
TR P AR BB R AR OC o X RS I AN R B IRATT S 75 S 45 H SR (A e 41 )
SEATOFIIERI, i HLE R T UEEE A B A AR BN 2 MR A 3 g B 2
()35 Z ARk . X — W 4 7F Bailey #1Hahn (2001) . Hayes Al Wilson (2008) .
CoetzeeFlPater (2008) NI g1 2 ZEHAA IR

BRI AR S Rl G EEWEH . AR R A R E R
A — A P2 S50 s 3K — 2 5 AR I A [ 2 28 KU 7 552 il 2 3 Rl AS [) 1)
KIZEEN . X AEBerko (1958) & A FY R st AT 1 564F . SB35 N e s
22 AN B ) M S BT 1 R O aC AR IE Y 0 R R S0 AR R, W wug~wug[z],
bike~bike[s], gutch~gutch[oz]. Pierrehumbert (2006) X J&if (1147 T Ysia) . =5 W
[K]~[s]22 4k, fnelectri[k]~electri[slityEAT T ATATE 9T 45 RE IR X — A4k
ETEFAHIR Z 4146, Ulanar[k]y~anar[k]ism, {H'&7E S84 & (4B R H AT A4
{53818 /51, Uninterponi[k]~interponi[s]ity . 1% 1 BH Z 15 U 16 A X I — K ) ZE AR AR
Berb AR A AR AN . X BRI FAMN S FE TR 2 X —HeMES, St
Tt AN T 2 AR ORI AR I AR PE S B 2 e T B S ) S Pk

IEQTBEE AN A AT BeA 005 5 R A PRI B S R AR, UEiE A2 R AR
R T HIE S A G RIS &AL X A T E R R AT A7 TH
BEFTH AR B4, Hsieh (1970, 1975, 1976) JeFJi (1993) 5T ¥
FITEAZ I E (tone circle) [1£8 ML ST B SV I e AR 1)) K DU AE [16) e 1 A 5 (1) 1] Y1
tLEBI A, IR B AR A ) N AR A I RS T ## . ZhangFlLai (2008)
JtZhang%§ (2009, FFF)D) HEZ MRS ZANEH TIX—455%8, HEHX—9F
T A A T A IR I (1) A S P X S 1

gr LT, SEIGHIFSON IR R BTE N IV AE S R AR A AT . XN
YL A B R AP AEAGE [ T0E 5 A S IR B & R A A IREA MR S
AN BRI Y2 PER AR, SO A RN R BEE N C TR AR
W H, MRS R R, UEUE NI AR AR S AR SR AN
WHR A B3 R I R BE 2 UaiE AR AR, TASORE S A G e, A4
FH S8 25 00 B fehth R R IX— AR D B EAF B o L T .



(=) BERFEETFRLEERESTEHREAEX

BRI 2 55 2E 5RO R FE VG 9 22 5 = 2
To X RIREMRIEI A FHERMAR T EW. X2l TR IR E I bs
AEPE (markedness) 0] @A A HFS PO BUE 2 —, M s T o Thn bt 2k
Y2 T H AR R I AT FE I A o FRATTZE X BL 28 J LA T

R Z2 (P f B ESRUE, V85 AR AR 10 R L 5 3 vl g [ A B A
LK WX S [E AR R W ) (regressive) [, ToE MR & 56 & 5 7
AR, (HERE ERE AL MR, 5%, Jun (1995) . Steriade (1999,
2001, 2008) Z5Fi H X LEANS FRME 2 5 AN (R4 2 7E A R b R T RIARE A 53 D) AH O
(1) o 39 ) [l A2 T 28 AN 52 30 15 T G T A LB — A B o 1 ek e
BRAE; AHLE T EARTE, SRE MRS EA R s, i Lt & FIES 1 b A R 5 1)
SO ) AN, DRI SL AN e BN, FTLVEAN KA G il WAL, R E 2
SRR E S A . X — 18 HAEFujimura®s (1978) M Ohala (1990b) 25841525
WA 2 T SCHF

