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H%E/ — ~
Profile 7* 5 & 7= Phonologization
—RBAIS BN S OB ICT 2 [ L] 55—

As a beginning student, I asked a question about generative phonology that students have
asked many times: do people go through these step-by-step derivations in their heads
every time they pronounce a sentence? The answer was: No, of course not. So I asked the
logical next question: then what makes derivations cognitively real if the intermediate
stages never occur in the minds of speakers? I got the performance-competence answer:
The intermediate forms are real in terms of competence, but not performance. Like other
students of generative grammar, I soon learned to stop asking such questions, at least for

a while.... George Lakoff, “Cognitive Phonology,” (1993: 117).
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1. IC®IC

PBHEEFTRESINT VI EFELINTLBICH SN LMk 4 2 i
k. —#ERARES) (cognitive abilities) IZHR ST KX A YRS DOTH
% & &M% (Langacker 1987: 1.1.2; 2008: 2.1.1)o ZD—F T, I D 40 4EIC
D7zo THREIZHERMPITON T ERBASHAOMEITFIERE RIS L
Fz [ER (e, BLOBEL) ok icfe LTtz o
2l R 12077 T)—12F, EO L) EEREY BER) STl
PEEEND D] L) IO ICERNAIAHLTHo 2L ICBbIL S,
SWiiz 3 L. Bz, Langacker (1987, 1991, 2008) Dt 5wl Tk,
FE. M), X EOHALIZEI 59, semantic pole & phonological pole ASRE 5
ELTHIZ—ME LTHIET 5 EIRGET 5 & TH IS 555, £DE
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M9 FE a8 @ H v id 12 semantic pole TO BRI BN, ZOxt & 7 b
phonological pole IZBWTED L 7% (}K‘/‘E&%f‘@) THEBHSESRE, £
NHRED L) ICRRAMBEFAWICEHBEIND 2002 L TEENRFHERITIZ
EAEREINT I ool vz b, LA L, #0RLICHEBPRMTIES
DB THY DT — XL, Ftah. EEE. HE. BR4G & oSUEEEIC R
L72RESPHAZ TN Eilh b, TN, HED L9 ISRRAISFETN
LB, &2 WIIHEL T ANE IS 2 D . BRI 213 &1
BEFEOD ) —2OFEELMMETH L [H] ICHLTED LD L5t
%2002 ) 72 %52 EI3MKRTHY) ., £72. BASHEFDVEED
MEICOMMFET A B TAFHEHARmTIE R, FREICH L TaifN 253
fx HIETOTH 5 7% 513 [, phonological pole (2R3 % iRtk = 78
FEIHTWCZLIEFE) LTHUERIETHDEEZLND,

AWfse/ — bO B, ERROMER2ERIC, TEREMNSHFOBIRED

Bk (EFERXOBR) 2R L T AIFEEN LD L) I TIULHEEOR
ED [H] 29 TEL L) 10A 200, 20 TEREL] 12 L TRER
AN - BRIROIRFEEAIT) T LIlH D, o Ty KWFE/ — FTIEEHE L L

T, THHOWR L [&] OFBUICE CTIEF2WEEZ D0 EER
REDHS B L) BV EER - HHIEICORZEATHL )4
RRHE T O S EE - EHER AT ) S E O LT 72
WEEZTWRHARMEL TV I LIZEESNZV, bbHA, hEY
b [H] OFMETIERL TRV, [ER] I2mz < &) &, LB
OGS UFENIEHEHREEE LW EERLMEE, $720 74—
NV FRE R EOFERLBICRBASEENERGEMA T WEEZ AMEHE LS
BALLTORILGELF LoV EE R /22 ERIIE ) — P OBFERIKTH
5o

