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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.
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" &A%+ (generative phonology) , SEI % & %% (experimental
phonology) , ikt (Optimality Theory) , BENLILIEIE (stochastic
Optimality Theory) , #HARE YA (Maximum Entropy Grammar)



55

EREF 7% (generative phonology) M 20 i AR MR AL BIIAES ) T
ZARIEN B, MCLHE SR 32 (1 A2 i B 18 (Halle 1959, Chomsky #1 Halle
1968) . H#R# %A% (Natural Phonology, Stampe 1979) FUSMEZH)I L (Feature
Geometry, Clements 1985, Sagey 1990) | LLHIZ) 40 EHHLiE1® (Optimality Theory,
Prince 1 Smolensky 1993/2004) . ¥ A1if7: (Harmonic Grammar, Smolensky FiI
Legendre 2006) M fx K {H 7% (Maximum Entropy Grammar, Goldwater il
Johnson 2003, Jager 2007) , AN[FIFISHA oo 3 RIGFEATC R Lt E I ERMBOE
ZHAR, MNERIWZ TS A, Xk 7 A8 R 2575 ) ST —
SO AH TR FRAT TR A0 R 2 — D REEIR T A, A AN e BER 4n ] A2
th, WS RFIORETE, BN BL:, s AR B R TR, N
ARG TR R, B rKERES A, R S5E s, i,
PR ST, AT R, PR DL B ER, LSRN EIR P e g
K.

XA UEIREE T VEAEAR 485 R W I3 15 20 78 40 AR B . i,
RIS FEHY (sonority scale) FRIMES & HE N AE OC T 1 45 44 (R R 2 2 (1) B Aty
R, X MR R B PR R S T S R 2R A X IR R T BRAT A
X e 5 B A H 8 R 2 AT ) Lo X — WL R E Ohala [ 2 Fs & /E HH &R A RS RE 18
& (Ohala 1986, 1987, 1990a, 1995 £5)

Ohala M b2l )\ A AR HEAE FH S5 5 VR i 9T & R %% Ohala F1 Jaeger
T 1986 FgmE ) “LH & R%”  (Experimental Phonology) & & — AKX —40
BT SRR o IR, PIAE — BE R R B P 7 R 25 180 “ S5

T AR%” (Laboratory phonology) XJiX—#ids [ & & B2l T ¥R g .. A 57
TAEG S Ry, KR R BN TR AT &AM ERG ZE S, R
PR E TEFWER G IE) « R A5 JOE S 2 5O 5 2 SER I A
B3 REMBE A S N EER Cands 5 A5 FE 5 0 A BRI —FEE
B, HRWEEAEN, AREWSEHEEINEIT LR TS Rpe i R4 L
(B (Kenstowicz Fl Kisseberth 1979, Ohala 1986) o AR AR/ T [RHE
PE LTI, BT R S LR AR R U E NI e R AR, NI A A il
FRHR TR B AT SE A B A . A TR S R AT AR ) R S N AR BRI
M A — i B (KRS AP

— EEREFRFRTRAX SR

EEFIRATI “F R A AEES MBS AZRE, BAEESE R
o CERY SRR UTE A E S A SRR AR . X R RANEAAILE LT
JUAN T WSS e AN A, WS ECHH (phonotactics) , M il # 1



Ak (alternation) o 40, @G ESE (phy t, kD) HIEESE (p, ¢, k) &
XISLIIRHR, B pa “&” 5 pha “M1” WA E ST (HIEE kS
EHAEEAE R EANYFAL S AL, PO A BAMY: 18 R E S S
3k (pheak, aphart) AziiSk (photato, thomorrow) HIL, FEEA N HIALEY
fro JEREIRE EAMN G E AR S R LUEM AN sty pl, tr &
AN, zt, bn, b WIAGYE. (S0 1 AT 4l B AE 3 1SRN Ak,
EH—MEREARRE S AT EAARPESTAI: e, lock(s], bag[z],
bus[oz]. Wil IHHEAXFEN: [phai] “HL” [phalr “BIL” o HREIRIMETIR
AR IX e B FE AR ) R RS . AR R R R I A 5 PSR
B S BT A R

ARG R, X8 R R I 32 BAKEAE T3 R MU
WL R U SORTE bR S SR AT IHAN S S . (BRI A BE A e IX L
FRAREI A B TE N R AR AREEE 2 Her) g U, AT e 27 iE 1 L g
i G 2 AN ZR IS 5 2 38— R B AR 008 5 2 A H [RRE IR B T 12t i 2 A
N 2 T FRORE A7 55 HL AN A1 S AN [RIR T (R A6 1] 56 28 e 2 A B il AAS B 1)
WEEAT A BARS T, AT Fs LR TCVERIZ XA ). NTE T RO H 15 &
FUE KRR U1l NI 7E & R AR B, A HERUE (Kenstowicz Fil
Kisseberth 1979) .

N KRR HK

g P, FATTAT DAE A B2 i R I AN B 1 S R X
ANEEHE AT DR H T H AR A B . TE SRR A A ) AR KR
R FFUMAR S, AT LIoR B T AN ITE S OEIES % MBS % At s
WSS AT BRI, NONSER It = BB, FdaRETLL
AZ R AA B o FRATIAS T B A5 A VB A A ] 0 HE B, R T B A G 5o
S FAREGR, T T DA SEEG vk e e R AR S E s, AT R
AR RAERE. B, BRBIEEESZIRZBATLEERINSE N, X
I BN TCIER IR LA P A R DI RS . FE A I SESG 2, AT nT DAAESESG
BRI SIS H, Wi Al 2L 58 ) S g (L3R AT BT B AE S L I (Ohala
1995) o Ht, TATEATE b E LIS A EvH I SEI0AE & R P HIE

M MRS58 RS A ERUE, L FEEA LU LANE M.