WEZESEREA VST BRI 0 BAE R 2 SR TE R0 S e s ki
WA R A, XEE T S I E A B Ak R 2 1 . HoT
AL T 28 2 A B R G 1) B — 285 1S (list) B3 A
T AR R, (HEESF — WSS 8 Cllte) DU HE 56 N J0 5 0L R A il b
(8] o Fleishhacker (2001) it — ZRFUPEAL 9N 15 5 5 108 0 25 110 S 56 0 IX — B
GAEH T a0 N MRS X PR AL A4 N TG T B P 3R 2 5 2 1 X 51
Mt X RS PE R IIA AV Far IR AR AN T S HE R b s 24
(R A4 TR R AT R L S SRR 2 B 30 . AN I S Sz ) 4 (R 1) A i FE S ek
FIRE ML E 1

VSR AE S A AL _E IRV 208 5 R A AT, Bin, s e A
KERH AL, SR G, oM, 7EYEERE RIEE S, 1575 15y
Bt e RCE L, HAEERE S E, PoEREESE SR
A TCEF B A fE L. Beckman (1998) A JAiX 53] Sk Wt im] J1 PR ) A b T i)
TP VI, L, HorowitzZ5 75 19684 FEAF 45 H ] 14 (KI5 43 % 3 K1 PR 1) 554
ZiE bbb AR R EEAIVEH . Marslen-Wilson &2 S 1E# (WMarslen-WilsonfH
Tyler1980%55) X THF e dlJL- R ) “AC A AL ”  (cohort model) B & 453 i I 1
TR O R

RGN GIEE Y, R BN I AR LA J5 2 56 Br g (s L,
PRIRAEFT %) 5 1 5% . Massarof1Cohen (1983) . Pitt (1998) . Hallé%%
(1998) S5 Job A Ht 52 560 2 B Ut 1l A0 A0 L0 35 A ARV I Al o ek e 2 32 31 S0
BV s ma ). BN, dIRIULETEE A R VA S T E S R, AR
i NAEXS VR E T FE A SR e AT W A v 0 gl Rkl (Hallé%% 1998) . Moreton
(2002) JUIFE LA b T HE— 20 2R B T 52 M g A 1) R ANV MR, AN 2
FePE o AR T B S2 R ow ATdLRI N, 45 5 R B IX P AN £ A



W A EYE, HRZ AR A Hbw S R HE o AT A 45 13X Nl o
1 PR F 1R 4548 22 53] o

U0 SE%e 5 2R B R 2 28 1 b i

M E—T AT LLE B, S50 R T V2 ARG 3 R AR AL S Sk 3
Pt T FI AR . HE TSR AT R ISR T R APk FATES
ERREL PO P Tuyq (B R 1) A

(—) EBHF KIIRAEI F R HAL

22 TSI 06 435 R BT AR T I 5 3R 45 A 5 SRR B Lo B 5 I T R PR 0L ) O RN 4
[F) “FHR—TEE” 018 (ChomskyMHalle1968) #Ei T 5t . WIR T ResE—
MR (formal) FREEL, 10155 W & RGP A BAREIL, I8 B Tan e fil
TR TE 0] 28 A A SR I ()55 i . 2

KT XA ] B2 E AN TR BEF AP ARA AR . — R H AL & &R
(synchronic phonology) "' WA & A7, Boersma (1998) . Steriade (1999,
2001, 2008) . Flemming (2001) . Zhang (2002) %5483 (4 I N ALk 6
(IHIZ) SR 2 0 [ A HEA R AR K. X Al R Wil A EA, AT RE
SETEE AN IS S RN REE ISR T “o W7 (analytical bias
Wilson 2006) FI/EH] o {EIXEE2A35 FN 7 28 45 1) 5 Jg Ko RS 35 I AR 1R %
ot N LIS 2 ZOR T 1) o 53— 285 WA AT s 21 (1) 5 R 2 58
TR R R MM L E ARG . T P AR E R B W R R
( misperception ) 1& B [, XA ILI & RAAAAE R A E S L1 B A M (phonetic
naturalness) o {H LW R UL, Uih AN H3F RARGENE S BRI TGIA
W, R S w3 R A E R JC R T (Wl Anderson 1981, Ohala
1981, HaleMIReiss 2000, Blevins 2004, Z$1£2008) o IEUIZE 7, XKLL
X A AR R PER S EARINER: AR e (Wohala) , AH
H4A B (nBlevins) , WA WAL R CEE (WiHalefIReiss) o {HAlh
RS B R FFAR LI B R ARG . T —IL0N — N 4
fEHansson (2008) A —ANA [ I HEFE -

