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1. MRABEHMRH B RERF

ToerE R A H AR B AT — AL R A A R H A SRR . R IEK
FHAAR T FHE R DB A — MMM “JB B AT XA 2 MR ERE 3, B TR ER
AR EIMSIE, BT AMBRELEN, BN ERE S IREA R I AR, 58
FATSH AR BEATEIANTRE BTN =R ERAN, B AT N
IRENEIE TS I ERBN, HER B, X ME S, X2 AT AR, i B — e
AT AR, BRIR X ME R R ME S, BATEDE T BIMEIER
To A, HAUZERIH L R85 #AA — Lo s PG 15 S s — D E
(Chomsky, 1975) , XA HHBN A KIES AFAINR DR AR, 0
HZIRZINIE R, B0, KM THE , BB AEA TR HE R PR R B R MER
AR B ABIEIKIH,

2. g 5N

ERTEMSIENEER A ESF Ea s XM ER B KP4 en— A
MBS IR %o FEHEIESURE , B M 1957 4F Chomsky AR R IE 4545 ) — 5
PLR, 5 ESMA2HN—EE UM ARFHER LR, BRXFIRIASES RO E—
BN, A2 PR TR N 2B S AL 2 AN . 5 2 BN R E IR 2E IR, TN 28
PRINEERIE S WL, B NEARBE TR, BRERAES FENEFHAD
SHURFRZT KBRS . NMAERFTRE, AAFERERE, A&, ERE
NEE A EEFZ D . RFFEX S ES NI I & R AR E thE
MR, FFE, XMIANRBES T AXIES HENIER. Fl4 Goldsmith (1976)
RHEMEEEBE A%, H Plerrehumbert (1980).Ladd (1978, 1996). Guessenhoven
(2004) % A R R B B R % (intonational phonology), #B & DL X 4% .0 #.
Pierrehumbert (1980: p. 59) fHEA#AMD )R E - “7E B A ik B, BT IIRLE B P XA B
B EEX A, R A — AR, AR M — MR EME R K FOo il
HRFHE, A M ERERERER, 2B RBANH K2 G, PP HIERXEE R
FXABANHE . S2HEROTER, BB iRARERE AR EMHER L Z A
FRESGRERHEY - MEREER, AHAHERANEXR TR - KRERE, S 4
R E SR T AR R, - AL R BB —FTr i FHARRT#E—F7r
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G2 XK AL RIE RN RA T ., BENE, BMEATREUK
HEATAER), OB T2 IR ToBI ARER R , #2878 HXAE LR 987545 RO
WHEERSR 2 LR, TE0 LR BIR, B E MM RIS, RGN IR pH
W, FIRMEE R R X S0 AP AE TR , B F T H 2R R FH AT MR 7 FHER IR
B 2K AR,

b B AERENEEEESE TIESH OB REZNE AR, REXA
), B AME T S R G, B AU MR 155 22 Al 2 AR o3 TR SR, WREE 22 3 T6 ok
BE, PR AP X E BB E AL Z R Bl TR (] /[v] 2 ZW LUK
“ferry” 0 “very”iIXPINHIX Bl AR, Fr PLX I B LS8 E H R AR 0. K,
N A XN HER /v BN RE, a0 [, [c] 2 [R], eTEER ELRNED R
WIS, (B A B, BRI 2 — S MR R K, XA H, — DM ER
BOAERE T ERE s P, Arh 2L Thae i A R 2 LB Ak vEm . M BE AT
BETE RN, AT DL AR B SO AR R . B EMRIEE ¥ REEN RN —.
AR SAES FHOR T KE#HD . HE, WARERFTE BRI A 174X
BN s A i e ey TR . XMAEANERE A= SRS A%EL
b 2. BB RFHEMBEXMES, Ladd (1996) THEHE Pierrehumbert 3R
HX— K R B autosegmental-metrical phonology of intonation,

