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(B A B Hil Wt Ll & &, 8% WCIN 1PF)

FEE: A xR AT & 0 Bk R G BATT B R & 0 L . XA P, AT A B A K
A BPATY K A S B 2 58 4 sk 09 2L 1 N304 35 K Fe M R A6 R B A M RGBT L 5 ik ey iR, AR AAREH
A EL, BT AME T Ik T2k 2k 1A B PR AL T IR E L E RS0y 43R, 8 o & F Moy T4E,
BHF—AKRERE DRI TH A BT XA AR CEB T T e B & TR /520 4 / AR R
SRR DA, T KT R B BB RIE R K RA R R RRIRIA Y, PRt id it HOF AR E
PHBNE AR Y, — RN EE KR, £ F 2 —BATFRFERET ARG £R. M, T AR
R R T S e BB IR B W R R ik ARG A AN S B IR E Bt R . AR Xl it *F PENTAtrainer
TFA A @R, B T T AR B RAUR T, Bof e 15 R R e A AT . AR 2y 2k d
R LR AR T IE B MmN S,

KGR EA; AR AT T BE AR AR MR AL ou iR R

FE 4 %S HOl4 MHEAREE: A XE4RS: 2097-7093( 2026 )04-0036-25

N BT T A R Rl i ) e ek i S, o 18 1 PR ) T Y T Al A L R B 2 1R 3 X, i B 3]
T m AR e B S B B o (E R IR 0 Ao A B i R RNL M ) e A v ok S b 2>
BN AR A TR, T R 2 AR 5 I LA, TE R S AR I B iRl i e e A T, AN R T S
IS RTE A W AL EE R SR AR R AR AL . BT L, AR SCER IR I TR RIS B AR AT R IR Y
B AR 3 (A2 KR R TRV E R R S 2 S A OGS —E R R A T RE
TG C A W R 3 & B S, S ] REAE — % SO BLIT A PRk, 1 HLHh AMER 2L A 1R 22 45 A P38 3 (Botinis,
Granstrém & Mébius, 2001""; Cruttenden, 1997"%’, 2001"’; Barnes & Shattuck—Hufnagel, 2022"*'; Xu, 2015""’,
2019, FTLL, A SC B AE TG PR A I , 38 5k 38 B RS 00 3 s S 1], 2R LA 0 R R e, (A S
IRIFSEA TS IR

HRBFRE I R ez — 2 WIE R Je B 008 m D Re R Se e LK KRG sz = & AR R
WA EMSEAIE . XK JBEEIFARTE R, MHEFEZ AT 8 LA SCE, FN EXPA K
W V2 HAR T T B % RS, AR B B DR 2O IR 4R R R AR L S A e R R, AR
IXESTEE 5T 1) & R R ST AN 58 RS 15 5 A W A 7 T, T2 S B T 3B SRR R R I O, /)
B NS0 A 2ERE A% B X B RRkE . R R BT, R B e N EIBR AR RIS R
VAR, I DL e T 5, PR B DOE AT ST A & JE

s BHEA: 2026-01-29
EERIT: F B(1956— ), 5 VIonm gt N, 2z, T, RS9 7 1a] i S i P B9 & FIE B AR ML L A
I DL AR IR T & Rk
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— MK AFTEITHEE AT

Frig e =R e, w2 B3 F L B 59 m A o OB JR R R4 FIAS R, SR T 2% 3k 18 1 3 i 235 g T
R MR R S Tfe A S N —TF Rk LA A BRI RE R £, AR TR IS e I D e 2 75 A an ] F & =
BEACR St , LK A>T Re aney [a] i i , I B ZATs LA I ek e SCE W GRSy . BRI R BE5E )
D, FBI RS LT To— 1A MR 2 LIE 2R SE i, 3 3 % PR R i A 92 i i KM s i = 2 I/ R (Pier-
rehumbert 1980'77,2000""; Xu,2015""), BN G838 A 238 75 24 5, BRI T 1) I —Rf , Xm0 14 5
ABICAE R E W FNr, B DL, R AR 5T AN AN B S o W BRI B0 1 75 2 s R B4 A e
A RIG AT Aar s A28, AR T B, SFAE . Bl i Lo IR R A RS, R B AT
LRI OB R R . FEX AR IR JIR R 3R 2 L R — 2B 0T E 0 5 28 b s SR OCEK X Fh A
AR AFAGAN AT sk f () JEL B, AN 28 1 LI Y = BB Rt o, in EL2 3 H AvA-ES2 e g i LA S KT T 2
TR A HEA

(—) B A uy it

1. Y8443 (nuclear tone analysis)

VERZAHT UG T Palmer( 1922)", J5 3k 454 Kingdon( 1958 ) . O’ Conner & Arnold( 1961 )", Halliday
(1967)""2' | Crystal( 1969 )"**' | Brazil( 1980 )"™*' | Cruttenden( 1997 )'2', Wells( 2006 )""*’ % A\ H)# 2%, 15 5|
I3 % IR B T S AAME 22 (Nolan, 20225 Romero-Trillo, 2012"7) . #%2EIRINGE , 321
FITE T 1 SE 22— A E %5 15 (intonational phrase), Hii, & ME T FEH L4 H 2 BEA — N E#% (nu-
cleus), RIZciE 8 R 1 BL () 35 Ji — 1> & /=0 B2 11719 (accented syllable) . 4% 00201 7% 75 85152 ¥ 17 (stressed
syllable) |, I HL¥ A KR EE AR Ak, BT DL HGIRHS— L A5 R bR, iRis iy g AR A8 Ak 1
e 1 B, A Z T LA R Sk (head), T 56 55—~ 2 13 15 BRAZ TR B AT & 07 RSk Z i AR S s
158 TR 3k (prehead) (Kingdon, 1958 )" s Y% =2 J 145 18 1 £ 0468 8 2 (taiD)

350 7 .\ Nucleus
300 - Head
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z L \ Tail
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£ 200 - . . * * .
— Fad \___/._
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You're going to Bloo ming dales with A lan
100

1 (EHEEEFIRNIEZS TEER

2.AM Hg / 1 E R 2% /Pierrechumbert £51% /ToBI

AM HE 4 PR B Ladd( 1996)'", 7EM 2 AT, B £ 5 L) Pierrehumbert #5RI 144 , 3% & 5L T Pier-
rehumbert( 1980 ) [ THE-18 SCMDIE T o X —2 IR e PR 5 TR EIH MR L 4. 56 EFIRHE T8 07
SPGB AR, B DA, S A TE R e N — T 4R s 1 TS, — 1 i & o7 (pitch phonemes) 14
Z. HEWIN RS E LT A5 %% (Pike, 19451 Trager and Smith, 195177), iy it <7 A8 (57 R GEAH
%2 2% . Pierrchumbert TR 5 ok BA T W 431 , 7 T30 S HLHE 36 [0 i i ol A7 ] Ak ok A v (HD R (L)
AP ZRXS ST o

4R Pierrehumbert 7£ {8 16 SC B3R I8 i ) 32 G0 R 0 [ 2= IRAR A AR ], (7R Leig TR 2B R e 2 5,
FATAKER X WA RTEVF 2 07 ARAR . 15, M B8 U BB R E A — DR, 5% 0
T e H 5 (nuclear accent) ; A8 [A] 1) HU2 AM BUSTEIRIZ Z AMA N T 4516 I8 (phrase accent), 371 %t (boundary
tone) FFHIT, HIRK, AM HUEH— G RS TH PR R = & 4R . 55, Pierrehumbert i £ T
FHEZAmE T FEL A LA SRR E T 18 SR — R YR FRIZF( £ ) -h8x 322 L]
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AM J& autosegmental-metrical ( [ =¥ Bt - 158 W45, Horb 0y 15 A o0 2 IR R 3 0y, i o
B T S EmE SRS o ASad, IEUN Pierrehumbert 78 HA# 380 &A1Y, b %F AM B8 A9y
R AT QT R B = R 45 5 LA “metrical tree of the text” 2R 4G XRTIMZEIFARARTEAE . X 1A [A) R 1) S 2
SEBR VAR, LI R Se i S B DU R Uk UR o R TR [l AN A ke, B0 A T 7 SR AT BR T

Pierrehumbert( 1980 ) 7 {3 SCHL 8 15 6 b 3R 1 b an o] St T2 X e i 00 - “FE © A7 SOk AL, )
IR e T AR SR 1 5 2 B A BT 37, DR 2 [l — B A A B AN i — BB ARSI 2 Y £ i<k
FRIE, 998 th— 3 RFRIIER 2R R ANk Z )5, NP Gk s R IR k. 52
FHR I 502 , B S AN ) i R A R 5 R AR TR S AN TR 9 38 505 SR PR S, — A R R P A
I] ) 3 T [R]— IR 2 R IR TE 20, S R R B U T AR AL, - A SCR USRS — P
I H BT R msE—4.” 7% B F] 10 482 )5, Pierrehumbert & Hirschberg( 1990 )" A2 —%&
FEAEREER TR 2R RER ., A, XM EIFEAARCEE TR AM (KR4 AT
5K AR Bl T L, AM B SR BN IE 2 — R o R F R R
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ou're going to Bloo ming dales with A lan
0 O.I4 Oj8 1j2 1j6
Time (s)
B2 AMIEiEtE 1 iE6IRIEARE

3. HAhAF A8 A S 5] s 7

FIINEB VR, EATRIRE AR AM BIS R A IREE i — 3 2 2 1% R RS,
BOTE B AR RN N E AR R AR R T O S IR — T R S ST AR A A
R, SR PR EHEIZ A RGO RE RIS SO 2k, T TR A X A 1235 5 54T 15 (Hirst, 20057,
2022"), 45 W5 1 (R (Taylor, 2000°*0), 4 FRJR 64T 15 22 Ja] f2E 46 ('t Hart et al., 1990'), 4 25 w1y
EBRANF AR T B (Garding, 19877°), Hb RS2, A TR A O G S0 B SE 2k TR il i, L
WA TS 5 AT ERY & 5 BRI, TPO YR ('t Hart et al., 19902 fRAB TR S5 H 26 2 35 v iR 7 £k S
BT A7 1) — Br B FL 4k, FUak S 2R R I B 1A s, AR5 i mT LA Jm = OE il — 18
18, Hirst et al.( 2000 )" BYIET R 55 & S5 MOMEL KR (16 75 5 ih 2k, JF3dd — W AkEpR Bk (quadratic
spline) -1 M AT 2 AH AR A9 & =y % 4T 14 (target point) ; S8 J5 F3H INTSINT SR ERFR 2 & R22Z 0, H LT
TSR = AR A E AR TR — 8 = BAR e ], 80 BT, 3T R, 31 i , PR INTSINT
JEUR BTG ERTE I B R 2R B SLoeR 4 TTE M & R 2K i H ., L. intonational unit(IU) 55— 251 FLICHI AL,
A X 8L T2 55 R TTA B m B s ] GE(R) R TREX K. Taylor( 2000 )" 4 Tilt 45
AUEAEE R — 8 S B 1 B, T2 (AT 55 s R s im0k . (HJ2, Taylor AT Bk
Je F AR TE UMLK S B ER T RE XS N 9 T A .