IR 2 DA R R BIIX AN S P 1) i it 0 200 FH SR B R ke o Xl
BTRFRER SRS — WHETIHFSER KRG, SFH DX — 1) @ 7 54Ty
SRR Ko SeidlM1Buckley (2005) R JLAN A2 LREAT T8,  EEEBARA TN AN T3
5 Cartificial language) P FPANIA] 20 28 A1) S A AT AN[R] o S P A KL I o
—FhEIET FREARE, R IER EEAS EARI . AT S SR S LA X
PR ) 24 2 %A 225 1 o XA R BT (1) B AR PR LN 5 SRR A e 1



M 4 T BRI &5 . {HThatte (2007) #5H! SeidlFBuckley ) 525 25 557 5|
TABAITE R R L R s, DR RS MY . k4R, Thatte (2007)
T IE X PYUAS = H 1 B LI Sk v =2 B A AT T0) 7 23 TR 2 Ak R (pa,
fi, pavi) LLXF o MRS EAL IR (pa, vi, pafi) JERMIBAIEEK, MiTSCRF
TICH IR . AN LE S e B vl A T 8 AMiES 218+ . W Wilson
(2006) {5 F AR SZ 1K AE A5 BEXE A8 108 000 St e 2] 1 Bt o ok g 4
PRPE S S, Qb oo e S AR S AL R A R M A P B S s T, AT A
A FRPE (R n e 2] =, (HEo S Ao ) NG S7EdL
I35 28 ) S A F R . ZhangFTLai (20100 WUSE I f 1738 18 = 75 J o = 75 AR
VAAEAS A P AT A PR LR FARIE 5 T B R OB S e e & R IE . b
ATHR) 5 TR 22 B AT T 1 32 A o At 2 = AR AR BGRD  AAT AR PR S R . T SRR
NIFE H R EEEEATCR, X g5 RMETIEMR . BiMiE2, HEpsEg 5 &
S E AN 595 i — S — D g e e gt 5 2 (0 B P L il . Zhang Al Lai
(2010) XIX— A EFERMBA,

(=) Bt 5 B = 1 A &

TATHE F30h O3 20 250 45 R W il N3 R AR RHVFZ I Z
PERRFAE IR o IXNHALGE R u W PE I HE N S il 20 g b TAR KRBk A Tand g
MIB AT I PR3 e B R 56 4 o A i 25 1 1) SE 56 465 SR 2

MLV ) F LK, 185 228 I BEAR A A Ab BB J2 1k () 8 R ARt 1 vl i
P, BoersmafiiHayes (2001) HIFEAHLHLILIL (stochastic OT) A by (Tl 2115
3% (Gradual Learning Algorithm) 4785 ()77 AL R4 — Ml AT 1 BR BEA . 7EIX
— MRS, WAL Gk B, TR A A A A IR A
TEAE—WZ, B HRPIME RS A BENLOE , T RE— e I 1) i A3
M5 = A HEA R OB L . & S & AR R I XN AE T B AMBOE HI I 1A 1 )2
RAHEHN AT I, T2 RVFRIZIRNNZ R — MR A, A — MR
J2 SR R T8 AN RIS 20 AN [R] R S A5 st 3 2 AR R S 850 o ik >J 4355
VUV e T8 sk o i AN B TR 23 R HOL R i R B L TR R AT RS . S LB
BRI, X —SRAE AR 2 B DL #R e 15— BERS 3 R v T ks
AR SR TRV . BoersmafliHayes (2001) fHiESE T _ESCHr$E RN 35 2B BT A
MR EN AR T OHE R T T T S U AR S S e v TP B 2 PRV (R S
AR ] L X — 5k 2151 . A LE T2 300018 18 il 20 B 22 5503 (Constraint
Demotion Algorithm, Tesar and Smolensky 1998) % T-2AF ¥ kel 11, ML
SOHRE I3 5L A TR SR B IR SR AL T AN E B BEIR SR