BN GERICADLANS, 20 [HFEL] &) KI5t/ —  OFEB K
L)AL T 572010, WERBAMEET 2L T o A% 513
ENB0H Liviv, BHSHEFNEA» S Er N 2 MOEEROA %N
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DL, MEEL] L) Blarb20oMERERRD I L1235, 1HH
(&, Joan Bybee @ Phonology and Language Usage (2001 4F. Cambridge
University Press) T V). 2 fft H & Geoffrey Nathan @ Phonology: A Cognitive
Grammar Introduction (2008 4F. John Benjamins) T & 4. ¥ . Bybee
(2001) TH 525, HFHKI (usage-based) €T IV DL HF RO AT
EHLEFRTHAETH D, LU, FEOR RS T HEFE T2 H 0,
HHAE ICRRASEY - AR ERIMMTTH L0050 BICRoTH
0. AL L TIEERZBAEFFWIIR LT % o TV 2 H LB g A DLk
BERHEmIT RS LICHAI N DL 2o T h, £L T, TOREH
SEFOMHGRNHBICNBET 2T COFEmOERCPHE S 2 55
BTG T 7 A MDA TN EETREN TS, HESHRZ P
IZWFse% L. &5 RESHEEEOSEREDN 5o TH Y, £ LTH L WIE
ZEOME L LTRRAISES LTI AN wEE 2 5785 121, HEWE
v REFRBATH L. Lo L. BAERRBRIZES 2 FEM 2 EHON
Z—DO—OMUIETHEMTHEVI)RICIE 2o TELT, 1l BAHF
PO A E D TERICHT AR EZEEL L) EEZTWAIIREICL
> CIIRBATHEANERITOFELZRL TNG &) BREBICIE R o Tw
&) R R S o

KIZ Nathan (2008) 125 9o Bybee (2010) & (dxdBMICHE 2SR
OERELFHT I IH L Lo TWwb, L L. TOREBENLRERELFHFIHIL
FEHEEBOEHROAMELEDLL LV DL L > TS, BlzIE, AlE
Him OV THP NI EHERmO AMEF TH 5. Bruce Hays O Introductory
Phonology (2009 4, Oxford University Press) & BARMYIZATHSEEZ 2 D08
BHmICHELZ2WHIZZ P 20nb DL eoTnh, £ LTEOHHIZ
Bybee (2001) &MU <. FEEMIZEHRIARICET 5 RMSEEN RO &
FER S SN TV WZ EIlHh b, B2 X, BREPLICRRASET U
FLTWVAIIEEETH-TH, [H] CBWTHHE L 7T b A THEEDK
MLENTWAE I ERBEZHIEBTE S, HlzI1E. &F p/ 2 [pot] ‘put;

2
B



YRWEFEEE 47 5

[sbik] ‘speak’; [stap] ‘stop’ & ERIFIZIL U CHEE (allophone) & LTHLU S
LA hs L. TOFREIRFOTHEBOAMETHHMAIN TV S,
Nathan (2008: 615-622) I EZN2570 b ¥ 4 THiEY KT L HEY B &1
Zy Ay PT—=VOTRTDEDR, Z0 L) IZHE SRR 72HEOR R 2
IV O LREDFEAFIHEDOG D, &5k, BEILZD L OO
£ CRBAISEFEOE 2 HDNEN SN D O0hkm - IR ST v, it
VEREFUEHIC [H] ICET L #EmEEE LW EE L LBMERE
ZOMEEICIE, RIEY. 2ORBOFREZRLTINSL LI IZIE R >TW
e ) EDE S o
RIFFE ) — N TIEERODZOD|REFR TV EZ D, T 1 OHORE
LT, MBEL] & LT, % H#liw® THd S, Larry Hyman & John
Ohala OFEF « TS 2 —#EOWZE, K12, MFEOAIETRHI LTV
% phonologization (F#ifl) &9 &2 ZHfF§ 2 2 & BT EFIIC
[ 29MT 5 LORBOFRELY, FHMBEEI L LD TE R VD
L) Z & ThHL (Hyman 1976, 1984, 2013; Ohala 1993: 246), %,
Hyman (1976, 1984, 2013) &, Givon (1971, 1979) TR ENTW5
i & AR RE R O BIARICBI T B %L % % |2 grammaticalization (3C (15“3) k
phonologization DA% 84 L T\ b, % D Hyman D ¥ 5 A S
ETHRRATHEFFHIE o T [E] 20T 2BOHAZRELTNEZ L
% % ¥ %, — Ji. Hyman (1976, 1984, 2013) (%, grammaticalization &
phonologization (Z3CEMIZIZFEEMIZE UHRELX R L TW AP, ZOMHE
ERADLMED LBV EBRRT WS, KiffgE /) — FrbD2o0BOREE L
T, TOXFERBITE SICRASTHEFOEEMZTH S profile (Langacker
1987, 1991, 2008) &\ FRAMSRE CH—MIICIZ 2 2 A TELDOTIE %
WLV T EIIH D, B2 Ui Larry Hyman & John Ohala @ ¥
BRI, WEERE LIS R EO TH LSRR EICL o T
HOBGEARDD L 5HEED 1 D2TH5 profile L\ IHBEEZOFEFE [
DRI L AL 2O DOHE LG X TNLbDTHL EEZEZ BN,
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IR, £, 2 8iT profile OB &% i HIZIRYKY . 20 T, 3HIT,
Hyman (1976, 1984, 2013) % U Ohala (1993) T i#Eiw & L T W %
phonologization Z/R9 & & bIZ, EOEFHRAITIIN T 2 BN 2 BASESE
W7 70 —F %252 L1235,