4. F R S I A DO R PR FE ) e

HFOOE R A IEIE , AR 2 RS IS I ANE R T, i HaX Fp 2 i e 2 T oUiskim A 2
T, (HJ& e o8 BAR R, FRAT A B i SR AN TR O e i i 2, Hily R R BUER S E P EET
MIE E ] EHEEUER BN GE . ANid, H9k 20 A LR DI RE A7 R & HLE, J5 & 7E T 12 EEA R
Wo HUHR T RS2 B E AN F PSR . GNP (1994 )% S0 FE A IR B PR 0BT BRI 00 T
3k JEAZ JHEME S LUK Garding( 1987 ) By ms AR LMLSHRT A T BUETEEHIGE
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LT e AT LA B MR B O SE i ES AR R SR B SN B SO R A BT, W
Sk A RE B RS RS GO e L SR T B, X RSTH I IR e L (HT)
BEAE CHFHXTRN . #5 2 , EX N OB PRI — MR SEAR 115 2 A A8 A2 s D) g D) &
55 I 5 T L A 2 ] BRI R R AN LR, 8 A £ TR o — 2 A AR B R A R BR v B I
Zif 3k ( Ladd, 2008 )™,

(=) Zhakhy euy it

DIte m e iR & 1B 5 R — MERE WG S RS, & L FE R 25 hrifiek=zian,
e MEAE BRI BE 0 4t s T DA 1B R R Sese BRIy REAE B i 4R L i dmis . DhRe R Sy U sk 2 IR R
FLRBZE BRI RE AL 1, B 75 2845 P D) BE A0 fnf 38 158 18- >k G i s I AE G 77 =X e 2 J5 A LA 2e PR a >
A 24 FIE SCIEE A iy, 1 AN JE 30 g A FH A9 s R — A~ A =00 a] LU e AFE I R GE . X Fh
DR Pe i B, SR R Al 52 L O B2 ) A R Y. B, B8R — MBS RS, |t s
Bt N7 MRS T 5 22 TSR BE 2R LB, IR LE SR TE G B, AR LE B 43 nl B S8 2= i ny i a2 2200 . fildn, 7
OB, [f1/[v] Z 220 LK ferry A very 1X PRI XG0T 8, BT LA, 33 R 1 5 76 D0 L piA 2 AN ]
W50 AR, JEiE B o A28k, a0 Lol [r] B2 [R] BB LAY 2251385 B 5 F AR X
i), SR R R (R o AN R AR (A, e DA, — 8 B i o7 JH @ B e e e A5 R R il AN e T
P #5 2Z, rialEsC BRINEE , & 07 HoE R Al W S dn g i 8 o a0 SR B o7 i 0 FH a0, it iy
SEELn) A WL ER RIS A A PRI RE 2 B R R g i 7 ASad, X I AR —N 25 5 [l 2 ) [n)

1. Yyhg R e Mk

VFZA KBRS R T 5% LSS HH A DIRE N Se i €%, Qi B BE i A, 65, [H2,
FERFFE S R v s B HLE T, EAT L ESEME AR A e R Ty o BUE SEJRA G Dy s, mT D& B )
BE N ACI A TR ZMEAL .

B, FEME S AR T, AT — B ES B RE R LT R B 2 S S i B b e, LU 8
L WHE . BN, WAL ST AM B HE I T X — Lo Dy RETE I B g, L HUR A B (H i T F
KA, — ooy B ARG B AL ) — 2 g 28 8 R R I, WS 20 2 A s i BTG, AN 2
DRI | 4 Th1 5 S A ST I (R R AR B, TR R BB & IR TR B0 e 1 B 05U R4 R4

YR, W22 )2 v M R LS S LA AR SRR B L B R A o o R, PR 3 23 1 i R RIS 2 32
INRERY I R KA A T (Xu, 20042) ", FI AR 2453 R HIMETTIE o ANk 2 /4 IPO 24JR ('t Hart et al,,
1990 )", BARMATE 240 B 1P 22 I8 B 58 ML 0 B2 7 m i, (EL R L AT T B HAA O 2 BRI RE XS
I . Pierrehumbert( 1980 )7 sl it e 37 A TE A5 22 R GUHLE SUAY S 23 AR AOMTST  Hirst( 200517,
2022"), Kohler( 1991"", 2005"") 4544 2 — B AE iR M BRITAE AT Bk , 20 J0uk i 7 — EREIUR 2 ThhERR
F P e IR BRI R YE . Taylor( 2000)"™, Fujisaki( 1983 )", van Santen( 2005 )" #4237 T 1T LA
ORI A R )2 e R 2R R A Te A it 2 ) S EUR FAAR A PRy REHE 48 o

P, ME DL 1 T A A R . — DA, Fry(1958 )0 FH % il 10 5256 o B, B
T YT A P N i S A R 1) B S SO T, 5 Hz B35 78 22 I J DA AR | i o 355 100 335 b o
Soo BRI, X SCEE R R Z i R, RO B AR RE MR ia) B BRIE R I O R o [AAE, T leA IR
FEIAR / BEIR) 22 BAE 43 ITF , Kochanski et al.( 2005 )7 JEsR 153 45800, B85 55 E X,

2. ZIEYIRE L

A —LE BRI sl S X S BRI RE A A LA 25 1 A AN A FR B A5 . Fujisaki B4 T = E
(pitch accent) 1515 ¥ (phrase accent) N2, Hh T 78 H il B Forinl a5 5 5 209 R 55 L
PR R R, T LB R RSS2 AT RE I SEROBERY L B4 Hirst( 200577, 2022 ) B JH B ™ &
I PR BRI RE IR SR R, {H AR BN R BLR S AN JC IR D) RE R LA 1 i i 2Ok, fib i) MOMEL
BN U Gy AR AN £ o 17 INTSINT W2 —~38 HIE VAR I R SE; 285 , INTSINT b 2R R 2= T
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XI5 e, B BRI A RR IR SE PR DI REX N o

Kohler( 1991, 2005"™") & i Kiel model 7EFIE 1A H 3 S bRl g , AU 1 e 28 H A s
B TR BRI ) B 2E B Diae, JF e T S a1 SO N ZRIARB X I B AR R Rk, (HR i
TP A2 0o A TG v 6 B Al A R A5 i — B JH o R R G0, JLrb (%) B AT 2 1 = B2 (pitch accent),
M5 Z R Y 52 B DI RE & ™ i (prominence) T AN i & s (focus), X L #F e —> 4 B R PR Ay ) &, B 5
PR SURA 2 X R DSR2 IR aE? SR PE R AChRYIRE . A T it 5% 244 1)
Rery Dy TS IS .

3. A YIRE R e e

(1)SFC 571

SFC(superposition of functional contours) /& Bailly & Holm( 2005 )" #2 (il . HIEAME Z, #2
R [RHE IR Z2 2 R TCHE 75 2% (metalinguistic) DR, Forbu$s . 0B 402 GRS . HAA TR dixt
N — A R L, XSO = 8 s I N Z S5 i i 1 R Z T M2 5 ik 2L th Ze i BEAS — (AR L) 7
FION AT B E R ZAR R AT R AN E R S HIX S S (AR A LA ) BRI
PRI AN SR AR A T an s I T B e e =0 o BTLL, SFC R L R B A B TC AR & F 1)
REE A T HIE 2B R ) SRR R 13 850 -

(2 )PENTA #5i#1

PENTA B2 FRE “FAT4mtS X Hbrfait” (Parallel Encoding and Target Approximation) (Xu, 2004b"*,
2004c ), 2005'*"), 5 SFC Hifel, PENTA & — A4 D R Se AR (HR A Y &, PENTA Pk fu & 1
Hirir ) s bl . Bl 3 J& PENTA (LSRR . Ao iy i — M UK i a s ) & AP 22 BRI he
IXEAZ FRIIFE Z B YOG R JE AT, BV B 2[RI AT B G R 5 58 AN B3 5 4 Fhsg Bn D B X 1oL %) Gt
77258 5 XSGt 8 e T 56 = BLAY & B 240, BIVE iy B ARS8 X S 2 50 4 ) 2 28 DO A B e i
R BAnIE WY 2 gt 18 izl e 4 A iR IZ ik sk g mth 2. TR B, & & BAni &
ASZHCER AT A3 RS, 0 ELAE AR X i GRS s WS, (B, ACPRIIRE TN B R 2 1Y
FEEERHE TR B4 A A g 5ok 2 500 8 m BAn il JF A el R 2 S w4, &w Bism
SRR B S LA > NS PR BRI, AN SR AT R A e S BT LA, R SFC i
—Ff, PENTA HLRE BT AR 2 D g SO, R R R B S2Pr iy ii-Er 8o