Ty — PR A Rk Hh b BE AR e A Gk 8 I 2 1 M T V5 (Smolensky A
Legendre 2006) . fEiX—HigHr, BMRIZAMEA — M (weight) , TAE—
i 328 TS AT — A~ B 33 B R 1 29 4% 8 A HOBCER iy ¥k E 1K W 1 2 % (Harmony
value) o A2 Hdn e ) g ide TG 2 i L 0. SRABLT-BE AL IR 18, FRATT AT DA A
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BT A BB AR A0 A 25— N TRL ), AT AT LA I P A2 55 . Pater (2008)
i B FIVE 1 SIA5 5500 LU BE A LU IE 10 1 1t 145 30k 30 B Stk AN A 20 A
B BT RS. BORR{ETEYE (Maximum Entropy Grammar, Goldwater and Johnson
2003, Jager 2007, Wilson 2006, HayesflIWilson 2008) F& il FIiE VAR A —, G
BAMEE AT — A CIIRE Hywy,  IF HA TAE R AT i iy,  Ciypo) A&yt
SANLICIIIREL, I 25 e Ty (1) 15 A S 2000 5 SLanh

3, H(y1x) =exp(- > w,C,(y | x))

S ABRIEIGU: 14l 13 I (1 8 25 J0) D4 JFCAES R 2 40 x ) B AT T TR T T
SR, naXafR:

4. Hiylx) S QBT A e

[x) = — 2 27
p(ylx) EH(ny

yEQ

3K IR T fige 126 T IR i MR 3R 0 A 1R S SCRERE AT 0 AT R (205D Bk
o X—ME&AESE EE L (information theory) A4 EEK{EHR ( ).Shannon
1948) .

QX[ P AT L IR K B

5. Ent %) = ! ’
ntropy(p(y 1 x)) }g}p(y *) ng(y|x)

FERIZ AT RN DU T, SRR VAR A 2 A2 3 ey g A\ — i OGS B
T RPN 2R Bt DR A DI BER (aate) S SR I 2 26 A F IR

6. log(p(D))=log( [ [ p(r1x)

ylx€D

RNEEAE NI S A T E REN A B AR 5, IS BTl st
(K 345 59, AR T BATTRENE A iy i 45 A ORoxh S 45 R OB i) 1 A1 L R
i, AT R] LA R AR IR 2 ST R 1) “ A ) o 3K T AR AR B T
SAFCIRBLE M TEAE, o A BX — TS MG T, B2 A0 H 2
RO RIS AT IR KA . o DA, CiFIACE (i 25 JLTUE () v B M
el

7. log([] py1xn-Y (Wz;’f )

yIx€ED i

Wilson (2006) i LLIX i 45 A F KA D 2 X TR 44 ST 4500 23 A i 7 1)
PRI ALK *Kil¥ o (ki T kel o 8, AT ik — 11 24 76 2] A5 it o s 2%
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Sy R IR . IX T iE R D P 7 ARSI Z S OL T, TR E R AR
T NS AGRER RE AR B S e & AT, AH R AR

KFBERMEMEREM D (2007) BB IFEMPIEN.