2. Profile

Tl profile &\ 9 BAEFEFETHW 5154 % phonologization & \»
IMEDOHBIZORITLZ L2 FHRICIRDESL Z LIZL &9 (profile DFEL
ViR IE Langacker (2008: 3.3) HFA BRI N-v), BAIEHEETIX. T
LIZH B LD, [EER] 1E, W SN AMEN 7% base & 2EMEIC, 21U

Z LT, W& base |28 L TFAEMZOFE - #£51L%179 (&Y prominent
IS T B) . ORI % RAERED Z & & HEIZ profile EIFA TV 5,

(a) hub (b) spoke © rim (d) wheel

1 Langacker (2008: 67)

1IZBWT profile SN BHTIFIFFICRIRENT VDA, EELZ LT
A UHE& base TH o Th . profile N DERSFIZ L o T, hub. spoke. rim.
wheel L R EL LT L, T L TEOREKROZEIIME base & profile DY
RIZE S TENIEN TV L2 ETHL, F) T TH RV, HlZIE, (a)
D hub (BT, £ profile T 72T ZHWY LT hub & ITHE SN2
W DI b, &< FTHEE base & ZDO TN OFRE - ikl v =
DD L L FDORBRAEEMEL (EHOFERARLHEH) OEIE (semantic pole)
EHET 5 L THELOTH b,
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FREIC. 1 DO IO HEEMICLTOMEZ R L7720 . BRI ERAL
BRI L2 $5Z LD profile DZAL (profile shift, e.g. Langacker (2008:
66-68)) ThHoHEZEZDLIENTEL, ZOZLEUTHRALTNI ). &
T H212BWT, (@) 225 (o) 2BV THE& base & LTETH LS 07
Wake S T 5 2 & R RS Lz,

@ choose (V) (b)  chooser (N)

Im

-] o

(¢) choice, (N) (d) choice, N) (e) choice; (N)

O—Q| |0

K2 Langacker (2008: 100)