Parallel Encoding
Communicative Encoding Target Target Approximation
j Approximation
Funqttons Schemes ppro 0 Initial state — Cross-boundary
Lexical .. parameters transferred from previous state ~ state transfer
fal .
L Sentential | - Target height
Focal -~ (= [
- Target slope
Topical - @ Ry
3 &

- Target strength

0 o Lae
Groupmg [ ]//7 . Duration 3 ,0/ *Q'b«\ Static target

Emotoal (===~ ,
I — . Time —  Temporal interval of unit 1 Temporal interval of unit 2
LN e

B3 PENTA f&5

PENTA 842 H /5 32 51 AM 2RI Z Ut PE, Hirh, Pierrehumbert( 2022 )™ 7EXt PENTA Y PFAf HL
FE T HRAT E Y BTSE, B PENTA B8 BT 603 — DR T3 RZEW . Tl RIZW R R2:( 1)
B SCHIE ORI AT B (2 ) BT IS A ] . 7255 — 5 b, PENTA JERERA PRI BEL AR
P N TE Y 2 S i 5 =, BT AP Z IR Y G 58 A AT R o W T80 i, SRR IR R, 7 5 LY
To A A T DA B A I T, A AR T R, S5 45 . Pierrehumbert TA A SZ AU 1Y, W LA LA B
Bk ORI & BUHoeE i (EORIE) XA B4 T B0, =80+ 00, B AR AT i
TEWEIL A REHE 3 1) B S FRIFE L HAS XA 5 TILE 215 . (HUE  iXAMR WA B T 188 AR) Y
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A B, BAREBE M E X a8+ z 2 el RIS T — A —rTihe, B s, (6 — R
WY R E B AR X A DI RE , B B Sk O 2/ A [ BT e TH A A AT A el AR
Ja =K B BN ) S A A —FE RIS ) o BN E B, TS s i s R AR
SR TIRE L. i, FRATIAS AT BB AR A AL i & H 35 HAE 5] b AR I LA H, R A AN
AR AR, SEBR R & S (AR —RE . B H FY Ik, 304 T B & BT AT — > & STl LS i
VAL HE T B, A & B R —1H D BE N T U TR —(EDR AR R A AN e

Arvaniti & Ladd( 2009 )"’ | Arvaniti( 2022 )"*! I|— P45 3% PENTA B8R R0 S BRI 36 2 35
e h R B R . ] 3 B B, S PR D BEBR 3R 2 i Hh R I SRR W R B, o B BB it
AT ST 5 BRI = A FRAT (Xu, 2004a) 5 BT DL AT A7 22 J2 M 2R 0 7T REBR A — 45 1SS P 2
REEE R HICEHBX N, AR, TE AM S L 5 5 i 2R I N4 I M2 R R E M R ¥ ICH A L
EL3%F M 1Y (Pierrehumbert, 1980 )7,

4. XFDUETE T RE AR

T IGE SR EE T LA DGETE B ER 0% i anfar gb B PR BRIE R R C 2R o X R 2
B AT O At i, AR Bt M 8 1R D BE B RN B R A B TR T o L IR IEIE F W
B, A0 5 A AM B8, K 22 000 1A Dh BE IR T W S BETR A6 — 2 1Y, BF LAA- T B —Su Rk ,
B E S HAER AR T b R TR AM B — 2R MBI LRI TGS . B
B H, L XA R2F 0, — B AR A, SR ME PR3 S o TR 3 o s X 28 e
YA R T A e AT g LUR Rl 5 R B A A S

FTLA, JUT- B B DUE B AR R R 28 /D R 4 D RE A SE 1, B E et 7 R B PR S D B 2 T, A Ry
TE IR TE AR 7 3 28 (Y RT3 %35 i A — A A 7= 4. 4 Chang( 1958 )™ w48 H B8 )7 5
(B TR T2 b, % P 5 . Chao( 1968 )™ 382 [E 3| T & 1 A1 250 . T
(119857, 19945 | N T fi L0040 T35 40 B ST 5 SR H T FOOE FER 3, J AT AR 2 R B
JEIL W2 A (2021) 7 BT AR SR BIE I A2 1 AR D RE R R /32

FARIETRPIR O 12 BRI DR 2 (IR 14 SFC I PENTA FERUAREE 2 45 b FH D e by 18
B2 A —BERIRIRRE T m I R R L Rk . SR, B2 S B AR, T
jas N2 B oS T o Gl W s e S S S AN AR AV B Q9 SE

= S ik B S H A R

PV A U EIE , 2 LUBR I s 2 sl 26 A4 5 TS ORI T 308 o M A,
PESHCS SRR R It . BRI R U, IR TEIRIST B FHOR T B R, AS Al e G 25
SR T ARG, 1 AR D H 22, Lk, S MBS R S f 4 LT R Rl 58 ek
WA R T , A LTSRS e i 5 2 , AR S 5 o MR A R T A 8 A I, 1 2 30
S ) AL 0 ) 5 S S A AR, s AP, B S R, 5 A e R A AR R
GAE it — AP 25 (0 R, L 2K 2oL 5 o R (O R AR5 13t . 401 Arvan-
iti( 2022 )™ Xt Fujisaki F8F1 PENTA BRI SORE A PTA - TS AR ) e 15 2 5050 b FE I 2 i 2%,
Xu ) PENTA (Xu 2005"“") Fl Fujisaki £5i% (Fujisaki 2004'*") , SCREAURRIZE £ #0 [-7T LAAER Tl (B AR E
AR R — AR, A TS R A 4 (0 B PR A , FLREX T IR B AL " e B35 &
A ) LR SR 2K 1 — B IR AR T — RSB 6 3 92 AR AU, LA T Taylor( 2000)7° 78
k3 Tilt BRI ARIE AR [ CRHP Tl A S 250 RS RN TT R S A,

SR L AR A — AR A i) A AR A S I , i VRIS 2 (41 , S B 2 e 52 30 A5 3
R B, [BIE T & FIE RSB 2, R T 57 o 80 B A e 555 2 i 2% P R
300, AR EA B AR J7. AERCA KT I AT LRSS B LR = AR R SR 3 — 2 M S8t
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FNECF SRR 5 % DRI (511555 v ph 08 280 000 e 80 %) A 5 = A B B A5 v f 2 81 A4
EHIL
(—) W& SR B B F 52

R B R R IR EDRE T S, (R A L e TR A RE 0% A i EL A v 2 A 8
FRG . BITE(1933) AR, A1 P A PR A R R AARBORT, — AN R A 8, — A AR A
o fli(Chao, 1968 )7 $-H DB 45 7 R AT 1 BOTE A LA /N TR 7 R TR TR, S PRat SR e
PR BB . IE MBI A, IE A b CEETETE ) (1935)70) draf 4R i “B e Ak
figp TR ) - VR R OO P R B . Garding( 1993) B R R FIPEISAE T 1 AOME St S PR AR v
MR A FLA R B TS e AT T T s A T

53 4h, Thorsen( 1980 )" fyP}A FETE PRI & — N ERL S FITEI SRR L5443 i)
PR A2V, TR0 B4 i B T e T e i AR, R AR E A 1 R, AR A R JoAR D BE
[7) ) A1 1) e S [ ) ARIA A, 2 2 v I 2 ) AR 8 2 o v )

Ve (1994 )P RN T TR O R R A RPN X, B KRR X X
AN DX SHe L0 B B4 75 R AR Al 2 1 o R AE VIR R AE o T T S v D o 5 o AT 235 190 S 0 s ke 2
TRo PR AR AT LIS OG 2R B R B R . FEVF 22 T AR A T ) B S v s RTIG A
SRR, AT R A B R RV . X AT i W B B TR RIS B, DU TR TR SR A B
EATEBHREEIER . S GO, AT AR 7 Itk o] B s T2 . e R ) S AR IR 34
FAT O, R FEARRE& FRORIE AL, WA A R I X SR R, SR AR 2 ]
S AN TS D oy o (W B & T S e o

SRR (1997 )1 R R AR R R 5 2R £ FH RS R 00 5K A B30 5 0, B <] LSRR — i K
NIERU] RS- S8 R P8 6 & 8 N CERURE PR Ge T H e (8, A5 25 TR M e 38008, g — RV E AR
PRI, SRIG DA S Sy, Xof v ] v i e 2 25 o s A 1) S T R, B s L, A R 3 H AR T 1Y)
TR o XA, —UNERELA AT AN —AE AU SRR AR AR R T AE—BEEE T, BiE A RYTEE R
A TR AE SRS R, T T BRINE FHAS 50 A A5 2R 75 A0SR ZeHE R o 3302 DAV B 1 B Ay 5 1Y
VT 5 QSR LA BR S L0, ) 1 B AT o R DR e e 7 2, W R e H I LT, IR R R
SESS TR E | TR 58 DU o 2 R R ek

DA b 3 SRR B SR T AR 5 (IR I A e TS i S, B K — B R E R 40, T R
PEICSHL, IR PP S B0 1 AR AR e 2 v i 4k, PR AR B I 2R S IR S PRl R AR EE, 15 v &
JE, T A8, DT AT AL AR W 3 ol B 0 SR B

( =) MAEAAE] 5 5w 2%, 3) TR L1598 69 2 A%,

URENTE PR W BT, A AT 3kt S bt 5 RS AU, 3 2 PP E 18 A i) [l R, BT a A4, 3k
JE A S B R G 2 C L — A LR A i i 2, A -5 B (resynthesis) 5 i P00 1 8 78 A ) 2
SN SR B S BOINE 5 = I 2e, AN FRZ T R RALICEL o 248K AT S A0 R AL AR 55 /b B RRASH
A e 2, DRk G SR X AN ERAROS 21, e T 9 AR B JE R T