WERFRATT AN TE S AR LI R G5 M P I A B AE R, I8 A AT T 26 23t 1
X5 —ANVEWE I S B R B T, ISR & &R TR RO S IR 1 A B K
JETERI G o FRATUT A BEORUE NIESE . B2 Pk i v B vp = A A PR
V0 W5 P ) 5 AL AW 2 O T IR AN i) AN R 22 3 I B VA AN S AH [ o Flemming
(2001) == 5K FIMINDISTIX A 1) A A% GE I I 18 1) 249 R SR S 1) 5 A6, Wb Z0IE 31— 38
PRSI 22 7, IXAEREORUE S A 4/ 2 Wl RIMEREAE B R R A T A7, A
ARSI AL, ATTAERY J2 P 1 S I 5 e 5 e s M 1) 5 6 0 S AE [ — &R
girpdtfr . (HIX—HIAA B TE ML T AR SR 2 RGP E I A ey, 3L
PP T LA AN R S AL IR R 85 . IXMghiiy R 24k TRk e Ee, H)EHR
i AT — P £ 9T Pierrehumbert 55 27 & W) 32 5k A AN 18 (exemplar
theory) A Al R FRAEAEAN ] PIrks A 15 B R P A R Z G2 R B 1 QR (i
Pierrehumbert 2001, 2002) . & & HAL 0] DR VE & 1S5 2 R Hh AR EE,
XL RAE (1) 73 A A AR R MDA BT IR o X825 R A PR W At
1 — R EIX—5IR B (perception-production loop) AR E M5 USLME Y e 1Y, MIIX
— IR NEE NS NE S ASBR PR . 8 TYamE S B 2 7 G g7
E IR AR — B (R AR B2 AT T 2o

(=) KT HI5h a4k 2

BAAE LSO U 1 AT 51 0 U] % T 22 AR AR D) (A AR s 2 2, B
FE— MBS R G i I Se R (445 A0, a1l A X B D) 1] 91 H 1 as F A
o5 S A FARBASE vp 1 BAR R AE A B2 P A . X BB FRATT AN g X L6 451)
AN A AR R ETR A A FRATT S AT AR £ B R S B T8 A GH 51 A1 R R
W) K A5 R 0U) P 480 A1 P A 2

Zuraw (2000) %K T — DN RBUGX— 150G 1. HlmgiE b a — AN
i) RE (nasal substitution) o ARHEX—HIN), —ADESSEILEHLRNZESSIF
h—ANEE, R NSRS AL, Wigtp — me (HX N & 8 i A U
Z B4k Wipodk ‘HLIX >, pam-po?dok ASHLIKI . AR M7 IX LE ] Ah e 8 A
(K S B A R AR T 10 2637 BT R kA (B >EHRT>EHRT)
B A iE gE S LIk ZE T LT RE R AR . Zuraw FSEIR R A GRS
F I (AT A2 A2 5 9 085 TR AR B R S R A AN ) RIS IR %5 )
PSP

H TR I T AN DA PR ] X S R ) R G S R e X —
FOUAE S, Zuraw (2000) CABEHLOLE S M FEml, $EH T — o255 4 i 45
AHHE . XS, 1B A R EE R A0 AS, R e S 1)
RS 29 M USELISTED I 2 BT AR o ELTA] PE P R 3 R G v A0 U e A HE 51 1 B AL
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HZAREL . B4, pampo?dk(E i FEHH —ANFI 4500, USELISTED %K H 3R 22 45 W) A
FIX— BT, 11 eI PR R SR i 2 W) ERAIE FE A 6 SE f) [pampo?ok]. — M
IR IETEE I DL N A 2SI, DS e 1 s ERAHEZ (R BE LR 20k peoE
NC (GEEFARVEEFE B . NasSuB (i 2K B () &8 A e vr B B 35
B 5 *[g, *[n, *[m CREARVFHIEIRMRED 5. WA NCHHEZIMER =,
T35 E T A Ty il R S B S s W * [ *[n AT [m B HEZE A IR BRAR, B4
FET IR S T AOBEE R, S TRT Re kA . HEENZ, Zuraw (2000) 15
R B AL ALIZE 6 1R ik >) #3535 BB RS AE LUl i 8 (¥ TR A i N I IE A > £k 2
FILIHEFIME, FFDASEbR B 7 — S F . BN NN A Zuraw (15128 — 4E
FSC B 1 A 00 4 A ) Ak B B Gk, B R D B — /N B 98 . Hayes Fil Londe
(2006) . Zhang#lLai (2008) fZhang%§ (2009, FFH) WX —BiRis H &)
JF T P TG S R IR 28 e 55 461 A1 e 5 e o) o 7 R L (RO 2B P RO AR