WFSA A, MBI R R B TR, Z DTSRI R
ZRHEA , XA AT IR 2 A B, 72 P ERMP e ERITSE R, 2/ 08
T, UER A% DR EESE HEfh R 2R A 2. X HEHREZ — , RE N EEZEE T —
MRZFRIIRE A S EZENE R, B SHUH,

|

3. & & il #l

il

MZFrogeBIR B RS RS, DA — RIS XTI RNA—ERE
Bl e AEEXENS, IR S REE RN R BAMRE=A], A0 A
A LAEAR SR S B Oy ge Bt ENE T Bk, o b Ank stk B S AVRINE

@ “In the literature, one can distinguish two approaches towards the problem of establishing which intonation
patterns are linguistically distinct and which count as variants of the same pattern. One approach attacks the problem
by attempting to deduce a system of phonological representation for intonation from observed features of FO contours.
After constructing such a system, the next step is to compare the usage of FO patterns which are phonologically
distinct. The contrasting approach is to begin by identifying intonation patterns which seem to convey the same or
different nuances. The second step is to construct a phonology which gives the same underlying representation to
contours with the same meaning, and different representations to contours with different meanings. ... The work
presented here takes the first approach, in fact, it stops at the first step in the first approach. ”
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BRI B AmhS (Ladd, 1996), H K, FEHRME LA, B & SR 0
WEAZE BB AR SiEE, MR AR E BRI T SiE LM EmEN. &
TMREAINE R, St REX AT, 9 4Rro B A B s, bR 2
WAERAF(ERENAAERZS) AR E T B ERNEKAZIRN . #HEsEiE
PR Hd . RAREATE A X R 2 AR A R, BEATE D AHERRR 48
HURIBRRAT R SRR BRI G R ABEARX B, BEA T AR ER AR S A RO ML
EBIBER, B I S BSNE R &, B A A B, LU H iR & TIRIGE 2 28, Brblik
FEA BN TNRGABALE R — N R 7 NI, EH A EAE 61 5He 4
P RITESHLA

B = T oRA R B AR A S B R SR AR S, B AUE A T W AE S, thid A
TESHEAMTI A, B EEEB(Xu & Liu, 2006, 2007), B EfEBENR EHER
B RESTHE , AR s EN S, BIAT 3 BRI 18] B ) — RS A BT . AR
R ST FH IR S WIRIRASR B TRl — Db RIS HORES, S R ke
SIRAS . ARG TENKAE  EBRESHS B AR, EF RN . XAEAR SRR
b EASTES RO, M RASE SREA i ERREAE R, NiX— < L, REshfE
HERAM 28555k b ARR R HEURAS RO R IE 8 A B Bh R )R A K ga 8
o

IERE —

%t
By
s
bR

B=. xFaENEAES

BV TR AR ST A R B B AR SRR RO T R AR A A B AR i A
(Xu & Wang, 2001), BREZENIEEAMIAELL , EARBEREIRNIN T 20T AR

(1) & BARBIRALERY pitch target) BE ] DR RESHY, T LR B8R,

(2) MRS ML EEFE IRAS , 1805 AT — B EGEA T K B3 3R (velocity ) AN
# JE (acceleration) .

(3) == BFRAT A IR R 58 AT 45 B B R 25 5]

HHai o s AR SRR =R RS s R RS ER , BirR S - 248
EATHT.
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Onset Fo—determined by : Turning point
L default neutral value, or e (delayed due to inertia)
preceding pitch target

o Pitch target: [low]

time —=

EM. BirEAEE (TA model), EMMNELRTEDIAR,
RERTKREES Bifn EENHEIERRREEMM L

¥ AR DA RO b RaESaE = R B 2k, B A Ronmy B AL HCiE B A
ZERR PR . e EE, A B A B R TR AR, mHE A F s
WRFFAL, TATIAER, F_F WA QSN T ERARMENRK, SR E=F
TR BRI . B2, 8 =5 B, I R R LR BRI A2 a — A B
KREEWRIFTERITR) o M ELRERZ S 1A FRBEBREET: B—F 5 F,
B LT BRI, ArEL, B R B RS ph 2R FAr e iR AL — B, ME—
AK—ZEHTT R TR X A A BT, (HiX AR WA, B2
ZEWHEEAL, F—F RS . XS RN, A T S a
— B (W25 BT W Gandour et al. , 1994; Xu, 1997),