5§, BB SR NS RESILRIIES BRI . B, VFE
S A SRR (EE, fiE, LHIHOESS) BRiEpiEE L5
AR ? TG S AR S A Y SRR R IR ANME K
R R R O ZE S IS A, U0 perfec(t) memory? faf =15 R EEH IEA —/NME
NC/HAC/) (CHEFIE) hhnddirh oo 18 AN 2 ] fz A1 78 v 5ol o 118 25 14
IEARAT 22 FLOORERE ) 3 259 B0 2 I B8 SIIE () @06 3 R ES 1 i
A e PEIEH



B, AERGE KRB IH T U N B & R AR & 1575 (Universal
Grammar, Chomsky 1986) fRfit=sfsiikils. Flwn, & &R¥ 4 &AL (phoneme) . Ff
it (feature) A 17 &5t SF R A ) RALAETE S UEAR S 181 LS Tk |
HHEADL? BeA5 H T ITMFIRYE S (gating paradigm) KA 2 T IR A Foil ) o8 2
FRE &S B AEX B Z N EEHKIA (underlying representation) 12 [ fi7 4 i
HR 5 R EEAE JEUU) - (Obligatory Contour Principle) & 75 B&AE H1a] Y FE MO BLE &
MR AR R ? a0 SO iR B0, XL 200 5 RS A ] 2 AL S5 1
CHF. HEAS —HRIME, SEIRAREN AT DU TR TR T S A eV E R B U v N
WA R AR Bldn, ket S S EH I T2 S Cinitial ranking,
Smolensky 1996) 53— 5 75 1 & F FUU A A& A5 4R B Beek 1 29 HE 41 Chidden
ranking, Davidson %5 2004) FEATAESEEG T HBIUEHSE 2 15 5 A WIS 1K 47 B R AR
PRFRI Copacity, Kiparsky 1973) J& 5 £EARCA A H A5 33 B 10 R0 00— 1 i A
(productivity) ? IXFSHHFT R FLAF T8 N FOVE 71 & R AR I AR ER R A A s &
PSS T AR A LA

B, SER R AT USRI TR A 2 WL R S S IR
B SO R A O EE A BN TREEAA DG, Blhn, WS A I R S AL S
T [RGB )2 A 5 AN TRl S AR AN R B B R GIRFAEAR OC 2 AERJEA SR vr Al |
PIVE S, TG fl A B I AN [R) 2 A F A N o8 0 4l J (P BRI e e 2 1 5
i L R ] S A N6 37 B R ] Sk AR W i Bl Y TR SR T P R e A A G ?
TS RAAEE S 22 50 H0E 5 I CHEFRAESN, IX e i 2 St DA e A
TEHZRN T o 8BS 5O T A LI AT FRAT X L83 R A I T R
ZI A

FECLR T, FRATEE SIS & R 05 RELR I oTpk Ve S 2t — P IOvEIR .

=, ZXBHFRFAHERBIR

FEARTE, el TR A SRR JLA 7 AT A 0 550 77 26 )
R . HTRTREFTIL, BT R DUKTI A HA, 07 S et
B RFEEE NI, I R DT H B 2. A
T LU R T 3 P 2% SRR D 22 2 SR T R

(—) BESHANLTRAZK MR

TR G A B R AR S R R JE Y (categorical ) o {H Bl 45 15
AR R AR BRI T ORI R, BRI IS 3R B F 2 FRATT T Ak 2 Ve s
P RSB L2 2R (gradient) o 28B1RUL, VF2iES ARG S
ARFEMBHEE (s, i, T HIGES 78 HHE SR & 2B 2 2L



T (D BENRERE R WS, JEmE S KRR S Aiked, X
—IRGN T LR (2) R HIZHES R AR . 2 U, ARV S S TR )R
IR b 2 P R LU PR 3 e ) R S TR 2 HE S B e, AT e 1 T R R R B
A AR — RSP 2 PR 2 AN SRV BEL S HE B A oS P T 2 HE S B
MR T B e 7 B A MO . (B RS SE T 4875 (Charles-Luce 1985,
Port Fil Crawford 1989) . % %1 (Slowiaczek #11 Dinnsen 1984) Jzfif *%if (Warner
SE2004) AEE T A SERT TR B IX LEVE AL AR SE RS AT OR B T S A
FEAE o 3X 100 IR L6155 R X — 2 RN S Bm b IR i s & B se Ao,
M (D) A1) g yamE AR R SE B R AT

1. [-sonorant] — [-voice] / ],

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

ANFERFFARIAE S iE L b, IBAETTER 7 (flapping, Dinnsen
1984, Patterson Al Connine 2001, Herd et al. 2010) . il 151 =745 (Peng
2000, Myers Ml Tsay 2003) 552 R AA AL KUtk 1F0—>BA ik
(R, e ARG B R PR PR IR 2 5 3R 2 G S e 3R S St BT — 4y
PEFRH TR Bk AR