FEABAR BN BEER AL T 53— AT fEfE . Pierrehumbert (2006) {3 HJiX
— BRI WA DL TR AT I 22 B AN KI~[sT AR AR AT A VEAR T AR b A i
DN GEvt AR 01 25 738 R ) R TR N7 A AT TR 3] 5 R R AR [ (1) e - B Al |-
(o IXMPGETHHERL AT DAEAS [F) 2 B 5 S AT, i Em] g D) p e A2 1] £
KA KGN FBAEREAR AR G G e . Wbt TeLUR =M% 2, A
BINZR GRS VB ) GE T AR AT BB o i, SR, Bh-icsE RN E
BRIty F A A2 B EERE A (k= ), B AUOTE AR
WAAIREEINR 28, GErt A IREAAS [RBOR, DB R GE0) L AR A AT 52t
o N, DEE LUK/ RIK 22 8 R AR I -ity S5 SIS Ay 2 H e AR T IR
Mo 3K A LU I TR B2 28] (A A 0 AN At e M TR OO IS TR 2 1A, Rl
EAEUTE NS RAHR T TR G T B . 5, oMU R B R
FIR G VAR GO0 G AR s . lan, V8 i i BU/K/ &5 R 11 ]
TEIN-ity )5 8N # 25 (1 70 2 A P AR AR e B ] AANATT -ty 5 40D (EZ Ut
WA AR “ 25057 XASAF B AERX AN G AR A IR b o 75 UFRAT TG
B A A B N B R R AR I -ity 5 4 AR AR A 1E R OR ok,
ble[k]~ble[k]ity. iXLE{ ¥ {F Pierrchumbert (2006) [¥) 5256 #4321 1 AS [\ B B (1)
HESE

T AI PRI KA BRI A51 A0 2 75 Y. FH A LR A RE T dn SR [m] 2%
JEHEMN, X —RIUUEIETRE R FEARRS IS FAL IS AT ARSI & R
R — o A7 B S 2 i PR B SIEER AT GO0 3 — FE S ) ) 5 SR A Ak —
AR

o SRHE AR I R R A

XPSEEG RV FREMBE AL H N R R — B TSR
(competence) FliE 5474 (performance) MIFHRR, M R ENHA FHE T8k
M XJEWE, T2 8 TAT h W . {HIEW Ohalalf) 2 4% F/E TR, ARG S 2L
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Wi, oV BT Tl 2 S T VSR AR, SERR EAR YR TR S AT O i H
KEMFREABRNES LA TE ST MBI R, WksEPus. &, @it 5,
e REAE AR, X U0E AN M R HEENER . XL 3
MIARRENEFRE N SE ST MR WA . X — £ 7E Pierrehumbert 55
(2000) . Bybee (2001) %51 % E/EH A LK,

{EAESEEG & R, BAT A 20 SR S BRSO IR B A H AR PR, T
055 RERTC AT ISR BN . BN, sk b A 380a) o 328 A it
FLSCITREE, R in ARk, A 2 AR M S ik, R nT GEHbAE
FHEF rR AN Sz 36 = P R4 T R 2, 2545 (Ohala 1990a) . TR TE 5 2%
FEAR, WA AL (ERP) Dy REMERL LR Bt (AMRID & Jii s A
(MEG) 555 2 i JL B I o2 (1) 2 K B2 1 1) L7 B0 e 8 T 9> 17 523 N T
(R ESSES PR AP S AR

Wa, A TR e R EIEAHSEE, FATLIEN & R/RHIH —
ARG FR . X — BN ORISRk e 2k, S AR 57
TR R AT G 5 A H TR PR o AT — AN SR 12 A T AR 25 140, T SN 1)
PEASKRIE T ES S, I, PN I SERS,  FRELSE B G ERATTHA A R S
RRHHA = Lo