profile DHIZ 2 DODLHEN H LG, L VO tr (trajector) . tr &
RS B 720 DM - ZHAE LTHEET 5. H DV, o OFIENE & 2
AR5 ELTHELET S0 DIE Im (landmark) & I A T profile O H DZ5:-
HIIXBEN 2, () 1TBWTENGET choose DEMAMEREDSFLIR E LTV 525,
tr 1% choose DITAHE . Im IZITAHHIZ LV EIRSNZ L DOPERIN TS,
FLTERENZ tr 25 Im ~NBIEE LTOBE L THHLT L, L TEIIC
ZEEEBERH L Z ENRINTVDE, TORFNIKETEINTNS T
Dy ZO a2 Im NOFE P L EZICHNTET A IFRAYER L5 L < B
choose | 2BV TIL, profile SNTWVWBE I L HTL T2,
ZOZEEHITRIZ, (b) DBF chooser DMK [HEAN] X, F UMEE
base 7* 5 profile % choose DITHHE IR > R BELNLERTH Y, —
F. (¢) DHFE choice, DEWR [EA S O] X, profile & (a) I2BIT 5
Im IZR o 7oA RE LN EREBEMB SN L, (d) DL choice: 1F [ HIL
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Wd 5B L) EBRTO choice DEMRD LR S, (e) TIIHREOREMM
E%ﬁmmm#%%ﬂ\%n%%%th%<if%$%%ﬁ%%%tL
TRZ7ZHEOFRR, 2F ), AL LTo [#E Y OBERIEI LT
Bo VR LI AHDS, B (semantic pole) ZPET A L TEELRDIIM
HE SN AWEE base 123 L CEOFGAERAL. D F V. profile SILE DD
EWH T EIZH b,
PDEDZzBiEz T, kD (1) 2EHELTHL ),

(1) “Semantic Structure is language specific, involving layers of
“conventional imagery.” “Semantic structure” is conventionalized
conceptual structure, and “grammar” is the conventional symbolization

of semantic structure.” (Langacker 1991: 102)

JEIT. BEA base & profile DBIRSERZBIET 5 LB R72A%, BHMEFET
Tl B EICEOCEANLZERG L IIRZ), BERIISHEES
(language specific) DHbDTH b L E 2 5, W& base (2 FBIAY % profile 73
HEN, TAPERE L=y MLtz ez G50
semantic pole #TEH T % )0 I UBES base 2R S N T2 LT E
FEZ L profile SNA TR L L, DFN, BRSEL L Z L1324
ROZEELTTPEENDZ LIRS, Bz, [KREHIZOTH] Lw
IFELATATH>TH, KFETIEII XYY TOAR Y THMTTD put on &
WIOBFETEVWRE LD, HEABCIIEL Y Eos y i (%5 XY
TOXRYEMTIE [EC] &b —T5 BERETIE, Y vV ARV D
MU [dctipta [211 12% 0. B (foor DES) A3 S 2 #F ISR
LCIERL D [N hsinta [BL] #2025 % (see Bowerman
2005: 215-216)' [Fl UBE&E base ZMAEE L T2 L ESN LB ETH > T
b, DL I profile WY THN TGS NE2IELFEOBEER LI
ENBHZ LI b, FAERIZ, PlIE, HAFO#EERHEAO [72] &, ¥
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AT 2 BF OBIERIRDP TSR E TR TV L EEZ 6N - KL
N5 (current relevance) Th. Z ) THRWIHFATHHWL I LN TE
bo —H. WEETIEHWEOERPIK L 5NLYE6,. D D . current relevance
A% profile SN TV 2HE L, FHCHIAESE TIEA (have + past participle) %
WRUEDRH D BWFEEEH] (ced) DFER L current relevance 7F profile &l
TWRWEBEIZRON S, LAl —FH. FAVEETIEEEORETE TEA

A9 % 0% current relevance 7 profile ST W2 WIHATH HA
AOBERIFHIEA [72] EFRLCLH)ITHNE ZEDTE S L) R BlE
END (L) HHDARA base & profile D B4R 12 B3 5 #5413 Langacker
(1991: 215-216) %, F/EERHITZACE L Cid, HE (2021 216-218)
EENTFRBRINIZV)2L,

