@ 3| =47\ (Nidaba) 43(2014), 11-20

A52H M (incomplete neutralization)
—EHM BB AODEMREBE SN - E E—

w # E g

1oEesic

AL, FEEFPIHENFTEREBROBRICK L TEDO LS REME L TE =02 K5t
L7zt a—@mETHD, KB TIE. PFRTEHIZLPBEINIREICBVWTEFNER
NBEINDIHEEEZREE2F (incomplete neutralization) & E&ET 5, AT MICET
HHFRIE. 1980 0 b EFEHMTE - ERMEICERA STV

ARBRFEL2PMER S EH, LT AEEPMIFIEEH Eﬁéi) MTED N TET
WAHEBIL, %R+ 2LI1C, REE2PfE. BITOEENRZEBEROMMEIIB VW THE
FEDEELWBEIED 1 2 THY | FNHICEERTREEZ TWVWDH I LIZH D,

VN ADLE 3579 iﬂ(@iﬁ”)f“&)%’) FTE2HIIBVT, REEFMOERIZI0 D LHEHR
MEREBBT 5, BREMICIT. EFFLEEROBEOITICET 2RI, BbH,
ARRERRICBITSE /:.-—/lxuﬁﬁ (modular view) ZfRitd 5, £DOET, % 3~4 HilZB
T, FEeFmoEEFlE L TEKRMABICRBITH2EFMREST DES(L (final devoicing) D
FHEAEREIY B AESPRSTIET DHEF E’JF’ﬁEEé”’fﬁuT?"E) FESEITIX, BXh

CHRRBAIZOWVWTERT 5,

A TH O B, FRC, HFEE L TCOBTBRERICO LD LIERIMBETH LI LE
RANCH - T <, REfLPFmd, @ik LTUD%"’PE (1 21X, phonologization IZ
%Téﬁmemnw%&k)kﬂbf%TW BOEEFIIEBEZDD, ZHHOMREIC
DNTIE, REWDIV,

AFETIE, BF - TRRTICEBEFFE (PA) 2AVD, 2EL, 5F - FBRRLZ
THLERRVERNIZOWTIE, BEr—~FEETERTT %,

2. EREHEWICBITHIED 2 —ILER

ZOETIH, AESFOEBERMEMREBRITT 2 DILERARLERABLEAT
B, BEMIZIT, BEFRMLCICE S TEFRRICKICZERREREL 52 T EAREER
DEV2—LHRERY BT 5, EARFEBITIERNEOFELNIMEDITLONTEY,
Chomsky and Halle (1968) (2 & > TZDOFMABMARE I NIz, 2.1 15 23 T, £RF



BRER O A Z DT 5 3 RISOVWTRETY 5, €D 3 A &1E, B 112, FREHOL
TAY—E B2 FEFLERRO S, B3 FFFLERRO-— AL TH D,

2.1 BRI 0hTIU—t&

ERERROFEO—I, FOFHRROR L ( FEOFTHICRVT, FORKY I
ERELOLIDLOIRTOEY ), BIHM 1996: 148) RXBHRE R L L FFRME
(phonetic feature) & FRIINDHMRBOLEETLAVTRFRTIHAIH D, BEDFRFOBOT
FACET 2 A3, EEERRAIISLIC b 2RI T 2 & 4. T OMOETFHIREMIER (5
Z UL, coarticulation D& A I BT AERLR L) BRI EEZ LN TS, O
TV IO LT, FERFONIIBERR (discrete) « 77 IV —AY (categorical) 72 BE{L THERL X
NDEVWHI RO ELXEEL TS, TO—FT, IF,. TERTOMENERIT SR
TWD, ZOZLIZHNT, BEIHTHLIEKRT S,