Ny WEEHERTRY

POBAESER & Rl T EEMERH . X TD0EAR S TR a 1G5
FRAE, WU TDOETES NS REE TR S PGB LT = AR 2 i T A48
S I AMEIL R P . BB, DOEHA ARZIE S ERR NN TS, mEES
Brs AR AT R, Xy E 2 R A ok N, RS T &S
(VG- 7 T A B, MG T & R LR A e . 35—, WEIEES
] 5 b g A 0 S 5, e db i, PR TR s . — e g
IR AN T 5, RS, A R SRR . B, OETh R
[T 5 1 S 8 1 DA A 4R Dy s, 2Rk 7 35t BRI P 2 T SC i (3R
%o HT XL, POE K& RN R RGN T 2 R M. PUE
SRR AR EIX R FIG T S A FIE S A . E T IR 2
BRI AR AR TR R P R BB RSN A EE (TRRI1981, 1982, #FE4E
51981, 1982, 1983, 1988) H{HHEA WM, TEHHLA (2006a, b) HA R E—
W . Uik, T IR AR ) B 2R s i 2 . i, A8 A1E
H—RYVENE AR LM 2004) X R UG U 7 T A2 46 AR HE T 1S 11
IR J AT . BATINAZ TG BIX LR AT BOE T 5 B & L AL S0 S R R I
W T EERER, XS KRB IR RS SR T S R LA

YEN—ANFRTE S, OB S T EZ 22 FE AR TR LA R S50 R ST
Pt T IR B, — AT P A S EEE SN BAN ERE AR AR Xy
B AL R E R AL T — N ArRE 5 . ZhangfILai (2008, 2010)
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JeZhang5 (2009, R G k6 00 15 A v ) e 1 AR PR (R AT AR T B
OB S ARSI R P I SR TR

MG =AM ERVE, B AW FCDOEVE T M R N NAZ ALK 55 R 2=
Mo RSEMOET SR 2 UHIFidoh 3. XA 8. s, Hib
FEAE MRS RSO0 EAR S 2052 P st BB M S5 e o 0, 06 A8 I IR s
by FEEATTA AR AR R AN R R 5 — AN ARAL R) w0 o AR 7S 2B 5T R
APAT AT AR S 2RI . WiPeng (2000) . MyersflTsay (2003) ZEHF5T{H
R G = AR IR S5 g, T, ZhangfLiu (2009) @ik
S AT R BIOREE I LR A S AR AR 58 A R . AT BRI SEEG ST, X Sex) 2
WA EEAEH S 20 T o S— i, OB R RRZ R ELRITZ 4L
R R PRV ARG ) 8. WiChen (2004) {845 H KT 20 5815 (K28 W AT AT —
FHELA 1 R B AR VAR . 1X 5 AR A7 v o A FH A B A i P AR R R
gt BRI A ¢ . (HZhang 55 58 T A8 W (AT A2 PR B 503 B U 05 A 00 T 28 17
e85 R ARG T 5 AR AR A S AT A o X3 IR ATV A% 0 A8
VARG AE e or B, 1T EH [ 2 (R A b, FH SR U7 V2 R g 5 ST b oof AR 1 2%
G EIEATAE—NFFA, ATTRESS 5 B, UMb 2SR R U N3 R0
o X —RUEARTEE = rh T BI85 % R0 RER T 7E AR T &
%)

GiTE

S AR AR A R LRI P S O AR BRI A AT T S 1 ik
ARFEXS I R T AR INEE, BT TSI R A AR
PR B B 35 R BB APk, R da R DOEDTIE S 5206 35 AR Z AT e it AT
BHATRRII R AR o AR E AR A TS AR U A 38 e 5 R A0 08 H I 11,
DALk LA SI2 36 9k A AU A B R AR A SI o B X AR AN ] s () — 80
R T, ATy Ay B RSO T B XIS AR S R I SR T TR IR Y
B, Gy 7 A AT TR R AR S K B RE A DL T S R X B i
s B

[Z % 3CHR|

WAy (2006a) o FigIGAE B4 X F R A — 38 EIIERTR A T S
(=) 2006.1: 72-78.

Wk s (2006b) o 75 MEEIEFIASTIRE SRR E. (BE) 2006.6:
1-8,
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