— AN E R TR R I AR 1 (variation) 2 SEIG 5 R 24T AR BT ORI
AN X BB A A A TAREE AL E (A1 Labov 1972,
1994) , (HHAET RBS L E LM H BRI A 22 FEA. Goldsmith T 1995 44
MR “F 2P $er 7 (Handbook of Phonological Theory) F¥&H T 22 H 11
T, (HEPEHEARIEE AR “FRrE” WIEHE T Coetzee F Pater WM “A8 S AL &
ZHILH AL 7 (The place of variation in phonological theory) . A& &fg—1
] B R BE LA A A T A AN A ()8 S RN L (Coetzee F Pater, £ 1)) .
Coetzee Fl Pater ¥ H A8 AU K AT % & %% (Lexical Phonology, Kiparsky
1982) X LW “JE#&H K7 (late phonology) ', WIHiiEk ' gree[n] box 4
gree[m] box 7485, WHAKALE “AiE R”  (early phonology) . #illl, 5%
BT E S HAEWREREA: den/Fl/~jen/o il TR G NG IR, X
PR T AR T RE R B, TR AP AR R 1) R IR S i A B )8 REFIE, W
M B R MICE S E T (Antilla 1997) » X, &4 FE G40 o0
Z SR T B o S AT [£back (M) TG E A, H IG5 R A 3] b 23] 28 A 1)
T AT R SHARR, TAERAR SR BUAR SR ECE . WS T
W IR Ja R I S ] R R I E I IR IE A 5% (Hayes £ Londe 2006) o
i, ST R R AR I S R i N BAR RO A 5 A AT R AR A,
HPrfE s T ESE. PN E &R E—AE R 50/ AR R A Ok
(Labov 1989) o FHEEIE, SIS BIUL UG AN A8 5 IR A 26 K 5% i A8 S AR 1R
RN EBAER SR . Hayes Fl Londe (2006) i —AMEA SL%: ( “wug”
test, Berko 1958) UESE T LA&) 2 F T A BEVE R Ui 15 N B8 R b 1] T B AH OG5 &



FAF AR AR SR IC T A AT o IXLEEHER B AT AU 2 Sy — i R 27 b
HORRRE, AN E o] SR T 45 208 2 S B A 25 1 5 A e 4 .

(=) AWEANBER T RAREMHFLIKE

AR RN B AN R VBRI Tl 15 M 5 R A ) TR P 53 4
B o AT 2REI B R RAE VT 7V 8 T3 T ) W 2 R A TR )
). SR rp s TE VL AR 775 (Chomsky 1975 Z5) 2RALL, & &R 24P X i
VAR IR AR R “ I =187  (the poverty of the stimulus) KEEAT.
{EHAH LG T RVE I JC BRYE SR, & RSN SATAE A BRI, Xas k15
BT Z IR A . BRIt , XU A AT 75 BRSO e v I s Bk 4R . H
wr, AR T TRAR BRI » BSEEHIZ) (MARKEDNESS » FAITHFULNESS) ]
VBV E IRIAHIZHES] (Smolensky 1996) o SHIGIFIX —HILAHILIHES, Jusczyk
45 (2002) H#kiuis (head-turn paradigm) XFPYAN H 2L ) LIEAT 790K, &0
ABATTX R A AT T RAR R Can, bi, ambi) EEXGFESZARE A 35 A 16 ) i
(an, bi, anbi) {EEME A EK . U, AFRAMAREH L (markedness
theory) B 9K 158 45 BF &2 BIA SRR EMEHRI L 20, b » *bd
» *bno IXLEEELY N HESE AW EEYOE I, AT RE T p N S L B R R E 1
At EAZS 0. (H—ADNFEEW A8, QR A5 T P B X LR 2 1 55
PRI, A IXATE T U1 N A A IX SO SRR (R A AR E 2 R A 1 i
PATUT e & RIEE TR A BRI HIZHES e ? Berent 55 (2007) Gl & 1Y
e, e R E RS RYTAR PR S P AEELL by bd BE bn 57
B, BRI ULE A6 by *bd Fl*bn 2[R IHES G VLR AR . 1 AN
LIV, AR ICVER UF IR Bk M LI HES 2 8 T3 A8 R AR .

M REKAE (phonological representation) [ &K, 22 I S50 38 B A2 Al
TRFERTEHL . FHIE S5 1T g5 A S 2 O BE SR NSRRI o D¢ T3 AL L3l
JEAlFE Ohala A& Jaeger I WIEVETP AT 18 ) (1 Jaeger 1980, Ohala 1986) . fib
TTHE S HEEFOTIER I T 9t 2l N K 2 28 RS AL A [RE S, dn[kh] R
(K], HR—4, SB[k g A AivE & 10 A B L Ui sE AR . A D6 1
Zo it 5 2ot S A ) R BT S T BB/ . BT, Kazanina % (20060 I
WL (MEG) ) 7 72 LR T s 1 R 0 1R 408 5 A6 BEL 3 5 v R 8 i 1T AtuA]
RIAE B 7R Hs . (oddball paradigm) T, ki Be1E A i B &4 2 LD
% (mismatch negativity) F=4E, TEAEETE ULE AN . X 55 E TR e E
HR RIS ST S AR R () E RN R AR R o B RREAE ) B B AR VR R R T A A
o A, Fromkin (1971) MZMZEA/E{EFEH clear blue sky — glear plue sky,
pedestrian — tebestrian 2515 1% 42 [voice| Al [coronal |3 R E (O BEAA DL . IR, 15
BRI U A LR — B G 3R 5 A R AR bR e T AR ER . Eedn, Wan
N Jaeger (1998) 1 & IE 15 5 & A R MTEAR IS UE T 5 18 15 0 11 g3 8 N
ERN— NS REACR B, AP S X5 RIS 2 O HE LN & 4



P T 2 TS I 4R ) T4k His . i1, Treiman (1983) d#id— RIS AL
BT HESIIRA S E (onset) MBI (rime) 25519 PR HEAE TR o