LI 5 e 1 2 P B T BRI 50 , SRR S v T 2 L 1 A0, SRS HE TR A 1 R B A R
RITTAT L 2840 40 L 1) TPO A5 FH I I X FP i o X FP 15t LA Stylize pitch S 44 PI%ETE Praat £ (Boersma,
2001 ) B Ml — i i AT 7 . Tl T UG JRULA T v R R T P, IORE AR DL A ) G )
T Sy o T Sy — A AR WAL . AR b AT — A A 2R R R AR T DL bl — > I B B 200
KRB LM RIS % 2T SO AT AL IR A58 e i e S 288, BRib =z 4, JAT 13k T LA AR
BB 1 3 B 2 3 A PO 25 1 2R 3 0 FH TR 234 3% P F 52 (Andruski & Costello, 2004""'; Gandour,
Tumtavitikul & Sattharnnuwong, 1999"*’; Grabe, Kochanski & Coleman, 2007""’; Hirst, 2005'**’; Liu, Surendran
& Xu, 2006"), HHR Stylize pitch —#f , WLl 55 1 26 7550 10 22 1050 S48, AR FR OSSR 1) 1)
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i h R, BT AL AR A B

5 &b, Pierrehumbert( 1981 )" 45 4 7] L FH 1.4k 5% 2 T 94 2% (sagging parabolic line) 3% 267 7E K H
ot L A el 2y, R st o] AR D i HAG 3 R A U S ORI 05 i 4 o (HAE X RRBLAEL
I — ) TN ok 8 42 1) L s A 2, R SR i AN (AR 4k B R 5 s i 2, 9T ARG AT 00, 3
W AAE Arvaniti( 2022 )" FFHEIER SRR, ATHEROJE 75 AM BNEAIR B, A A AR BFST infay 1
HEZRE RN T 7. AR Lee & Xu( 2014 )™ Fl Lau & Xu( 2019 )" #R## Pierrehumbert( 1981 )"’ H
Praat script A AM PRI HER, e BE 0] LAk 1 — a2 0 500 B8 , L HORS P it 2 F00000 315 1 Py 348 T i B KK, 1
H KA T PENTAtrainer(Lau & Xu, 2019 )" Tilt % (Taylor, 2000 )" 13 & FHAR /b JLAS 25k
WL ML e SRS T R AR AR I . (H Sun( 2002 )" 3 I3 & R, AR Tilt A5 5 T] LUK
IS T , {E RS J8 AT SR 3 A0 T B 17 B9 = 78 (Black & Hunt, 1996 ),

(=) &HAEA L I & AR

DL ) B AL v i R AR — AN LR RE A SR AT R TR, i e MR R R R e R
A ) BB HUA — B G, T AR R A B o BB s i k. SR AR AN ] A 2 e o A
R EA MR TE W AN )2 R BT N AR o X TTAT: B RS YR /N e YR Ul — A ) B s
., Y34k, Thorsen( 1980 )" By TE A EIM I — M-S A BN, i) R A0 B B i
U & Fujisaki( IR i ) A% (Fujisaki, 1983, 1988')), T4l 5 & & 5 2 (accent command)
F% i 4 (phrase command) A2 UK, B4 H A — SIS0 ¥ i BHZR L SR 5 I A IR i 2 2 10
Fgk . oAb B SHAEARAAT SFC F (Bailly & Holm, 2005"") FZ2 2 ST FI B (multi-level
unit sequences) (van Santen et al., 2005"*))

— R, AR R FHORAARBIUE 2O Je B LU 5, TR LA i 4 e 28 24 v il e BR O A 2R
JCIE XTI o (HJE:, FHER MR ROR R BRI A 4 S BRI E EARME . BT, 3a 4 M 1 T — AR A R R
ARG M AP ) B o 26 2 v M 2R i BRI . Bt TR A RTE 5, 2 E PRIl fE g2 K AE
B 2 SMHILHIRASAE . 7140, AM SR B SRAIA A I 35 2R BAOC B A7 U ds 2k | Fr )2 A A S T BE A
R ZEIPY  HIFBEA T LN R A S B (R0 43

B IR AT SR E RZ S 2RI THE R AR 2 )2k 0 & it 4k, T A 5 e 388 R TR
AT B EAFITIRE . ANt 78 5L PR AR A i B, Hoh— AN 230 B BN AR A &
FALH LS TR AL

(w9 2 & F Ak ey A

TR A S B & B ML 1 S e R I B I 2K, SRR, T L2
WA B AR AR Kt BN B IR, O BB & B, R T80, & 3 s A2 5 v 0 o R AR S
f#J(Ohala & Ewan, 1973'%"’; Sundberg, 1979"%’; Xu & Sun, 2002""), B i /M35 25 AR AL TR 2244 100 20
AR ] (Xu & Sun, 20027, T 5 5 2ETE T T POl 143-200 2280 BIEERD 5-7 AN3535). BrLL, B
PN R BT Y i B 22 22 3R R /N B /D B AN 0 B A R S B PR =2 [ 8 e 0 T 5 R 1 s B 5
B EBOR A T Rk, FREE R LS S RO T R R A VA B o 3K AR R E L
AAUASREZBEASTT, ST e 1 AR ) — A Sk

Aid ALK E LR e AR 2 5y N B 22 85 AR R 20, B BT IR BE R A TS T AR A Fuji-
saki( 1983 )"*’ Stem-ML(Kochanski & Shih, 2003 )"**’ 1 qTA/PENTA (Prom—on et al., 2009'®’; Xu & Prom-
on, 20147 B K LI Z X, A\ Fujisaki #5250 1 828 g 1 Al g L —BE. Tilt 57 (Taylor, 2000 )"
1 SFC #71 (Bailly & Holm, 2005 )" iE# , #BIeAE X Fujisaki A7 sz Bl iUt 18 21 1 v LA 5 A i) PR wfe
(Bailly, 1989'""; Taylor, 1994'7), At [ O %3 @A & & S WL BORSEY . 1fif Fujisaki X [ O RS it
B — EEE TP TR0 ) T i 4 S8 (Fujisaki, 19837, 1988 %)), B ISR MLAL . Mixdorfi( 2000 )™
P T —Fh [ ZhELE Fujisaki #5280 50, {H Raidt et al.( 2004 )7 BB, FI'E A GE R AR IS A %
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BHLHIY) SFC ALY, i) WL, TF A A 5853 TR RE ) 19 K B AL AR AL FAE By 5

B A B AL ZMEFE 775 275 T e 5 il LA Gy T, B — AN AT (1) BEA R I ;( 2) SR 2
IG;( 3 ) FEAAE FREFE ;( 4) A I T R 5 (5 AERZ O pIL

KT HA N H JF I, Fujisaki, Stem—ML F1 qTA A AL, BT 5 = A9 2O A T BELE R[] 5230
FTLL, 3R)25 8 e iR AT BRI 2 & 5 H bR TR R i) B bR A rp 2 i) & i AR Akl . PRk 85
BT RS R E B, WA R H AR A BL 1 L, X B ARBIE ORI 5 422308 5 AR 4 77 2R 7 1)
WEG A, 2 1 FH T =AM 3086 7 T 1 ] 57 o

% 1 Fujisaki, qTA, Stem-ML #=ZI B EL 57

Fujisak qTA Stem—ML
HirpE IR RN B 52 7 ik
HARBT I P EHE Eail SR
HARIZK MUZIK B LN/
FEIALHI R + Bk =5l BT
S| MEZES WAEEL ZEAT ]

H12¢ 1 T LAF ), Fujisaki #5580 A KSF-3 & B AR, BRIIL, G2 m 082 shas i, 4 15 19 BHAF- 50 25 7
ST AN B AR R 597K F FRsk b s ( DLIEL 4, Fujisaki et al., 2005)'7'; qTA BRI HARIE R RAHA R
[ (1 B — M E b, AR R , 302575 R B PR AIE 81 R 2R (X, 1998177, 20011777), BRALIL 5 114
HAEEAI L (Gay, 19687 Xu A 202577 ; 1} Stem—ML #HI i HARIE 22 52 2 8 mth 26

Fy(¢)[Hz] (Tone 1) (Tone 2) (Tone 3) (Tone 4)
240 — ~ T
180 H A )

i I :
*./ 5 i 4
120 S

-0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 0 25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0
TIME [s]

Tone

Command [:::

4 Fujisaki BENA AEFEE @ SERIEEIES R BEEGIRA)

15 H BRI I, Fujisaki A1 Stem—-ML SRR S VF R G AU, Fujisaki BORIE /NI JRUCHLAGEEAS
FIAR , B0 0T 88 A s L, O T HE 1 ik NI BTG, BT L, — AN i) A 1-2 A, T A4
JIT o5 B ) e R ) 7 ORI 2 U A It S8 A R Y, FUR BRI R . [, Stem-ML
TR B 0 S 2 v T 2R I SR S8 e R 1 o FUARIN SR T 18 Ak AR A 9]t 2 DT PE Pk 2 2 ik B A
e, AR5 R F R R SR T SE B A XE L o 7 qTA HL, HARHsUUR [ RE 1Y, B A 7 B M e
(BT o AT O BRSSO A , — Iy TR AP I R G 48 (Xu, 19977, 1999"1)) ; 53—y Ifi ok
A1 R A RB B (Xu & Liu, 2006"; Xu, 2025"), BIF45 A T2 #8146 1) 45 1
FAmE I B, DL RAR A 5 sV i Pl o nTBE . B DA, B8 1R A O = B bR, g%
[P Dab B