2.2 BESLEBRRO-S

21 TR E DI, FHRHVBEBME - 17 TV — il Lo THEESITORBDEE L
b, BHEMEEFFOBRIZIED I IIMBEST LN TNDEDES ) iy,
EV2—ABOG LT, FRRIIDEBNLEENLEENHEMARR SN TS (B
FRM) "OoMAERTHD—FH T, BEFEITFOVBHLERZOLO2H > HEFT
HBDLEVIEZIBRZTANLNTWDS, TOXIRERNDL, TEHFHI/ROBRRIHT
=Y —i) (categorical) RMEE A F T 2DIZRT L, FFEENE O MRITWIKA (gradient) 72
HEEETHIHBTHIEHEEIND, TOXIRED2—A#HOL E T, ABEED
EECHEDLITNTOBRRIT, BEFFELEBEROVTIANICELS T ENEZ LTy,
FORBERZTIZ, BRENDIAKNB AT IV —ME2EHTEh, BikEEZHETINE VS E
BIZERDNDZ LI D, LLL2RL, BFOBEFEORBIZIE T, #kyF
V—HE2FEOLEZ ONTELHREENEREEZFOEENHELMIENTEE, D2 &
i, B2 —AMObLE TERROBTRRGBLON TV -EHER, TFHICES RS
NAOFIREMERH D Z L2 TET S, ZOMBIZ SV EB3H THURNTAZ LiIcT 3,

2.3 BRFLEERO—AAE

22 TREYV2—IVHROb & TITEFRF L FERO OB L2 FMERIcfIB S ohT
WS ZEIZDWTHRNIZ, TiE, FDLIRETa—NLEHOL & TIE, e DEBRICREST
LEREFIIEDLIBAD=ALTERINDLEEZILNDDEA I D, TV 2— /Ui
WRBITHAEFEHETADI L, BIETHHENDOSH HET ML, Pierrehumbert (1980) 73
#22 L 7= phonetic implementation D5 /LT3 5, Pierrehumbert (1980) IXZEFEA » R —
YaryDEREFFHNEORT, TERLEFFEOME T FERHA (phonetic



implementation rule) &FHENZHAITHSZ LEREL TV D, FEFERBAR L ITEED
Wik, MR EFERYE (FRROER) 2T ER (FFFOENK) ~LERTIEE
B - BEIRRAITH D, FlxiE, ERMOBRKAZENFIZBVT [+voice] £WVVIFE
ZHOIEENDH DA, [+voice] ICETAIFFEBRMBANICL - T, BEFEEHREHLEER -
BEWICRESND EREESND, ZOET/MVL, (1) B EEFFIE—FHRICLIME
ALV (BEROLEFENMEATIN, 20HIEIHVELRY) | ) EFEERIITER
DAL N (RIEFR; surface representation) 2> b FERIZTHIFETHDL I LEEET D,
L LAans, #d1+5X 910, FESFFfE, &2 Q) LT, EimiELZRT
FTW3

3. FEeHH

RELhfO#EmzED AN, FEMmICBT D TR [ZOVWTHRICELTREL
VY,

Kiparsky (1968) 1%, 1% #axtAIF 0 (absolute neutralization) &{ZEAIFFN (positional
neutralization) {2 =4 LTW5, ZD ) LA TR LoNDDIIEEICBEFETIHETH D,
Lo TUBEOHERTIE (B 0Z &% [dfn) LS LIZT D,

(B P LT, FRRMBEIFEDOETFREIIBVTRDNLOIRARTH D, AR T
X, FROMEE L LT, REMABICKIT2AFMAEZTOES{L (final devoicing; LM,
FD £ 3294 20 EiF 5, FAVERLOUTHE. R—J 0 FEREI—o v OESHE
BiC, KBAE (B - B - BiERRY) TEFHETNESL, BEFEET
hf % &V D BEN SN TX7- (Kenstowicz 1994, Odden 2005 72 &), (1) & FA Y &E
DIREZOHEMOBFIOBEGZ (1) 12555 (#lix, Portand O’Dell 1985: 456 £ V),

(1) a. Alpen [alpan] ‘mountation pasture ($2357%)’  b. Alben [albon] ‘elf (EEIE)’
c. Alp [alp] ‘mountation pasture (BL¥(/Z)’ d. Alb [alp] ‘elf ()

(1ab) DHEIH BB LS IC, HBFE (EIIFF) BEPTERET 2561 BEF
EFRAEHOBVMI Lo THYTE, —F. (led) DL DT, FEDCHEETDR \ZALE
TAHEAITIL, AEHETHEF T LI ;ofﬁ%'réw*#ﬂbwé%fré utm;o
BT, B2 HTEALLERTEROBMELOL LT, (2) DL REFREOE
HAIL LT—RLEaND, HIEEEREZR L, >X X (REER) B Y REIER) ILED
BreERT, ATy vallgil, XoY BAEA SN &H EFRE) 2R

(2) FD: [+consonantal, -sonorant, +voice] — [-voice]/ _# (Kenstowicz 1994)