A IRBCAF B RARAE ESC O A PR Uil NIX 710 13 R AR ] B
AR T HOE T S R 510 HEZ LT, SR Bh A s
5 PRI 2R A AR BARGEAE AN . CABTRARTE 1, 8 A A [H] 1)
I AE R — N AR P AR AR R B B Eedn, Jssm/AN R — DN EVEEAR . fE
R, X BB ] LU s AR AR J5 WK ##FE . Frisch (2000) F1 Frisch 4%
(2004) K ILAE BT R AT 15 (P ] Y0 H, 3K — s il S R L D) PR AR S B b 2 B 2
s PN 0 EBAHIT, EATTREAE — ARl AR P (RN B A 2R gt BRI 1 HLaxX
— MR E AN AR OC, UG, AH AR 4 B AN AH I8 )l 5 0 Jek
SR B EER R . BEH L, Frisch Al Zawaydeh (2001) A 3B 4111 1) i
T NI — B P R C A A A B AT 7823 B 0R o ABAT T BT Rz A1 v ) 1l ART
A ATV T R — Se i 3a] (B A P (wordlikeness) BEATIFAN, 45 K R I A28 & 1Y 0] 2%
L5 T AR A AL RS 2R P AH OC o IR S ST AN R B FRATT AT 75 s 45 HA SR B 21 R0
MEAEEAET, T H 2o T Uiul A GE A5 B NI 2 P TE kL h )3 24 o 2
PR35 R AR K . X — W fi7E Bailey 1 Hahn (2001) . Hayes f1 Wilson
(2008) . Coetzee fl Pater (2008) KILE %L E/EhaA A

ERDR S R P EREEEEN . A RO A RIS =R
PRI — AR R 2 G s 3K — i )2 G5 R 1 AN [R]85 - R0 P 532 M 2 488 Jl AS ] 1)
KIZGEH . X—KAE Berko (1958) MN& AT it KuE: sEiEUuE N GEE
2= AN B 07 Hb A B R I SR O SURR A E Y I B BUS S AR AR, W wug~wug(z],
rick~rick[s], gutch~gutch[oz]. Pierrehumbert (2006) *J T [f 47 T Y5 ey A H WL
[K]~[s]784K, 40 electri[k]~electri[s]ity BEAT THTAEMEMIATT. &5 WK PRE X A&
RAEGE R IRZ 445, U1 anar[k]y~anar[k]ism, 1H&7E— 84y @ F B AT 2R
PAIERAR =1, Ui interponi[k]~interponi[s]ity o I 1hd BH D& 05 156 1E A% 3% — U £ HLAA
WS AR A AR AR . XM RANCCRF TR R ARIX — e MS, Sxt
VLT AT 22 AR AR ) AR TE S B E e T 8 05 9] 5 Bk

IEAnui s N A n] BeA Hol 5 R A AR Bl 2 R A0, Uil A8 R AR
WA R T HE S A ARILE & RMAL. X — S e T8 Z R IRT A7 T 1Y)
WA A, B0, Hsieh (1970, 1975, 1976) K TEJE (1993) ST & ¥
MBS (tone circle) (148 BLAM 573 B SRS 3K 08 T A0 IU) 71 i8] B v A 5 1 3 Y1
LB A, IR AR N A E RSN T . Zhang M Lai
(2008) [ Zhang 45 (2009, 2011) JHEZMIAIC S X ANEH TX—4 %, IR
X — SRR AR P A i 3o A T R D (14 I 1 3 1

R EPTR, SEIGRFFON TR BT N VB A & R AN VLR A T EER . IXJ2E R
YR N B8 RAVPUEAEATE W] T8 5 A S iR & 2 A T8eA A HE S
HA R BARE . By 2RI AR, XA TR YE L BN SO BSR4
P mH, BRI RIERIRRE, B A N A A S AR ISR AN
WA O RN GBI VG N AR, A ORIE S A S 1R, 4
FH S 25 0 B e 2o BR300 — SR ) b B e i 2 L T



(=) BERFEEFZLLEESTFZRRER

BRI 2 5 R0 2 RO BRTE 5 2E OGRS R EE IR LR 0 4 22 5 v 7R 2
o X REAFEPUE R IR FRRGE] T HEM. X2 M TIEIetR 2850 1
£ (markedness) 0] @4E HH B P OBUE 2 —, MmHes T Thrdt s
U R Hp 2R SRR R I (A, o FRATTAE I HL 2% T LM 1 o
R Z2 (P f B ESRUE, T8 5 A AR AREE 1 R L S 3 vl ) TR A A

LK WX L [E AR AR SR W 0] (regressive) [, WO MR & & 5 7
AR, (HERE EER T EAES MR, %%, Jun (1995) . Steriade (1999,
2001, 2008) Z5F H X LEA X FR M A 5 AN [R) 4 2 7E AN R b RIS RIARRAE 2% D) AH O
(1) o 39 ) [l A2 T 28 AN 52 30 15 T G T A LB — Al B o 1) ek e
BRAE; AHLE TS AR, SRE MRS EA s, i Lt & FIE-S 1 b A R 5 1)
S ) Ao, DRI SL BN s BN, FTLVEAN KA G il AL, R E 2
AR TE S A . 3X i85 AF Fujimura 25 (1978) A Ohala (1990b) 2% J#% 2
KA1 8] T SR

WEZESEREA VST BRI 0 BAE R 2 S TE R S aiah ki
WY A, XEE S A S s A R AR R R A R HoT
AL B 28 e il & B S5 R P e I 8 — 2B 1Al o (Al st) S EHE A
JCHIRAERT I, (HEEDS — RS S 8 () DU 306 A 05 JECE P9 4 3 o
[8] . Fleishhacker (2001) ik — ZFUVEAL AN 15 2 5 1) /860 BE 25 1) S50 61X — IR
SAEH T WS R 3K PRI AUt e N 08 st J ) 2% )23 5 T 2 PR B X il
Mo X RS AT A By IUEAE AT R s HES bR S22
(R A4 TR R AT RE G L S SRR 2 B 30 . AN T S Sz ) 4 BRI 1) i R S ek
HIRE PP E 1