a. b.
160 | 160 |
140 ] 140 ]
120+ 120 & TR
100 100
80 | 80 |
60 sl H R H H
~
=3
[ c.
160 |
140 1

120
100 ]
80
60 |

F
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I AFREL AR, Bl AU DLE B S A E IR B AL, B T LAE S, i
FIZ SRR BT, A TR SR ERH GRS IR SR, X MERLE, AR
Fh BFn(lhigh], [rise], [low], [fall] ), A7 J1& I, E AT LAY BUFE ] . (L]
Na B AREHBERAEL. AES b B, E— TEWRIEERBAE & A I, =Y
BRI 4, (B R R R EEATERERIES 2 B KR —B 1E
BN ¢ B 88— TUS R I B Inas, S B RS ENFe oy s 58— =F TR I EIEEE, &
ERAREIRAT S . RS d B, 58— T TRR RN, 58— = F W K4,
HERIREN ¢ BINSREES I EURHEL 7 F—TEEATLLE S, B BoR
HFE ) T BAE PRI RE R SR IS TS 21 58 2 B F o

Pitch :
target:  Migh]

+ wide low + narrow

Ez
=

Pitch range: normal

d
-
-
-
.
249 P45 928 BEY

Strength: strong weak weak strong Duration: long short  short long

B 11 qTA B (omon o o, Cerconn) BRFERER. @

WL MK R E R S R0

4. RExTHHE R HImbS

AT E 23S, NIRERAEERE , A IBLE B H AR Z R B C B AR ILA
R (BRABE N TR TEER) , MR E AT HAFRZMEE, XEEEHHARER
P3RS e R IE AEAR AR B 8L X (propositional meaning) , 5 R TRZ HAME KK
B XEEEMLAGHRAARRIIRE . PR EE RS S MR
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@ 4717 (Lexical contrast)

@ fE 5 (Focus)

@ M/ 154 (Topic/turn taking)

@ AJEY (sentence type)

® #5/494 (Demarcation/ grouping)
® ANF (Attitude)

@ 1% (Emotion)

EA L R—HNEIE 4RSS SRR X 2 ZRRIIIEENE? BB 2 NBATRH T
— MNP R. NIBEBEANTEER], BRI R &M HI S LT A2 5195, A
TR R G R RN, BTV SR oA A e R R E SRk
S, E-LRITE 2004 FIR B K 1T 4465 & B AR LA (Parallel Encoding and
Target Approximation model) , F} PENTA, RREAUMZZ BRIk 2] £ 2 15 = S T
o BARNTERENRENR ARSI, NN ER N MR R A,
T —E B0 (Target Approximation) ZE0H. X £ 2% il U B B 7R
Y BRI AR R, f X MERL (RS s B A T & B AR A R E R

ek, £ FERTHEE, Bl AN E SO B B A BR D RR AN IE 1 B An i SE LR
EELEE
Parallel Encoding
o . Target
Communfcatrve Encoding Approximation
Functions Schemes parameters Target Approximation
| Lexical |>————{ ---
| Sentential fﬁﬁ{ - * Pitch Target Sequentle}lly & asyr‘{lptotlcally
approaching local pitch
Focal |[----{ --- » Pitch R i
oca { iltch range ta.rgets,each synchronized
Topical ————{ -—- « Strength with a syllable, across a
G - ) specific pitch range, and at a
oupme ""{ _ * Duration specific rate of approximation

B+ EORBEBIRERER (Parallel Encoding and Target
Approximation model — PENTA, Xu, 2004, 2005)