2) OFEENZEI L T Kenstowicz iZ., H—F > KEED FD OSHOHETERD L& 5 12k ~<Tu»
B

() the final devoicing rule neutralizes the underlying contrast by changing the specification of an
obstruent from [+voiced] to [-voiced]. By virtue of this rule, underlying [b, d, g, z, ] become

identical with underlying [p, t, k, s, §]. (Kenstowicz 1994: 76)

Kenstowicz " K L TWB X312, Q) IBENT IBWT, EEEFEESR
[+consonantal, -sonorant, +voice] 23, XfIa¢ % HEEER Bﬁix" [+consonantal, -sonorant,
-voice] ER—IZ/2D EWVIHNETFRIT 2, T0%, RERF - EFHETIR—
KRBT L - T, AEEBHIERINDZLIZRD, ZOETFADDLII, ¢ﬁuﬁck
TOEERF - EFEESOFTFERBOMICIIZERN 22 ERNFRIENS,

IO X572 FD OFHEBRICET 2 FRlEZ, ERRFETRIET 2R 1980 £ b
IhbhTEl, TNAODOWERL, BREOTRERILARVARELBF (incomplete
neutralization) & WO BHEEZWME L TWB (KA YEFETIX. Port and O’Dell 1985,
Charles-Luse 1985, Port and Crawford 1989, Piroth and Janker 2004, Rottger et al. 2011 72 &; 7
# 1 =73 TId, Dinnsen and Charles-Luce 1984 72 &; 45 > #3ETiZ. Warner et al. 2004,
Ernestus and Baayen 2006, 2007 72 £'; & 27 3&Ti¥. Chen 1970, Dmitrieva 2005, Dmitrieva et
al. 2010, Kharlamov 2012, Kulikov 2012, #A3 2012, Matsui 2013 72 &), R52LFFFZED 4%
%%&H%T%é%nmunxmw%)i10A@l;ﬁ% FoTHRBESNI NS VEE

ERMEOEEAFHAHE L EEEFRASTOTEHEE W L- (B2 1E. Bund vs.
bunt @J:')fi%d\i‘ﬂu)o ZOFRER. Port bit, FBRME TES(L L EEEFRAHE
EERFHAFETOMIC, W< ONDOEBERRBOOLNDZLERR L1, Bz i%Eﬁfﬂ
BEOERMOBE ORI, BEEFTOEAMOBE LY b 15ms B2 LAVRER
7o Port HIZ &I E, FEED [HM I3 SIBABRFEESNTWAEPMNBLRILTH B,
TO—=FT, BEED [KES ) F HUMRBESNDEPUB LEATIE N E NS 9,
& H{Z Portand O’Dell (1985) X, MEERICE > T, A VES»RBELITIHEFII-N
LOBRNAFBEBARLITEVEEVEE 10 60%) THESTONBZZ LERLE, LD
SIHTFERN G Port HIXFFIIFREL (incomplete) ThH 2 & EELTWVWS, RELPFIT,
LIZHEFIZ FD 1213 TR <, HEMASHF OME(L (Herd et al. 2010, Braver 2013) %0, ¥
DfE A (Fourakis and Port 1986), & DR EF{L (Braver and Kawahara 2013) % 055818518
EALTHEEEINTND

4. ERMEMK
AEEFFI LT LI IE8RERICHT 2B  (a threat to phonological theory) (Port and



Crawford 1989: 257). L o> TOHEE| (theoretical bad dream) (Port 1996: 491) 72 &' &
%ﬁénrwéivg\mﬁm&%ﬁ@%(%VJ—wﬁ)K&orwﬁgo—o&br
LEBSTONTE 7, 41 L 42 Tid, F3IEHTHR L FD 2 BEHI L LT, RELFH
DEFRHRALE DT L BBMEBR L TAHLL,

4.1 BEERLEEBEROA V2 —D 24 RBHICHT HEM
FELFMOBROERO—2IZ, BFENRY L OHT IV —tE L EREOAEBSITHFD
RIREICBAR T 5, iR RAETIX, 2) T/RL7 X 512, FD X [+voice] #>5 [-voice] ~
DORBEHRB L L THAINTE L, ZOZLIX, FDIIHIT IV INMIEIHZHRETHD
EWHZEEEBETD, LL2nb, RITHEOEERFER1LOIE, FD O L LTO
PRI AT 2 —BTid e < BREI 2RI & RO RTREME S R & D, Z ORISR L T,
BRI 2BV OFRNEBEZONDTZA D, 1 Did, FD 2 BEFFHRBRRICENET D
EVWIFRTHD FB2ETERLIEL DI Y 2 — /LR OMER TITEIRAI 2B RIT,
EEZETHRIREKBERENMNEBEOTONTE, LMo T, Emestus (2011) HFEFHL TV
6&5K\H)d%71—wﬁwﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁwf\% WmTIZR, BEFNRBERICE
SEINDAREELRH D, I —2id, BEMREBTFFOROERROFESLELELBR
ﬁ#é&wiﬁ%ﬁ%i6n5E55Kme%W