VSR AE S A AL _E RV 208 5 R A AT, Bin, s e A
KEREE XL, FWARMAEGES no g M o EPEREKRKAGES, #5515
A TTE RS S RITERLW, BEIREE SR, hooE S E Sy
KA TCE AN A BE L. Beckman (1998) A Jix 5] S W bt iml Y 1R 5 A i T
(PRI S, i, Horowitz Z57E 1968 A F H il 1 1435 4 e ) v AT 151
5K &AL i R mEEAIEH . Marslen-Wilson XS 17E# (W Marslen-
Wilson 1 Tyler1980 %5) JCFWratiayl Al “AS A7 (cohort model) B /&
28 i) 1 T TR B O B

RGN GIEE Y, R BN I AR LA J5 2 5 Br g e L,
IRIRAE BT X0 I 1 5% | . Massaro #1 Cohen (1983) . Pitt (1998) . Hall¢%%
(1998) S5 Job A HE 52 50 2 B Ut 1l A0 A0 L0 35 A ARV I Al o ek 2 32 31 S
SIOECAU S B, dl At EEE R A S AR S Y S AT, Vs
UETENLEXS dl At AEWT HEIHE 5 S eI A gl A1 kI (Hallé%5 1998)
Moreton (2002) DIJ7E b FE Al b 58 HE— 20 Mo 3R B 7 5% i 8 4 1) 2 &R e &5 A vk
1), A E R ITCPER . AR T 98B 23T bw A dl AN, 45 R RIS X

T
—+=
PIAN
pits



AN RSB E AAEE, HRIEAXS dLAALE bw BHRAGHEF . AT A4
TIXPIAN o A AR LR B 2R 225 o

DO SIS A i AR 2 28 B Bk ik

M E—T AT LLE B, S5 R T V2 ARG 5 R AR AL S Sk 3
Pt T FI AR . HE TSR AT RIS T R APk, FATEH
ERREL SO P T4 (B R T A

(=) &G RIDAEAE LB & &R B AL

22 TS0 435 SR BT ORI 1 5 2R 48 460 55 T S o B T 55 o PRI AR XL ) 2 R A ¢
[F) “FHR—TES” — 48 (Chomsky 1 Halle1968) 2 T5EN] . WG R4
— M4 (formal) FBEHR, T 155 W2 R P EE S A BRI, I8 AT T an o]
TR VE 0 R 5 R R ) 4 5 e W 2

KT IEA ) 22 AT VR B FP A AN R S . — R YN IR & &
(synchronic phonology) N A5 [Hif7 . Boersma (1998) . Steriade (1999,
2001, 2008) . Flemming (2001) . Zhang (2002) 54 i35 1E I N AE Ak 18
(FITIZ B B2 I A HES Hh HEARI K . XA ] B R A I E ], A T RE
ST VBRSNS I E S AR RIEE AR T “ e 7 Canalytical bias
Wilson 2006) HIFEH . (HIX L0422 FRN N 5 28 45 14 5 I A0 SO 3R 35 N LI I ok
FooE A% LIS 2 ZOR T 1) o 53— 285 WA A T M 21 (1) R 2 58
TR R RS B AR . BT D S AR W A R
( misperception ) & B [, XAILHN & RAEA R A E S L A M (phonetic
naturalness) o {H MG A1 BE SR, UEiH AN H R R H0E S BRI GIA
W, BES AN S 2P ER BN RE T (W Anderson 1981, Ohala
1981, Hale 7] Reiss 2000, Blevins 2004, Z=f 2008) . IFHnss 2K, Xibyg
T EAAE S AP MERH B S EARMEN: FWafifeE (W Ohala) ,
I S5z (an Blevins) , WA MNEA IR CHEE (U1 Hale A1 Reiss) o
R AT 0 5 ) 5 RIS AL 25 AN AL 5 R RGN TR 1) o D& T 31X —JLm — P )
i fF Hansson (2008) " —AN4 I LSS .

IR 2 2 LA R AR BIIR N S0 T HE 11 vt 0 20 FH S B R o 3 sl
TRYRBENERITRE 2 —. WHATRFF SRR, 24 F AT ) 1 5 45
SRR K. Seidl F1 Buckley (2005) XFJUANH 2 LEAT T, ERAABAT T N T
5 Cartificial language) HPIRRAS [A] 25 ZR R (1) S A (0 AN TR o 3 PR R ) o
—FEE R R AR, B—FEES FEAN AR AT 4 R B ) L
PRI SI 432 A 22 1 o IXARLT- 2 BHAE 25 1 1 AR M0 LI 3 2RO VA 52 1)



M S T IR 5. {5 Thatte (2007) F&H Seidl F1 Buckley {5256 45 B 52
BT ARATAE R B I e R, KR E S RN . Uk A, Thatte
(2007) A IERFPUAS = F 2R ) L Sk v Xt 2 B A AT T 7 25 TR 2 dsh A 1) o)
W (pa, fi, pavi) LEXJICHRIVREIEIRITE (pa, vi, pafi) J3 I TR BE K,
NI S S DY = R N = (O R W A DA B e S N o= K e s
Wilson (2006) i FH H KWK 52382 15 BERE — N8 1495 30 ) 42t 4ef 28 )1 e 5cghs o
ARG RILE SRR T, anrh o B S AR R BRI N B Se s T, Rl
IRESIEA AR ME Choo s T e 2o, Hmuo s AT 2o ik
HAESLIN 3 R P A B SR . Zhang A Lai (2010) I i % 3538 145 = 75 &
e = P AR R A A AT AR T EE R N AR TE T AR SR AU S AR SE I R
VER o ABATTIR 25 SR 2R WA O T2 I 2 S 10 2 = P AR YR AR ] Hp AT A P T i
WER YIS NSRS R EE S B TLR, KRR, Bimse, Hirm
S R E AR 5 15 o 3K — JE I — DI g AL o 22 (0 505 3L At . Zhang
Fl Lai (2010) XIX— A EHHER MBI