4.1 43id

TRE SONIEF LR ik, RS AR SO BREE o o LR AR B X o3 IF
Ko FREFNRERIIERZ — FHNTRIEFL: THF MHF. = LA A=
o AITHMEF AR A LR ES AN, FE AR GEEEE R R
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EEEA. DERAME, EICEXAENERES B, A RKAR P LA  BEEAH
FIRFTRFARKER, EAEER, - NE WAL NAFERFE A R L.
=%, FHRPE SR R SN AR E S e (A %I, 19345 &
TOHE,1922) o XA SRR B DLAE T TR BRI B YO AE B X B 7T % (Gandour,
1983), AREESIERE, RN, FRANESZS AR RE R SNER. H2
IER AR R AT R, R A X SR, B T RSB RS, B R B Bk
FIRAMN BFR. WEARIENE R F&, FRNXFI A A RB RN, BMEELESE
BRI 7T L 90% (Prom on et al. , fortheoming) . Tl 7ERE M Fh:
P2 LU SEES T R B, — H A 3R R BL S0 i 2 5 #h Bl aR 2 1 28 (velocity profile) , — /NGl
B3] & % (unsupervised learning system) st F] DL s AN FR X el 28 B 2h 5 SR HE SR
1B E I (Gauthier et al. , 2007a, 2007b),

FPREHES ., 7LI0EH, % subject, contract X, HE - PMFHEIZNES
10, BB T ANF T E B R A, BAE 20 42 50 4R4X, Fry (1958) B A BRI B
$422 53 VT LA SRS I AN s ok g A (LR A S R S B 2. R M T (O 20
ZFEN 5 Hz, A ERAETIRE . XIREA 152 508 H SRRy SE3 ph AR N A5 IR0 25
WA (Xu & Xu 2005), #ARtE, FEiE IR AANR ES T RNER T £ 8
SRR, HERFTE. ATLANTHRRM A RS , X R/ REHT B 5 s B, B A
ENIRED ELAX B 'subject/ sub'ject IXFERI A TRABN I, TLAER LR AM B
WIAHE SAUEREM R T 2R V1, Eohak B MAER 2: &2 E T ERERAD
) (Pierrehumbert, 1980). FTLA, ERIRFELSX DR 20, SE M2 T REEA L
HET,

WIRNTHEEA & B RN EL, A TR PALE B RISHLF L E 2 R4y, B, fEfai iy
R ETATEI, N BB A AR, BN E— e — S A— 1 8= E
¥, ABXA BARS M WE W B B DL RE A E S B (Xu & Xu,
2005) o XFHIEMDOGETE BT FRZ I —RUCANE AN, HERDGEARK 2, 35
FHHE R B TE A Thee, BlAE SR ERN. X7 PEsH-—E e,

TAE—MRRES AN AL E N RN AEERE SER. B, A7 DR
PR ES RAEREES B, G EE RE. BANETZES AHES S W, ik
T REE P AE, EREMAEE b IbGEENREA ST HES (Chen & Xu,
2006) . fEAMEEHWRES B, WEH AR S —SHRiOAEEIES MR Al
A RAE SRS, H R E B — SRR FE S 5 DUEU & X R B
H (prominence) , MIIERRIFAIES , XMHIRWEZTE AL RKE X HAAF a4
AT A—TER, AR EATR S ERE. X7 T TERM e A DUE R
G5,
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4.2 £EX

AW — 3, A e B B AE PR —A80 X R 3 FHLAE — ™ R =
(focus), BlgnfE“RIEFE "X M7 H, AR Z ", £XHmEAKNFEEM
e TR, ERWAARRIE R, R R EASMIE " AT R R
IR P DA R 58 AR08 B se Bl mle? AERTR AL, e
THRERANERREZ — WRENEE, FHCEHTAR, BARNARKIE S