75 HARZ UL, Fujisaki #2789 735 i 5 3 ML YR U, T qTA FI Stem-ML & A —MRR SR
UK LA AE T 0] DATR] S 2R A DB, (HL Bk w2 Al R, i SR S L A BT S . Hin
AT Z T LA S TA] , 2 R 7 & I i 4y BN AL BRASTE . (ESTREAS FORAR T A s ik,
VERIT AR o0 8 B R0E , B AR Al BB e — N I0A 5 i OO0 o 51, 5 o JIR A A A [ g e Sk 15
PEAE O R 2R, S8R FHE PRI, HHEE I 08 = i e BoInFE 535 Lo i qTA A R0 , 5
AT LT E R — s FAR, XA F AR BT RS 5 T i R S e 2R AP
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1€ BAREZ AL I, Fujisaki B 1) S — A2 BEALFE &I B AR SIE LA FE 2 Bbrm 2 ahfE. X
ST BbsBEIT A SRR, T LA A R AR R T B Hir, (HE A MIFR RN, HbrEir 2w H R
it ) AS 8 1 AS il 32547 (Xu & Prom—on, 2019"*; Xu & Sun, 2002'7""), 7 LA A 6l A% i 18] 508 F H b i 8h 7
T L, B 7543 (st ], 2 35 SRt 2 SR BN, AR L5 F AR (Xu, 19987, 2025'™; Xu & Prom-—on,
2019, LA, qTA RSB0, 76 HARIHR A, HA T (301, I B3 % AikFR. Stem—ML [ HEA
B H AR 2 1 A — 1 8052 24 B AR89 AR VE T, AR FE A A/ NG T2 ok BRAR S B bR 0 B s
B 45T, [R)/k 4% 5 (Kochanski & Shih, 2000)"%

i, A8 HAREL 975 17 L, Fujisaki 1 qTA #5 BLER HUA IAE 28 47 1 FAREA AT, 17 Stem—ML 575 DU
FEAT UL B[Rk o SRR [R1AK ) 2 DL A A, DR R AR XA 2 0 Sk UL PR T LA [ el sl P A AR 20 s H
P % 7, e AAE G R e st 0TS 7E T E b B A — A S B AR 4B E AR LI A4 5 23

ML EAZART LA B, 5 =AM, qTA B9 JFURE (7 B8, i B . E AR s Ty,
AN R — R A BT HAR, E AR A SE B0 R BR8] A RT , H AR 2 8] B JCA2 B, G384 , 1 HL
A AR E 5 BAR, BTLL, qTA IECERIR (qTAtrainer) 1R 2550 5 520 T AR B ShH2 I 35 25 11
HARZ% (Prom—on etal., 2009 )", A, qTA FUiHe T /N3 w5 42 i DT e, T 58 o280 1 e e 5 v b 4%
Atk Z A PRIRE R R, PENTA( P47 4m% B AR ) B gUR A 1 s A ) B2 th i) .

( ZL)PENTA: 8- & & HLH) 69 % 2 b -F A7 4 AL AR A

R E 2005 435 1) PENTA( 8] 3 ), Fe 2 LI U R 9 (Xu, 2004b, 2004¢, 2005, &
PABREAN 17 2 i i HREAT B—357 1 E AR R B , X PR ke Jn ] ) B —5 5 H AR TR R e 252 by fig 5
ANRIBEBRINGE S SIS I — S i 558 , A5 GB35 1 A B (085 25 ELARRB NS ; 0 , 52 B 2 Ih ey
W e F bR EAR IR R R R ik . T qTA BURAYHE H (Prom—on, etal., 2009 ), PENTA 1§
DU RSB IR (Xu & Prom—on, 2014 )" ) HR J& 1 L Praat 17 )20l PENTAtrainer %/ @,

ZHk ) PENTAtrainer fz 85 2 2 AP T — A0S MR HR0 35 A TR A9 82 o5, B o] S8 51 X i
56, B SFC AL, A SE BRI REHAE A O BRA B SR U PR 43 X, (HER SFC R [R B, R %D 6E
AN /N B PR AT 4 X, LR 3 d5 S AR 43 i S 8 — A AT 5 S B A s E s . B
DL, PR 5 R, 30175 B TE R R R — R B 2 I Re T m HARCE 5 ). 7 fE A NE
JHIE, FoATT R T AT AR EH AT BE R AT A T LUS HZ 2 ThRE ¥ 5 AR A S, S Bl i
P44 . PENTAtrainer H§T T T3415 (Liu et al., 2013 )™ Hif(Lee & Xu, 2015"*’; Lee, Xu & Prom—on,
2014')) Y4718 (Taheri-Ardali & Xu, 2015 )™ B {1 (Alzaidi et al., 2023 )" FIF%IK 5% K 15 (Savosavo)
(Lee etal., 2023 )™,

Communicative functions Sequential functional encoding

swess | [s0/[u| [s2ulu[u| [y

Focus ‘

PRE L on |
Temporal Division . W ﬁ E WE
mm: PRE | PRE | PRE| |PRE| | ON | ON

ial functional 5 functional combinations
Ess::rtr:)inzrt‘ic:rl:na =5 parameter sets (m,b,A)

=15 parameters

5 PENTAtrainer fM{il# & B AR RS L EUS T ABRMNE S BiFL
H K PENTAtrainer £ 1] DL A DIREARTE HITEREZE 27 > RN A B4 , (34 Toi 8 B A T Rebr it BE 2~

D http://www.homepages.ucl.ac.uk/~uclyyix/PENTAtrainer/.



A INREH IS E, HOCHERME L S A SOT IRt i B Y B 2 2 MR R A IR L R RHZE B9 SCAR PR A
TN RE A TC R R PRI ZRit DR . i DL, Anfe) S B A Shbs 8 8 DD RS 2ol TR R A e |-
— R — A E R

= N EEXRRINBERIE A 4D

DAL [l B 2 PRI 5 s L B LA RO, Horh— A 32 2SR M A S 7E mZhBE 5. AR
SEPIA B DL O 2 T B S PRI BE , RIVER SRR / BE0R] ; LRSS T2 35
SIS BRIIRE , B Jr 4 / B AN IR Z BT A B S IX Se T fE , 2 RO AT eI e A 20, IR A
AR R AR ZSEPRITRERI AT TR NS 22, 3k B BE AT 4R — 1, Al i A5 R L BT Y
SEA S5 5

(—) &

1. R E X

FE TSR D S S o T S, A SO A JCIER . INIIRE B, BRAR SO0 I A S
J2: 5 ) (emphasis), B BEIE ATE TR B h 20 B8 A58 20 s (B2, f s 2 i) — D sz i &
R, RIN™ 2 (prominent), PRy Ji5 2 BE[R] ek 22 1) 52 3%, JRAMINH A — 835 AR S B 1 S5 LR . (2, ™

Tk A—FRAT MBS IS, A DIRE PR CHF S , SR A 20735 B B AR N 122 A
YRR YRR, HAS UL, IE 40 Krifka( 2008 )", Ladd( 2008 )" #il Terken( 1984 )" B4 i, IH
HEA—RERT AR AR AT AN, SRRk SR RIS TR —7 7 Ik AR TR X A k= RS
RS T, TR BT 5 B A0 A SRbsR TR . AT — R R AT B T35 SR A e SO, B2
R T HERRAE A _E AT BE 2t BLAY A R0 (Krifka, 2008"; Rooth, 1992°°*), il aNfEi “ok =454 745 —"
BF, B SR O ok =" o T HERR “ZEDU R QNSRRI S R T HERR 5 T BT, XRlE X
SEBR_ R AR AR SRR Y D RRIR R —R T FIANTE “ok =4 TH—" v, 5k = AR — AR ia] , AR B
ZoHERR T H AL TR I - Tk = # 2R L BN, S IELL, BRI RN A ELE D REN AT RE R T R E—
HHESR A R R B A AT, S R RE A, SRR TSR I k=" b AR R
AT ECHE T B BT HEBRX G R — Ay LA IR XU T A — S EG AIEdE . Chen et
al.(2012 )"’ Chen et al.( 2014 )" FI Kristensen et al.( 2013 )" i@ it fMRI, ERP FIHE 25256 & I, {5 1)
BT IR ER TR A 5 , 10 A s B A P D0 2 76 PR AR G A I RV E 38 T 920 Bd . BT LA, B S Y S REAR AT RE R A T
LT A SN R A R R

—ANSEE Y L S HIE NOZ RS WU AT A B AT A5 B RAT LB RR A, RVAS S8 U 7% s TR
XTI, ) B AT IR A BS RES R . i, STIERFSY B4R T — e 0RUEnT LAS | 60 U AR A i b, fehy
LA el T TP AR R B IR ] o BRIE 2 A1, 38 T U R SCEA ARG B ARG 5 R SO S E
WA SR = dbmt 7.7 B AN, 22 AU 177 A AR R G A sl e 3], = 1T UL A,

WA T AR BT A REDRE R RS B v o A0 5K =R IR DY LA e st f i R ] DAV /e 2 |,
WA LAVEAE “2500” b T DIFAE R b HEIERMPUE R R AR, Fr AR 2 S e i — 1 R
PRXERT

AT — P EAT 52 ) g S 2 AR SR M B 45 (information structure) (1) —#R43, i 45 i b 146 E
4% B (givenness) FI% i (topic) . {7 BLASHIRIMES K A Halliday( 1967 )", J5 K XA Chafe( 1976 )" %51
HE—5 & L T PEE B9 BRI (Krifka, 20082 Rooth, 1992 th 1 B 45 B U AHC, FF LA A B A
LR [ U, B A 5 28 A8 T B BRI s 40l 5 BIRVE 7. b, i T B4 S R E—1 A
A (R 25K, R T R A B A a5 AN AR SR A L 408 52 2% AR A P — A T TSRS ) A 35 ROk L 3K A
HE RN IR AR S S A A 2 KA E B
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2. BN B g

FE BRI DI AR T LAEE A 4. A RS, e 4 0 [ 2 IR B IR A% 2 A BRI N — T iR k2
PRl 2825 FE B B 1Y . Palmer( 2022 )™ T A A 1, ShiE Hh A 5 8] 32 B2 o e ok 2k 10, T A%
e — BRI e R R A T, B — M T U ) o (H R IR B LOE O S AR A
[RIAF s 7R )R Re, LA, AR A SE 2 5 A5 (R BE, AM BRISIAZ 0 5 38 (nuclear
accent) LR AE 5 A X, AH PR Sk SR e E R AR — , T AR RS2 25 W) T AE A .