(=) JuBs 5B = T R A &

TATHE F30h a4 20 S5 45 AR W Uil N i3 R AR RHVFZ 2
PERVRFAE IR o IXNHALGE R u W PE I HE N S 2 gt TAR KRBk A Tand g
I SREIAT R )22 e e AR 58 4 A RS 2 M 1 S 36 25 SR 2

MR [ F B RE,  1#5 228 I BEAR AR A Ab BB J2 1k ) 8 R AR At 1 vl g
P£. Boersma M1 Hayes (2001) HIBEHLILIEIL (stochastic OT) S bis gt >
#3535 (Gradual Learning Algorithm) 78w ()= A Jg i —pprn 47 ) B JEAl . 78
KBRS, AR BRI R I o A AR IE A A
by AR IR, BRI L E A S AT LR E AR s I I
AN = A I HEA R R BOE L . B 5 & PRI 1R B X AR T ANV E I 2 TR
(RZRAEFN LI E R, T2 RVFHRIZ A R JZ AT — MR A, A —
A2 A8 e A 38 T A (RIS ZUAS [F] R 2 G B e 2 2 AR R 2 St o Wik )
A S ) e 2 e AN B I R SO i b A R B R TR R A RS . A
I ZRE RN, X — SRR 4R 2 A B0 A RE I 19— e 3R Rel M Tl 24
P AR LR ) TE7E . Boersma A1 Hayes (2001) {HUESE T L SCATHE RN S5F 221511
AR R E AR AL P& R T E S U AR S e e tE TR B R RV
WIS A #S 2 v LA X — 5k R I3 10 . A LE T 28 00 3 18 1) I £ B Tk
(Constraint Demotion Algorithm, Tesar £l Smolensky 1998) X} T-48 =¥ JohHEN 11,
BE LI 1 S ik )45 S A e 10 i S0 £ 1 AR e At T — AN B A
fiili o

T3 — P RE % A7 A% Hb Ak P AR S A0 6 18 B R U FTE VA (Smolensky
Legendre 2006) . 7EX—Hig, FEAHIALMEA —ME (weight) , TAE—
i 306 T A — > B 3 S ) I 29 2% AF I BCE K e IR BT R E I R 2 8
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(Harmony value) o &R ZE0 8 i I B 0L S Far tH 0. SR T-REALPLIE 1, 3
ATTAT AR B AT — ) 249 B AN A A 23 A AE — AN DX TRLIRT, AT AT LA otk 98000 22 7
Pater (2008) & Hi 18 A1 VA 1) 2 15 5530 LU Bl L0 2 o8 1) i 2F ) 753 530 s Holke s
PE, TR MR B A . B K VE (Maximum Entropy Grammar,
Goldwater Al Johnson 2003, Jiger 2007, Wilson 2006, Hayes F1 Wilson 2008) /& i H!l
AR — WMRBAMEEE—HIL C FIBEER w, FFHX T AT x
PHRIEI y, Cyx)AK y FRHIL CIIIREL, MBAWBEDT y PE RIS HU0N e
T

3. h(y1x)=exp(= Y w,C,(y1x))

X IGAE J x (¥ R TR AR IO AR AN S5 x (K BT AT (s I 8%
MSHZ ML, a4 Pros.

4 pyln)= Eh(fly(;)x) QW x (AT T O A

yEQ

3K I Tk 3 TR M 00 AT R SCRESS AT AT R E (AKX 5) Bk
o X—ME&AE(E B2 (information theory) HHEEZMIER (I Shannon
1948) .

1

, QN x T E R IE DR
(y1x)

. Hpyl)= Y pi1nles

yEQ

FERIZ AT CRAIN DU T, SRR AE VAR 1) 2 A3 2 3 e g A\ — i HE 0T B
WA KN EE D KEfEME D X EMER (A0 6) S K INHIZ) 2 AT 1L
H,

6. log(p(D))=log( [ [ p(y1x)

ylx€D

RNEEE LA T E REN It B AR 5, IS RAT e st
(K234, AT BATRENS Ay r 2 A0 RS > 4 1 Hh S ) ) A0 1 R
i, AT ] A R BRI 2D i “ o i 7 o 3Kl A PR e B TR
&M G RUCETE, of WA S IX— BRI TIE, 52 1300 H i i
A6 MEBRAMECH AR 7 MK, of MR, C RRCE i 25 L U (1 m]
REPEALRAN

7. log([] py1xn-Y (Wz;’f )

yIx€ED i
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Wilson (2006) {8 LUIX— =y 0 45 10 SR A k158 0 o2 45 46 245 (1) 43 4 Ak 1) £
O, ki iof VA T*ke Mo fH, MMk X —HIZ7E ) EalfE 5
B AT m IR E . X — 7L T RIS = s o0, oS v S
M AL Re g i 2 S oo ar, (H R AR

KRB RAEME (2007) FEHEEMPIEN.