RELPFII I EFERR OMEICH L THUREBE 525, FE2H TR LI
%VJ—Wﬁfm\E%%ﬁﬁ%iﬁ@%’@ﬁ%@ﬁmTﬁé&ﬁméﬂéo‘@yk
iX. RET [-voice] BIEEINTWAEFDERFIL, [-voice] DIREMN D TELRIZFTRIF
BETHDHZEEEET D, LrLERG, FELFMiL, RETRI—D [-voice] BFEE X
NTVWBARTOEFROEFNFEMERICKRBR TP DI TR TE 2N 2= 3 VRF
ETHZERTRBLTWS, IBFE, BEFERARREY 2 — AR TRESN TS LI
IR - BB TIZARL, 3>y ba— LI TV 3 EAEERE ST % (Kingston
and Diehl 1994 72 &) 23, RELFFOFERHI G Z D Z &L 2R T DFEHD—DIZALE ST
LB EEZXLND,

4.2 BHRERTOMEIINT HRE

FEEFNTIET S S 5 —>OBEROBBEIL., TERTOREIIETIHDOTHS,
oM TER L L DT, ARFEHICBV T, MZICEE L WEHEREMERITESR
RRIZEENL2VWEEZONTE R, 20—/ T, LEEBFEFZONHFLZRLIIERAINT
-2 DMEEROBERIT, MEFi3, BELRETFAEMERL EFERBKRITTL
%2 & &RLTUVWS (Goldinger 1998, Hawkins and Nguyen 2003 72 &), RFELFFHFEIZIB
A EOHMEERL, O EEMEIRTEFAO—DIME ST bND, FlZiE. FD
DEFMEEZRE LEERTIL. BREEFTOERNIH D BE ORFIFHCEE S DF



HOBBRORHEEH L W o B ERFMER L FRNVICL T, MEFREF2HOBRE
RIETE DI EIRENTYVD (Port and O’Dell 1985, Warner et al. 2004, f23F 2013 72 &),
INOOFFEIE, BRETIIREREZONTE LV B0 REREL IO RS
5HDTH B,

CDEIBBFBERTOKFEEZBEICANTHERE L TEHiH & LT, exemplar-based
theory M3Z81F 545, Exemplar-based theory Tid, FA7z H A OZF RO FIT exemplar
I BB 2 O BER R RERBOFELRET D (Goldinger 1998, Pierrehumbert 2001,
2002 72 &) , BHEABONEEICEAL CIEHIH Y, 5% L AREL2PIFENZ 0%
FICHEIRL T\ Z i ah s,