HAEIIRE A 0 £ SETIT ST, S 2 M1 W32 Cooper 1 Eady 75 20 120 80 4EAX i — 3% A 119 5C
2 (Cooper et al., 1985'"*"; Eady & Cooper, 1986'"°"’; Eady et al., 1986"'"), lbfi T3 1 P45k £ 0] ) 5 | 4 45
7 B SE R R, A 55 T B AR AR R ) BN R T AR AL B W, T HRAR TS R
WEE A, (LX) A A i 118 3 e WA (LS IR i o LR R 28 4%, J5 R BB Ry £ 55 R 45 (post—focus compres-
sion—PFC)”, =i I AF . Xu & Xu( 2005 ) 7% 2 [ 9 152 s 35 o 2 A0 T TR0 4007 I L %
SE T Cooper Fl Eady i (1) = Be U s gy, JFaE— 204 R 1 i SURNR) 8 5 4% A RS [) 04 3 10 37 s
Xu( 1999 )™ % BH, Az 5 705 15 BTt 2 Al —RE iy = BEX g b=t RIVAS A5 R RS A2 | 5 5 Ak i
WNE S S EIR R R . ZESL BT, TR ( 198517, 19941%%)) [l BIF ST 048 H A2 S b o5 S 4R e 7% HL A B
e AR NS R X AR Bl B 2 W 5T — DA% S T AR R 3 1 L ) — Bt U4 (S. Chen et al.,
2009'"™). Y. Chen et al., 2014" "', Wang & Xu, 2011"'*’; Wang et al., 2018" "),

Ja R g it —20 B R, 8 055 4 AN H R AR FE D A 1 B, A FOR S 7 BN A SIS R i
T MRS s s 5 EHEENRK  FT/R 28 SRR ik Bt 2% A ek 195 RO Kt ) R 24508 2
(Xu, 2019)M ) {HJ2 , H dUS TE AR 7E DU AL AR 1 22 B FAM 0 AL 7 i 58 R ES s S 1A .
TEDGER 280 S R S, sEiE (Wa & Xu, 2010)"'™ ] Fi5 (S. Chen et al., 2009 )™
PEiE (Qin & Xu, 2020 ) AT L FETEARTE 2 B, BRI (Alzaidi et al., 2019, 2023")) AAf 1ok 8 (Amir
et al., 2023 )" BAT (HACAEHBIX (i B (915 75 (Zerbian et al., 2010 )™ sy A . £ 2R, B 055 TR 48
F4) 33 ol 845 15 772 114 43 41 B Nostratic Macrofamily {5 15.(Bomhard, 2008 )" F1iE 3 bifi 4 b 47 Hi % 136 (Diamond
& Bellwood, 2003 )" A5 B AR . B SRIUETE 22 AT B 4 16 Nostratic #1152 HL, {H & P FE L3RI IX
SRTEDT S B TR 28 E R T . L, Xu( 2011, 20191) . Xu et al.(2012)""7) #H £ fUE R
4575 FI Nostratic #1# 2 & B0 IR TE PT7E b, BIEr IR H——K /N gl & s, 2= /04 1 J7 3000 4F
AT s AT DU A B 2 BT DA £ UG R4, 2 DO A TR ENRRGE R A e [mH A, oz s i A1
T NI R I PR A T RE G, © R TCIERETE 5 (4% (Chen, 2015™""™; Chen et al,, 2014'""; Xu et al., 2012"""7";

T NS TR B R, Y R e ST DU I , PRI TG 2 2 5 455 R4 (Chen, 2015 Chen et al,,
2014 o i, BHT I — T R T AR R TR A T A S AR I RENE . Yang( 2022)1!
KB, — S8 PN RS JE A v 22 AT (0 AR BB R B T RS R, TR R T — Al e, B U R
AR IEATIIR JAT —A ARAERE I 7 SR HERR R 50 N B TE S 846 . £ )5 e i s — i R LA
AT Bt TR, K T i S AR BE S T 1A A CIBGE B B 1 5 4E BT (Renfrew et al., 2000 )", {H
J2, B R 11 0 R A FE DAEAR B R B8], FH S 30 — P SR RIE X3 4% 253517 ,20201 %5 T35 et
al., 2011, Alzaidi, Xu & Xu, 2019"""""; Amir et al., 2023"""?’; Ipek, 2011"'*"; Lee & Xu, 2010"**’; Shen & Xu,
2016'""’; Syed et al., 2022"'"**’; Taheri-Ardali & Xu, 2015"""; Wang, Qadir & Xu, 2013" "), 1 F4F X4~

@ e T FH A 055 TR 43X & A9 2 Sugahara AT 1832 2003 ), Xu( 1999 ) AR 45 )5 T (post—focus suppression) A fi
RAC ST AR S TH . Chen et al.( 2009 ) TF4A 2 5 )5 45 (PFC) A8 , LA oA 55 56 [ 9155 ) /) B 48 o U T4 AR 1Y)
MG (YR IEAHIE Sugahara I8 30) o (HAE RS i e I8 20 BILIE B A £5 2 AN AR R E L 76 AM 28 HLp
N R H T (de—accenting), AR UL O TRAZ H¥5 0 IR AN R & R AT,
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LAY AR S SEUEPERY , I LA — BA ISl IR 5 o IS 5 IR AR A 5 AT EE 2 OIS o

3. A L A R A A OCR

AT T B [T JB T LA 28], £ sSSP e g 1 25 10— A IRl 2 AR R 0GB . X L B 48 12
— AT AT 5 VF 2 R LR AR IR BT A ALO B 2 b 238 ™ i (prominence), M 7E T
P 2R B T 5 i T o X B —Rp IR 3R 55 1 22 W A I G 1) S Bl 380 7 O 1 5 ™ A
TURIXE, BN, AR A — DU AR AR A B A R (X, 1999) 1 (HJE: H T
A ZHBE AR AN R) T, SIS0 R A o ™ S s e EE T Y B R I LB A 1 SO B S
R EAR SR L TR A PRI TE T (Xu, 1999)™"". Chen & Xu( 2006 )" St —2 §5% , B3 7% 1L
AR S P i L R P IR A B P — AR AT 2% 7 2 B, AN 2 FEER ™ S R ) I o o X Rl 705 19
J PR — BAEF TS BT, BRI AT DU T HALTE & . i AINBE PR, St 1 1n) g5 H SR DUE Y
FEARZEMRL, PR e T DISRSE IR subject IXAE 1YTR)E 44 TRl S2 3N in) « /i B2 44 18], J5 B2 slinl . HAAE 1958 4F,
Fry' ™" it ot R S 06 & B, SR 8 44 22 A0 FE WA ) B LT I 10 22 R 5 v 2235 81 S Hz ]
DATEIN A ARG 1 B A2 44 0, 5 e A2 il o Of B, RV 2218 K E) 90 Hz, 73 Bl e Ay
AEATHE o FHRT UL, S BT 340 m] 3R] 5 R R 5 Hz sl 88 1, 122 Ry, RV B B R A e d 3
T b BRI BRI E A BT, Xu & Xu( 2005)™ i 3 S A 0 R B, TCIE R
P T B RS E RS A m R AR S P R A 5 Hzo XA/ NIETE R IR AT R i 2
RO AL fE s A DL SEBE Fry (1958 )™ & B 23 1) 345 T i B 15 s 2201

A5 AR 5 2 S5 T LU AT RS | ok . Rump & Collier( 1996 )" % 3, A4
fif 22 154)F Amanda is going to Malta fit)/#7) 55 1l F1 /i) B2 1) (1) & e U6 i 20l 19 i e G ), bz ialh
B R R RN U A TR RGBS A S S AR A . Mixdorff( 2004 )M FEZS 41 HL
WAERM TR IS . R, X T RIS S5, AR AZ IR AT 55 2 HI ™ 5, 15930 B 25 SR ) 2= E s 1Y)
HELEVE U (Gussenhoven et al., 1997 )™ FFLL, Terken & Hermes( 2000 )" 75 845 T i 1 22455 Bty
— RIS R S I S A SRR B AR 2 5 002 i B T A S R A R A X R A o I
245 H , CA SRR, Joie 2 /5 BRI IR - PR [~ T X S TG AR AR
&, e A ] DL E R SR O] (A R sl i) B ) 45 H A S i

X T S, 1) A B — AR OR R ), A AR 45, R ME AR R (H AR
W 2200 RN R, gl IR BRZ @ C A A% 1 (1) Fdl il A e TosE i KR E &2 (2)
HlE AT A AR X IR E 7 (3) AEXKMERE T A Re R a7 (4) BERATURA? XM TH—
AR, CA AR e B3 1 B A0 7 R T A 55 T AR R AR, LR 2

x2 HREFEFTNLTEEESHLZAEFFFE

Hirk DU (- )
JCE Yk Ladefoged( 1982 ) Chao( 1968 )'*"
e HArsks Fry( 1958 )" Chen & Xu( 2006 )"
R 4 Crystal & House( 1988 )"’ Nakatani et al.( 1981 )"'*"’ WA 1985)1
=3 u u “hen u ;
Kk Xu & Xu( 2005 )" Chen & Xu( 2006 )"

TIAM — RGN SE & B, BETE vk A A TR A S B NN TR E AN UE A TR AR ol
B 2 B (stress deafness) ; i £ 15 S 115 % HE A% 18 17 i J8k 20 9515 55 35 (Lin et al., 2014, Chrabaszcz et al.,
2014 T I HL A2 P il S 2R G RS A BE— A LU T AR B B AR 4 18, I N T AR 1 L,
PR RE, M, WK 2 PR, R — D245 1FRHE . P oUHAES — =2 R a5k, e
& HbRE R L H AR BE S 72t B A AL A UE SR 82 B DUERE R 19 ) B 55 TR A 19
FE I, 3305 B0 H bR ™ A B (Chen & Xu, 2006 ; Xu & Prom—on, 2014™) M1, BEAT UEf W 5 13
TR SRR S 3 R R I SN T K, 2 35 1 (stiffness) #55 (Ostry et al., 1983 Xu &
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Prom-—on, 2019"**)), Xu & Prom—on( 2019 )™ 75 i fit B 048 pH 28 450 T AT 4020 Hr AR B0 S 42 o, 1F
WA I A T Ok BN, A R A, BT DL, SR T TR B H bR FE i, S
SN ARG I B st — 24, 0 b e 32 S B D A R T A B . DR PR 2 RAT]
e B SHR] P B R R AT RE 2 AAE B, Sl 1 i AR s (1 77 B o R SR B AR . e 5 LA By
(1 B L T Y, B AT LA /NN R A 25645 B AR BN “48 S8 (Zipf, 1949)M XAEfY
SRR I TPk . BATEARIE S LSRR A RIS, SR T R 24 ) B4, BT A
B S P B ] P A% 3 85 22 145 . (Xu & Prom—on, 2019 )™