WIERFRATTANTE S R IL N & RS i ELEAEA, A FRATTI A 20 1
X —ANJaWE I S Y R A TG, ISR R R S AL S e P S v S I Y
JEVERIF G o FRATTWAT A BELRUE MIELE R B2 S I G rh W= A A R
V0 W P ) & AL S W 2 O T IR AN ] AN [R] 22 3 B AN R A [F] o Flemming
(2001) F5kH MINDIST X ) AL Se 01k 18 il £ 58 SRk 0 37 18 5 A7 L S5k 21—
SEFEREMR AN 22 5, IXAERELRUE L 4/ 22l s BT RE (R 3 R R A P ArAE,
AN AR SEIIAN RIS AL, T AT 2 1 v 2 IR 5 e -5 YW 1) 2567 %) ST AE (7] —
ARG ILAr . HX—HIZAAE T2 MALE 1R bR & YE R L RS SE R 2 T,
HPP T LB AN R AL IR 2 851 . X &5 B 24t Tk e e, HE
R ETATES— DU LT Pierrehumbert 55523 ) 5k FAF AL R (exemplar
theory) A JEAli >R R AL BEA 18] B A 10 v S e M A AN [ 2 1 2 2R B 1R DG IE
Pierrehumbert 2001, 2002) . & &SN A] DAPEE 1 R I LL 115 2 28 (1) AR, 1M
X BERR A A AR MR 5 SR FNE B0 AN BT IR o I 6 SR LA ) Y I M ek
M — R EIX—5IRBE (perception-production loop) IR E MU SLME Y e 1Y, HIIX
—EI R R AE NS NE S AR TE R o S TVa st S 2 2E 00 & 1 g v 7
ER PR AR ) — B TR 4R 2 04T R 25

(=) XTSI

PATIHE SO Ui vl AR TE A1 R A 18 25 AR AR RN (R ZE A e 2, BPAE
FE—/NE T BT AS 5 AT I L f DU 5] b, aE 15 AR I SR 3R] 1 i F A
o5 S A BARBASE vp 1 BAR R AE A B2 P A . X BB FRATT AN g X L6 451)
AIMET B 25 FE B R TEVE R o ARFRATT X ey AER S A PR S 161 AR 1 A R
W) K2 A R Py 48] 4 ) SR R g 2

Zuraw (20000 idsk T — N RIX —HOHH] 1. SNk — AR
eI (nasal substitution) o HRPFIX—FN], —ANE55 455 AHAR 2 &% A It
K AE, I NESR A W gtp — mo (HIX— M NLEEE Nk iE R
V2 4h. T pordk “Hu[X’, pam-po?dk AHLN) . SRITIXEEAH]Ah LA — 2
M e S B AE K A B R Ay 1 2E S BT ek 2E (B E>HARE>ERT)
B AR 2R LI T BT RE R AE . Zuraw FSEEG R BAERRGAH, S
DU ROAT A 2 5 B I TR A B )3 B R AR AN ] RIS R R % )
AR o
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H T AR I % T A A AN DA PR i) 6 e R D ) B — 1 A X X
AR S, Zuraw (20000 DABEALOLE S R AT, $EH T —/NF125 5 42 Blod 25
A, xBTS P AR R A, R S RS )
ARSI Z) % USELISTED HIZY AT A9 (H ] A v 1 R G ) i HEF R BE A L
HZAIL . #11, pampo?ok 7E 1 EH A —/NFI25 T, USELISTED %K H 3R 245 #)
A —ZNAE I, 100 w2 AR A S 1 24 W) R 3L 8 o R SE () [pampoRok ] — A
AR AE DN AT GO0 R A FIASIT, P e 8 AR HEZ B L 20k e, o
NC (FEEA VS F R I . NasSuB (i 2 AR 1835 R fo v B0 A8 B3
B 5 *[g, *[n, *[m (BEAARVFHIEERE) 5. WUR*NC MHIMEE S,
IS FE AT R T il B3 534 W * . *[n Al*[m (WHEFMER KL, B4

RS R, SRR ek k. IR, Zuraw (2000) f5
HH BEMLOCEE 18 138 1 ) #4350 RE e 0 LSS 0 B V8 (118 L E by i N I L A 3] 451 £
HIZHESME, AR BER R TiX — AR . BANNNA Zuraw 5] 25—
A2 BB AS A X A0 1R Ak BE B H A IE P, AR I — AN e . Hayes A1 Londe
(2006) . Zhang Fl Lai (2008) A Zhang %% (2009, 2011) HE#iX—Eigis A T4
FRVE A 08 RIS AR S 5451 A B £ ) T AR O B AT 2R PRI R

FEA BRI AR AL BRI T 5 — AN etk . Pierrehumbert (2006) A FHiX
— PR A AN SR T AT 1 2 0 AN K]~ [T AR RIAT AR MR T T RS o A ok i1k
NG GevE AR 1 75 28 AR AR R S Sr AR AT X 0] S5 TRl RE AR () R v HE RSl
() o TEAPGETHHEIE AT LAAEAS R Z R S SE R BbAT, i my SE ) e A AR 23 R] (1)
KNG AR REAR G Gt ve . Wttt 1 T RLR =/ MBisE. 55—, A
R GERT 8 YRR e I G v RS AR B v o a0, sedinlileh, Dh-ic S5R1NZ
B M-ty RS E 2 Aart TR E RN (k= s) , AU A AR
AR S AR 5, G IR RO, A RGO HRE AR
s B, B LUk/gs R 2 SRR -ty JEEN E 2 B At AT RE K
Ao 3K — R bR T2 2 A AR e AN A s PR RO RSO0 SR R T 2 A, DA
EEUTE NS KRR RE S T EEENMAL. 5=, S A RS R
PR R A N R GO PR AR BBy . il , RV el o A3 LL/k/ 45 8 (1) 1]
M-ty JESNER e H o 2 E P AE SR S A (R i AN -ity 54D, (H2
VLT AN B RERE “ 2357107 XA AR XA e A ik b . 5 IRATT TR
filt B My AT B N AR A AE D -ity  JE 4RI AR AR ORI RS R S e,
ble[k]~ble[k]ity. XLE{ ¥ AE Pierrehumbert (2006) [1)SZ5H #RAS2] T AN A FLE (1)
WS,