5. BEni-RE
ATEIZ BV T E Y a2 —VBOKMEA T ATL2FfE TR TE VW L 2B/ LE,

RE2PFFRERICEINZEEREO— 23, FRE2TMNRLEELELZ00EHRT
HTLTHD, FAHTIE, ARZEPHMTFEEOTENLMBOPIIH DB VL > T4
CBLIRELEZEIZ.EDL ) REBRHNEERHDIONIONTH LT, LR LARNG,
EERRERIEERELOERUMCL > THAE U S AREMEN S XL TV 3B, fHil 21T,
Fourakis and Iverson (1984) iZ., KA VEDFD I L TEERIN-TEEI. BvELD
HWEOLRXRPHREFICEARFICEZE SN L) RBREIIBVWTOLRE L LEYMTH D LS
WO, WMok, BYFE—URRETICEEEE S & HY HHE (elicitation task) @ &,
BOFMHREEEINTEEY XA N EFREY B HE (reading task) - THEELHEEL. WS
HIZRBITHEERF - EEHESHMOBTEMFE L LB Lz, TO/RRE, reading task TH| &
HEN-EERF - EFEETOMICITAERENRD b0, elicitation task TH| & H &
NEHEIIE, BEENRBD LN h o7, Warmer et al. (2004) DERTIX, EEERERN
FL TR FRETRRERDAT v FBEORAS B2, baten vs. baatten D X 5 1258) O
BFERELARE SN, TORE. BEERERBR—THIZHL21bbLT, B/IRticEE
EVRFOLND ZEEREINT, LV EEKITIE, FEOBGIFEII-VVCC-E W EBEDH R
VCEVRELVLBREWIENRANE (VIIRE. CIIFEL2ET), S5z, BSOS
FFRICBE LTI, B FEEERAFHEORMICREERARRD SN, Thbh, EEERS
BEEEL-VVH-BRVEBIL, -V VB LV b, BF ORI 3Ims BV, BEAFTS
EEL-VVA-BEVFBEL-VIBVEBORIZIE, TOLIRERIBO N2 o (1 i3E
EEFEZ, dIEEAFEE2ET), Warner et al. (2004) 3. BV FOLBRL BEBEOM
WWBEINT 3ms OFEBEIT, BERTVBBRIFBOMICEEINEZL, REEOKE
STHHIIEFEBL WS, LEXETEHEIT. AREFME L THEREINSZTEY
ERIT, EBEOLZ LS, ER EFOBEERICE > TE&EZI SNFEBIEYWTH D EREMS
BRT2b0THD, £O—F T, Rottger et al. (2011) iTL VL OBEERZHH L=



EHFETTRAYVEFD OARZELPMEZHRE L THY . FD RV FHRICER T2 b 0iEL
THERICIIFBRORMBPZEIN TV D,

T8R 0 FRE I LIAMI G GBI A OBV (HEREE 2 L) (Whalen 1991 72 &) '?Dparadigm
uniformity (Braver 2013, Matsui 2013; Steriade 2000 H BRI 72\ 22 &L FFERIFEMIC
BrEXD I L3 EADERIZE > THRBEA TV, Tmé¢ﬁm%®zﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FZHEFEHZERN EDOL Db G- T, REE2FMNEL D00 EARMIZTRT
ZEEHBEAY D, FOBBTIE, AR TR L7 L O 2ERERBEICI LT, B
HEBMBR IO TV Z EMHFEND,

F

1) AFEIL. EFNIEBRFESFEHFRFNIIRE LB L0 (12 H 2012) ToOFERO—HIC
KigZ2mE - EEEBLI-bDTH D,

2) @t (1996: 149) ICFHERH D L DIT. Z T% FEOEK] i3V bbb [5K
Bk ThHoT, HEHEIRBRERE RV, ELARYE) RELFOBE Bk, F
B2 &) IOV TOFERR EITEER,

3) T TEENFBREREFATHA B, ERFTERIBVTRE SN TV DOIRTE
BEBLTWVWD, 22T, ERERMOSENTER TIRE SN TV D2 REED
FR (EERTHORBRTICED L TOFMERR) IIFFITER] LTV,

4) Braver (2013) 32D X 5 ¥ VIIAELPROBMEIZEE L THRDO LN LHEATSH
HIEEBEHELTWD

S)QW%Mifm&m&%% G DEEEZRDDINEDE VD BREVERS RSN T
W3, TDEROFEMIZ, Cohn (2006) BB INT-V,

6) BAKHIIZIZ. N4 VEOBFROFREL UEIC LIe > TELER D &0 ) HETHERE
nhBEFEEEFIEHLTND

7) MEOHAE LA TIIHR I = & MNTERMSTZN, REEPFNEETT MET AL b
BDHNTE TS (“Turbidity theory”% FV /= E T Mk DfFl & LT, Oostendorp 2008;
“Exemplar-based theory” % A\ 7= €7 /LA LD & LT, Kirby 2010; “Weighted constraint
grammar”% AV 2T /UEDOHI & LT, Braver 2013), EDL S RETABKRLEER
OIERFTTEIE L, SEOBREDO—DOTH D,

E 2
ARFFRIT A AL ST B RHHE (#246727) OB E X T TEITENT,

5| #k
Bt B KHEL, TEX— [#R] (1996). [SEFARM] 56 &, iTiEMm. Fm: —4E
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RHEE (2012). AEFOHFFMEOFRTLPM: 0 T EL L DR RBKREXFHRE
Froon FEELH

MHESE (2013). RN FRELIFTRMUAZEOSTFANRE: o TEDOERER{LOEH ]

TBEXEH/FSE 147 BRETHED :392-397.
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