AT LLEA IR, il AE— e AR X IR RS T, P2 AR Rl e R 2 SNA A R
1243 (Chao, 1968 B Wy %N, 1988 Duanmu, 1993471 A ARiEHe, 202314, {HE, TE4N
BAC = 2022) M R I BAEAR RN, X SR TR 2 MR AR BRI 6. i Chao( 1968 ) A, =
F R AR AR U 2310 1 AR, X IEAF A Xu & Wang(2009 ) % B =35 T Rl AR R, B 35
Wk, HE] R R, (2, Xu & Wang( 2009 )" R R H AL T AL IEYS , WX M K 2 25 F 8 s e
R IIRE TR R P 5 T A 130 5t . Nakatani et al.( 1981)"" 31, ZEBEE XA M 1) 3]
HEH AT B, A A A AR 2 R (H R S M AT AT B A HAE . T AR
TR, AT T 2 W R O Fa R B, K . LA, 7 T I e —
TR T AR AN A T R 5 i 0 R S e R T AL P R AN R T B AR AL
$91E. AR TR KSR R TR, a3 2 R, B XA IR —
Fry( 1958 )" i % B2 Mo 7 5 B 7 B0 ) T 3 SRR AE O 55 T w5 ) o B3 DA A9 [ gt ] 1),
B, AR S 3 X AP (0 0, AR RO AR A 4L AR 22 BT B T 8 35 =2 5

Xif i T IS BB GRS E T B ATE S AR 5 — A AR, R = . RKERILOR, B4
e 38 422 52 B — R 2, T B 1 A3E 5 1T LAY S =Ry 2280 . 7 35 25 1) (stress—timed) , 35 15 45 5 (sylla-
ble—timed) . 2§77 25 i (mora—timed) (Abercrombie, 1967"'*': Bloch, 1950""*°'; Pike, 1945 """, {H &, Mk 5k
VA BFFE 3 333 2 B (7 70 AT A — AN 7 LS BRI K A 5 AR HE (Ramu et al., 1999)", FJ2, Ramu et
al.( 1999 )"*! SR H — AT R T LU IA 75 AL 4515 2226000 IF (9715 2398 b (thythm metrics), 3 5 |45 7
BT BRI, R E NI PE 2B 29805, AP 5825, AR SEHE bR , DU -3 3
SRR T S Y1E = (Grabe & Low, 2002'"*; Lin & Wang, 2007"'**); Mok & Dellwo, 2008"**’; Nolan &
Asu, 2009 %), {H AR , X #6715 28 PRI A I E AR T T 4 35 T s R K TR T i B 23
A AR 2 , B AR BEUE BAAE Ge 01 22 AU, SR M e T — a5 S TR AR, M T4
ZERTBTFR RN — sk 22 Eh 30, Wang et al.( 2023 )" 5@ 1B} ) 26 E 3518 A GE @ 15 E T 413k
IGETTA3HIT , 45 T 2 BRI T AT AT AT A5 B () A0 1, 20355 2 A I LT 58 4 45 T AL N 35 1 RH B R R, 3
T ST AT 60 T S el RV o s A S e B R, A R R R
—IESEET AR B A — 5 A 231 AR, 1 PO S22 A B AR N o 2431 Tige i By — DU 15 i) 5
PRAY SR 221 F1 2221 R ( 5 Nakatani et al.( 1981 )M {4 & BUARL), BIVEAT 20N 35 35 545 . T LA, Wang
et al.( 2023 )" ) K B LI SE AT T 22U, PR R STy i S ) T 3 AR O S B3 — R A
(A ) B AT

(=) &R/ G A/ 528 / TRk

X 5 () ) 1B AR R ST 46 1, WSS 5 AT i S T 3 ) S B [n) RN R (A B 22 01, 32 23R Bk )
J& 5 25 i FH 3% [ (Bolinger, 1978''*); Greenberg, 1963"*'; Uldall, 1960"'*"), J& 3k ik — L HRF Y & B0, 25 5
IR RETF AR AT B, 12, — M BRAR A T, 2 R A S S — A 1 LA LT 75 R — R 1 S i T
o R (0 AR ZIE T B B8 M)A IR A A A T A THA B LR AN St T 2 R 114 S [ R i ) o A 35
AR R, LR B PR ) ) A T A 3 0 B R (D Tmperio, 2002 )" BE )i S 5 T A A 2B AR P
Pf i (Prieto, 2009 ) £ /R 52484 >4 1E (Gussenhoven, 2000 )"'® 75 15 (Grice, Ladd & Arvaniti, 2000 )"
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£ F FliF (Gosy & Terken, 1994 )" S5i5 5 L, HIR, — BRI G BE 7] / MRk 2 2288 KR A (e MR 5 |
PLZET AM B A) R 5 m A Rk A 121 7L (boundary tone) . {HAG 2= AR L4 Y, BE ) A) (1035 5 BT ko]
DA HeAE#A] . Thorsen( 19787, 1980 & BRAEF} A2 1H HL, Wik A1) | &5 B a1 41) vk (4 A K A 55 BB ) A1) vk
(1) € () A AT LA P ) ) R R R X 48 SR, A b R B () A AN — 8 SR I B ] L (R BEm) 4] . Fries
(1964)"7) FE—AN L ET 55 TR LR I, 76 A SRS AP Y 36 [ SETE HL A 5 T 60% BTE VL BE IR )2
P . Hirschberg( 1995 )" AR ULAE—> [ SRTERHE LA 43.3% BRI L 498 . Al , Hedberg
et al.( 2017 )" FEARTE T P RIE SR TR G KB, 4Rk 280 90%) — e &E a8 2& TH s Y . B,
FERCA ]/ 8 L 4 2% RAG PT R 25 T R [ ) 1) EEAA)

R4 ) b Fh kR RN R AME ARG B8 (] / B i I8 2 X a7, DR R X A~ Dy R R 43 1) FH B e A LA

TEARARAZ il T ) BURAE sSAL B. ETC AR ORI )R AR ) B, U SR i — 1) 9 25 e 2 B ) s TR 5 2 £
STEA I, A S A B A B R) MRk 2 22 (AR S BT TR B AR T R, TR B
TEWIR L, B s BT ) P9 3 7 e i 2 0 2 SR 1) 4 LB T BRI BRI Liu et al.( 2013 )™ 7 26 M #i5
B VR T A ARG & B, BRIAS /B )R B 15 N I TR 2 2R A fe i sl kb i HL & A7
JT A R AR R BAR o U, 95 EYGE BLAYEE ) BRiA 2 25765 — AN B ARk T, i
L2 et AR T 1)) T 55— AN 3t T LA 2 2 B 1) )i 2 ik 41) (Saindon et al., 2017 )17
B A — U BN R SE 1) A1) 25 AR B (Face, 20057 Thorsen, 1980"°*’; van Heuven & Haan, 2000"').,
A, Pierrehumbert 75 il 1 -1-3530( 1980 )7 HUgh B 28 1 32 31)47) R i) P 1) 35 v il B A R 351 14
T v R, 8 s 22 A [l o 5 25 B 75 (echo accent), 5 R T 2R TR AR SE %) A S R iy o, SEAS 2%
S EREIR ) A2 1 AM BIE L A14% ToBLIBARTTE 2245 (Silverman et al., 1992 )™ XL FL AR,
TE 2R S i) JEL 6 i By B 81 it e F BELASH Pl I T AL — B

Liu et al.( 2013 )" 38 4 30, 21 175 58 1F) B 18 (0 A A BR B TEAR AR —KE . 1928, BE) SRR 2 25 2 A
S — A AL R R AY T LT 4 T R B ) ) IR A B LS KR i i, IR R bR ) —
AR SR SRR, FURBE MR /N TR ) . R, B )i ] RV AE R AN U R I S AT AR, 2
o Y R R X — b, IS 4 A BERAR AR AL B, 199217 s A Al , 2004 ) o R,
U 75 LR B8 ) g Xof 75 R R MR AR K, o i B [ ) ) R T Al AR S TR R T A R RS
(Fok—Chan, 1974'"7*'; Ma, Ciocca & Whitehill, 2006"'77) , sz & 575 2 [ 056 &K 7 5 S M4 &
A EZILH Y H Z B TS EE— R I — AR T 5 22 5 7EE I — L IX () 250
L, BERIER MY FRIB S A A IR, BEBSA RSB IR 025 N 0 E I, B (R i R
R S AR R T, R A R AR G K B A 4 1 2B (Connell, 2017"7; Rialland,
2009 Salffner, 2010'"*")) . £ BT TS 1 09 £ 25US TRAETE I b3 s WK | B IRITEIRIA 17 sk P AT
RE TN G (A P REIE W B AE AR Z 010, A (A — 2R T

( 2) R EZ 5 E A% LRI 6

ARSIl B A RIS 5 SRR X B SO B, R ARG R i e AR A9 . (A ETEJR RIS R L
A — A PRI RER WIS — B 5 & @A B R B R MFR N E A F 25 =k
iy, o FE AT A, — R AR, — R