> e R AN PSS Wl A S NAEEREEMTR IR 7S S 1R U AN [E P2
FEFEN, X—MLEIE TR ARSI & A 2T R SE I R
POTPRAZ — o FRATA B 5 22 1 BRAL B SIS0 X — F 2 1) I il 1 25 e e gk —
I

o SRH AR T I A ]
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XPSEH B R FMBESER AN EER S — B 17556
(competence) Fif F 174 (performance) 5P, ML R EVHA B T B
PITE Ve, T )8 AT MiElE. {HI1EW Ohala £ mE/EM e, (TAiE S
i, Joie e H BT Tl 2 SE I T SR AR I, SERR BB YE TR S AT O 1
KEMFRRHBNMES EIHTESAT A E, Wk siubl. B, wmgeit5¢,
e A& RERAE AL, Uil NS RATRESE HEMEM . X33
MIAWRANETRIEETITARMBEREN AR . X — i/ Pierrchumbert 55
(2000) . Bybee (2001) Z5iEZ E/EHHE LA,

{HAESEI 3 RWEFTh, FRATE DA 20 B S AR SE I PR BT (AN B AR, AT
5 ERARTC KT I R E Fe o B, 28w 5 an) 8 sz iR\ $efit
FCSLIESE, R e Rk, A2 N B B AR S ik, S nT et e
H AP AR LR = P AT R A, %% (Ohala 1990a) o I 4E XTI #4875 5 2%
FeAR, WHAAA KW AL (ERP)  ZhRe MM LI s (EMRID A v 1o < A
(MEG) 5§ 552 i T~ ) ot 199 2 DKo Bz o T 1) PR 1 it S N T s 2> 1 52 0 N e
e T 1 3200 DR 28 6] S5 45 B () 52 o

e, A TR e R EIEA LS, BATLIEN & RHIeH —
NN RSN .. X — RN RIS KR e 2k, B A&
5B SR AR T A T o AR ART S SIS A T R S5 1, T SN )
FEARYE THIS AR . AR, PO SRS, PR S IR S BRAT T A R G
WRAEAE L.

Ny WEEHLEREFRSE

POBAESLI 5 R0 T HEEEN . X T DOE AR S R s
FROE, I TPOEE S L REE I FE AR ). DUERLLR =AM s s 722
S I ANE R . S, DOBEHA R ZIE ST ERBR KN TS, mEE4
Br ARSI I A R, XSy T L A A ok A . X T ST
BV 7 T A B, MG R T 8% R LA S A Re e k. 38—, WiligES
P25 M R4 S S 7 5, FealRdb s, PR TIRE R, — a5
IR AN T 5, R, S R TR SRR . B, OETh R
IG5 11 Sk 38 1 DO A 5 4R K P D SR, 2005 & s = A2 7 e A s i
%o BTN, POENERIET REIANIEFTRAE T 2 R . POET S
GO AR X A RIS T E A B SRR A OGE . W iR IR R
BRI ISR ARV R R VPR HERERNSIENE QLA 1981, 1982, %
B2 1981, 1982, 1983, 1988) " HHAG 1L M, eV (2006a, b) HlAG H
WPk, Tk, KT XEEAR M AR A B W 2 . i, Ak
HVEE W —RVENE (A B ERE 2004) {0 R E4E 5 8 7 AR E T 1
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SEIRR o3 o BAT IS B L SO DGE T 5 I M A 1B 5 R R
AR T EEER, 1 EX S RES IR R S5 5L 4t T S M EE SEat

ER—AAEES, BOETT 5 E A2 FE0AR TR AR A SE56 3 R 2% T
Peflt 7Rkl B, — AT E RS AR I AR EE e ARKAR . X R
WU S AR L R AE R T — AT RE & . Zhang A1 Lai (2008,
2010) J Zhang %5 (2009, 2011) A I8 i X M08 1 A 5 78 ) e 1 o AR R A 1 AT 2E
PR LU R B S A SR S R P AR AR AL T iR s .

M — N FERYE, FATER DR S R IN N AZ A SE K 55 R4
Mo AEGRMPOET SR 2 UHIFFidoh 2. XA 50 5. s3EE s, Hib
AR MRS AR 2552 D1 50 BB W S5 i o o, 0 AR (1 9 5%
B, HEATE AR AR TR S AN R R 5 — AN TSI I o RS 2R RIS B
AR RAT AT AR5 A K. 41 Peng (2000) . Myers A1 Tsay (2003) Z5Eff5%
(R I 1 1) = A AR I A S A arh i, X, Zhang F1 Liu (2011) 18
o 75 2R A TR B RS 0 LA S Dl AR se b R, A BAR ISR, IX Ll
o BV 1) B EE A A S S A T . i, DUE AR T R G R A AR T
LA RBASTCVEM YL A B . W1 Chen (2004) 45 M TT 20 58356 (AR FHAT:
o] — I 2 RER A TCVEARRE . X 5 AR LR85 A AR B A R e B A
RAG LIMIRE A S B Zhang 55 5¢ T AR PR AT A PR O 9038 BH B A O T4
TR S R AR 5 5 v AR IR AR T A AR ] o X U8 B A TV N %4
X AR RGN A oy B, T O [P A ) B b, S U v s SIS b
RGO BIEATAE—NEFAR, ATIRES T H 4. UL SRR B A
BRI X — UG AT = I B S0 R A R B T A AR
(ORI

GiTE

S AR AR A R LRI P S O R BRI A AT T S 1 ik
ARFEXS I R T AR IONEE, BT TSI R A M AR
PR B B 3 R PR APk, R da R DOEDTIE S 5206 3% AR Z AT e it A
BHATRR IR AR o AR E R A TS0 AR R U A 38 AE 5 R A0 08 H I 11,
DAL A S 36 9k A AU NS B R AR A SI o b X AR AN ] s () — 80
R T, AT 5 Ay BRSO B XIS AR S R I SR T R IR Y
B, Gy 7 A AT TR R AR S I B RE A DL T S R X B i
s B

(2% 3CHR]
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