Wer N b HENELER, AT

; Wordl Word 2 -

1607 ey AT AT, AT
g DAfE R, B 5 2 R K TR
.y (Xu, 1999; Liu & Xu, 2005), 7t
80 f | FUBE TR S SR RIS =
60 M i H . 0 H | AR, e snr e sa AR, B
B\ dCEE AR A S TR AT, it R IR IR R
%o HIERE Xu (1999 BT AR, £ RO B , £E A
JERRER R RS, B\ BRI R — A e RIS i A i = X B RsR

BT

PP HORTF A B, s B AR S S SR PGB RAH G, = X BRI A 2,
T L 33K S A AN I T e 5 v R S, R ER AL i B AR O IR A S S
M —HE(Xu & Xu, 2005), {HHES —SERALERRNR, AR ARG —
NETRED, RS TSR BiraH [high] TR falll, XA IIAR AER TGS
VAR AR M T RA TR AR A — R . PR THE S A%k AM 23, HEE A
FTEHHT pitch accent B A& B HE FRRI, AT =S i pitch accent ST BT
EIH LA T B T A5 3) (Pierrehumbert, 1980), HiT & fJ5 WMLz 2018 E R
N, FRBAEAMESE# fE(Beckman & Pierrehumbert, 1986), ATPA, Z&MERHE,
AR AEFNHAE S AR, EVHRAVARERS, MEMAATEE. RE
8 T DIRe 2 Ja A RE a2 B A2

JLBEADOE L K FoAth— 2B 5 A £ iR A — DN E R, SUE AR S sy
BIRER/N(Eady & Cooper, 1985; Xu, 1999), HJ5R2Z AR SRR HIER
KRAETF AR R 2 (Botinis, 1999; Liu & Xu, 2005), X—EZIRARENMUEIET
MR, AR AR B —Se A IS . BIAnTE s DO BRI 5 A ) A 2 R A o A
SIRRISEE R E RN B, TSR ELF AT DA Fe 43 ST AR s FE RO RS e 4 , DT PR UF £E R &
HRRA . IR, A DO AR RS A — OB BB AN . T 2618 B ROk ok it 1) 4 L D e
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EREELAELTEERFRBIE

IREAIRE] H)E , R SRR A B . SR B R e P (MG AEEE, B A T
HPHWARGTT. BREMNELFT AR, B E S — 50 W EIRAE TR,
XA M O T 22 B B2 — By (33, 2000) o 4K, AIB S HLHIZIE R IR,
RER M ELTRAHERANEAT RN . BERARERGSRFBEES ISR, R
THREAMA SHLHNIEERE T . A RE BN s BB INIRIR e BT RIEL
Ealivprid VAR

b. 45 5

ot

A BBE AT PHE T, ZHRE 5 At B M AN A AR AE S B
R, AU EE AN AR TR AN , TR FR B IR A R BRI . ASCER T
AR IIREAE S 4R X PR ET GERIALA , R3] T 2 FE AP LhaE an i 15 5 4w A 44 At
W E R B RREEE B S TR AR S8, 1 BN I o S E R g
FHA— R R AOLT AL (Xu & Wang, 20015 Xu, 2005), XI5 THIIBIFLA NI
WP, B FHFE KRR KIS, A, GRS RIEH AR AR KT E 164 AR
ZAR, WIEKR. TTH AT T RGBSR AT G852 2Kk & s E R IR ), 4120
SR IRIZ B A B (BN BRI BT . B, 1983) 0 BARTA T R GG ASHLE {15
M2 B AR SRR TR FRARAIR . ATLUEER , FE b 7 #t—2 &
& FEERA R LM TR EFIRES A7 NS TIOCR , AR RIESE B X B
WEBIESTE - HEP TR AN TG

SE Mk

%M (1934) : KPS, CHIEATETI) 4: 355 - 361,

Beckman, M. E. and Pierrehumbert, J. B. (1986). Intonational structure in Japanese and English,
Phonology Yearbook 3. 255 — 309.
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