1. GreH /bRt

Gy G RBR A A6 TR B PR PO IR RN B — A e A B AR . X AT RBTS 192 FH i A T Bt
TR BT BRSO T NI R S SRR T LR AR) o n] DU I R T DUR A A OT . SRR, Anfal 4
R B R TRk g M (AR L NG 2T A 5 4 th i e 19 (Selkirk, 1986 Shih,
1986 "), i & [ W— M EZ G ZR  HURATC /NI N SR A 548 SR G REE 5 R
WA RS, NI X — SRR AR R T SO K . IE AT O 2 4E A, R T 2
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DI RE Y AR AT DA R DO R B S ERIRO —IR T, 25 Rt i TR R IR L
TEFRERY (Wang et al., 2018 )" filf AM BRI HLE 45 ME AR B R AR — 5 S =, ), g
AN R A BRI . EX RIS R 3 A S pri R BB TCT A R R R L T
T 20423, Nakatani et al.( 1981 )"0 % BR, i 03 FLE80 (] 540 1 ) W3 9 I S e i ~7 T 8
T X I AR R o 33t R AR 209 00 % B — 35, BB 5L 00 S5 B SR i, TG A2 v el i 35 4
1IF (English: Lehiste, Olive & Streeter, 1976'"**'; Lehiste, 1996'"**'; Korean: Jeon & Nolan, 2013""**); Mandarin: Xu
and Wang, 2009 ") FFLL, X404 / AR BRI RG24 1] L 52 A 2 5 (9 el

AR T i R ) e T B E R S 1 SR 9 3% 5 I K (Beckman & Edward, 1990"*; Klatt, 1976"""; Le-
histe et al., 1976“83]; Nakatani et al., 1981590 Fn 3 AL b F{) JG 75 {55 fili (Jeon & Nolan, 2013“85]; Yang & Wang,
2002, BRIEZ A1, Xu & Wang(2009 )™ i % BRI 35 HUA 2 4, BRI S 231 F1 2431 K
B DA R AR e AR S, B AR B E  AUR T T WAL IS . B ZE i FRX AN B
AR B, S T D S B A 0 S A R ] (Wang et al., 2023)M°7 . AN E RN &
PRI , 3 1 B A AT 2 TR TR T AN ARSI T W AN IG R SR 5 S L)
R A U R Bt SR P R BRI o, A 80 0 Lo P R 2 i, A A GRS 50 (Wang et al., 2023 )17,
A R 33N R BB 17 )\ BT i R J2—#E 19 (Kuang, Chan & Rhee, 2023 )M

Xt 43 21 B TE T FRIC A 98 38 S — B8 1 2 32 (B A AL e 4t BE ), i an, — ARl Ry i 3 i B
) S B R — A A G PEA] L 1998 Duanmu, 1996, 2022"%) , {HU, BT A 1k — I 5 & 3K
IR R B R TR F &, TR, 19931 Wu, 2017, Xu & Wang, 2009'**'; Zhang et al.,
2026'"), X IR A R AP O I FARC AR T, AR B R A A A% R A R
AR BT C YRR, =35 L DU 4 LAY T R T A A S b R R R RN, B A A
SR I T Y Kk 1 RUEN AT RE B R (Xu & Wang, 2009 )M EHEF (2004 )M R4 IER T2
IR AN B A BRSO EARRE R R E R . N, IE AT NS T o 09, AR B B AR AE v
R REAR K, BT LA, #2350 B o Dt R A B A . DGR R4 il U B, A 45, Hofth gl ) iz 332 10
B ICHR A THREANE SURTE I Rl 1t HAB AR DUE , Hoftis = s B IR X AN, 45 , W3
A SCUE BCERALE TR A S B 280

FEIRBNE A DRI, AR SHES S BRI E N, ks & 14 F 34k 5 1% Bt
BRI S5 F7 o HR X — S BRI SR SR /b, PR R AR 1) 5155 [T 17 1) 445 5 1 I 55X (Bnziger
& Scherer, 2005, Bolinger, 1989"**); Gussenhoven, 2002"*’; Halliday, 1985""’; Mozziconacci, 2002,
Pierrehumbert & Hirschberg, 1990""), [n] RO SRR T X AP oY A % FE 3 AR B 22k iR oA 3
WA AR 2 Il 2 Ak R JEAR T RE AR 5 AR ik il % . R T i xH i 2k, Morton( 1977 ) 75 %
T KEMFLISAE IS iy J5 &30, 5 3ESCHEAT RPN ny 75 3 IR AIG, 2  ORoAEDRE 5 17 S5 R4 |
I INA T R R P S L 7 v i e, o T 2R o A ph B A ) T B R o A L, TT DATRR
W35 T 5 0 1 NS 0 35 B A58 /N, o] A B 7. Ohala( 1984 )% MU % s B AKIE S I
E— 20 BT I 2R 75 T Rt nl e AR SRR BRI AR TE AT AR H O AR Bk K, 4 7 E T L
ik AR/, i HAMEE R FRAE R T 4 e B R S P RO — RIS & B, X
A[FR A Morton—Ohala {f15(Xu, 2023 )™ (B8 245 36 Y (Chuenwattanapranithi et al., 2008 *; Xu et al.,
2013"; Xu, Kelly & Smillie, 2013""7) 5 H B A2 , 301 015 R T AN TR B4 2 BT84, T2 T LA
I U AR R AR e AR AIR UG B HURE (formant dispersion) FHR & AU IR [l AR Ik Hirpr 8 U (1Y)
VEHTE H 8.3 (Cai & Xu, 2023 Xu et al., 2013"%), A5 & A5 ST S MR 00 R 5 7 1 B 7l L A
R AT, 717 2 24 BT S B BB A A T8 B A o NS, FEk S 2R L R AN
FIEERY, O B E SRSt T R BT, AR AR M R (Cai & Xu, 2023 )% somlfi
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BT AT 2 IR S 2 S TG00 1o 35 1o R R X R 24 A (X, 2023 )
Mo &5

AR S A X AR 7 S A 18, 25 EE S AT IR R A A 2 R i AN R T B RO T 4. A
DA R FRATTE B T RS, B TE A S BT RE A S A S U 55 AR, DA R i R B 24
A R T B R T o LI PN R3Ol 2 2% it LB 25 5 A AR AE 2L A0 v SOk BB M Sk 4 5 38
AT LLHE B A5 A5 S etk o o MR 1) T, AR R FLIE RN 8, 7R3 — O3 L LR Ag b
TIRERYZAS A B AR IORFST , 28R T I QAR A BRI / B8] A3 /AR 3t I RS T RE R H g As , (H TS
Je B A BRI E A RS JZ LB AN BE A 06T o FL AN A s i 8, BRAT BRI S R 57 T AR A AT B, (HLAE
SRR A S BARNTEAE o B0 BN RN BEE B S5 O i) = 000 5 22 00 £ 0 (EL B AT S iRy
2. UL, A E—AN AT RERRIT ST 7 1 2 FH 0 0 A0 £8 B R R AR T , S S i e S I RE A . 3 b
FHE AT it )5 28 R 6 - BOR T 28 BRI REAR BB BESE , il BE 21 BT A— N s . 5
AN A V2 BRI RE A TE A i At 75 B2 5 3 T 2 A Yy, Hep — S R AUE S ARA Y, b mE AT ATE R
1 (Chao, 1968"“"; Li et al., 2012, 2013"*"°") FIHEi 1 52 5% (contradiction intonation) (Nolan, 2020 )"*'";
WA — S R WETE 2 1), W5 (topic) 178 (Wang & Xu, 2011)"'° 4 A /aJif 3 (parenthetical intonation) (Levis
& Wichmann, 2015 )21 #s
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Comparative Study on the Realization Path of Common Prosperity in Jiangsu,

Zhejiang and Shanghai: From the Perspective of Second-best Choice
MA Yiqun, FENG Yinqin
(National Audit Institute, Nanjing Audit University, Nanjing 211815, China)

Abstract: Common prosperity constitutes an essential requirement of socialism with Chinese characteristics. This
paper systematically compares the disparities in common prosperity development across Jiangsu, Zhejiang and
Shanghai under diverse development models, and explores the path selection for advancing common prosperity
in the three regions from the perspective of the second-best choice. The research concludes that the level of
common prosperity varies significantly among Jiangsu, Zhejiang and Shanghai, and different development models
exert differentiated influences on the realization of common prosperity. The Southern Jiangsu Model, rooted in
township enterprises, achieves outstanding performance in resident affluence, ecological livability and public
service provision. The Wenzhou Model, dominated by the private economy, presents prominent advantages in
residents’ spiritual fulfillment and social harmony. The Pudong Model, relying on state-owned enterprises, shows
distinct strengths in improving people’ s living standards. Furthermore, this paper proposes practical implications
for promoting common prosperity by adopting localized development strategies tailored to the characteristics of
different regional development models.
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Review and Synthesis of the History of Intonation Research
XU Yi
(Department of Speech, Hearing and Phonetic Sciences, University College London, London, WCIN 1PF)

Abstract: This paper traces the development of our understanding of intonation through a review of the history of
intonation research. From this review, two major trends emerge: a shift in theoretical orientation from form-first
to function-first approaches, and an evolution of research methodology from abstract description to parametric
generation. Using these two trends as guiding threads allows us to bring order to a vast body of literature,
enabling future research to focus on genuinely unexplored areas while avoiding redundant efforts. Within the first
trend, researches aimed at identifying the encoding of communicative functions have revealed prosodic patterns
associated with functions such as focus, statement vs. question, grouping/boundary marking, and emotion. In
contrast, the trend from abstract description to parametric generation of intonation is still at a very early stage.
Investment in the study of intonation through computational modeling remains limited, partly due to its perceived
difficulty, but more importantly because it is often not regarded as part of mainstream foundational research.
Because parametric models inevitably aim to simulate surface pitch contours, there are concerns that they may
sacrifice the level of abstraction required for cognitive understanding. However, a review of the development
of PENTAtrainer shows that computational modeling is not only compatible with theoretical modeling, but can
actually provide an effective means of testing intonation theories. A truly valid theoretical abstraction must be one
that is capable of reproducing surface details.

Key words: intonation; tone; lexical tone; focus; function-first; form-first; grouping; boundary marking
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