BRAPOICERMS ST ER T 2 E I 2 iih 7 2 B3, &
base (F72IEZFNICHBT B D D) & ZDFAEG D & 212 profile 7524 T
LNTVLODERET 5 L TLTOMLORREMICRREL X LT

o [E] DHMIZBNTHES base [ZHLT 5 b DDOHENG 2 5N E 2
FTE, INETOERGITORR 2, L7z, BAMSHEFNZ [F] 0t
WATTREIZ 2 5 L EZ BN D WEITIE, [ ORBIZBWT [HEE base
& profile DRIR] (YT 2 b DML % T — < ICHEREIT ) o

3. Profile & Phonologization

Tl ﬁf:?ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%?@i%’fﬁ%é\f‘@é proﬁle EHWTED L) I

ENiE T;!E DFRBPITR LD EH TN T EIZL &9, LUFTld, Hyman

Ohala THLY ¥ 54T 5 phonologization &b")’fﬁi"\b EHHL. FiC,
HALFEE  (nasalized vowels) 253K E LTSN A@BEN T O A% %

@Eﬁ-(%W& LTl EiJA, SOZEE2MUT, [&] BaliCBIT 2 [#E

% base & profile DFfR] OHRELIRDI-VEEZ B,

9, BMABIE LT, ERWICATILEESEREE LTINS Tt

mrrmpr
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ABEETLIENOIRD LS. TO (2) #EEINW,

(2) fpen/ —@)—>  [ptn] —ID—>  /pen/
(F&#) (EBEO%E) (F&F)
(Phonology) (Phonetics) (Phonology)

(2) OTOELRIZBWTREINTWE Z EiE, (I) FEED /pen/ ‘pen’ &9
HEOEM (intention) % F- T, fpen/ 2 HET S L. EBOFEFIZBW
T, KETH (coda) \ZHF n DD D000, Y /e BERBRORT ORE
B2 CURNICREEORZ TSN EETEILT S ([8]) Lvw) L ThD
(COBRIZE VD CE L CRTFCHEERIT). 272 BRE
(aspiration) 7 EMMOEREOHBIIZ I TIFEVTWS)3, LarL. (1) H
EFIT /pen/ TR HBRC, ZORFICE L RELOR ST bk
FLED) BRLUCHEEOEX L7 /per/ ZIEFEICHE > Twb Evw) 2
ETH b,

77 v Ak EOFETIE, @EORE (HERE) 12N T, SEED
TRELTHEL, BOBKORICHEMT 22286 Tw5 (eg
laid /le/ “ugly’ vs. lin/1§/ “flax’ (Ladefoged 2012: 183)), =L C. HER I &
i BT ET ARSI IESREZAEL TV W) HETDH D,
Ohala ¥ Hyman TiX (3a) % (3b) O L) LHFLLDORF A TT, St
HRERENL 7O AZFHP L TVE, Yy IVICEZL L, B (V)
DHEAIZKRBTEELTRE (N) 25 2L, ZOBEENSZ 57U) (trigger)
), FTHEORTADIRI 5, 90T, BEOHTRIRIZA L TWw
CHRED, BETHLIAEORBTESED L ThRELINEELL
THMTRIMENLEIC R D S5, TOHMTHO L7723 & LTORM
E BROKRBTFE (N) PEET SRS C L & LE o B % ]k
WU KR DR EW T2, 20, FBOEBROENEZELER
ELTOERENERENDL V) ZETHAH (L) FEL < IZ Ohala 1993:



YORWFZES 47 5
247-248) o
(3) a. VN > V (Ohala 1993: 247; Hyman 1984: 69)
b. anticipatory nasalization:/an/——>>[d] >aN, a:, & (Hyman 2013: 5)
c. /pen/——> [p&]——>>/pen/(Normalization, a hypercorrection) (= (2))
d.  /pen/—>> [p&]——>>/p&/ (Hypo-correction)

COHEZEDOT T A% Ohala (1993: 248-249) 2% 572K T 9 Lk
LART 50 Be) & (3d) ZTRW2Z& 720, EBROFKA DRFRIZE
W, FIZIE I DOFEEMEMALETH-oTH, BELETEHALHE
P R TH o720, FEEOEENLZFEE TH o720 L ZDFEORKA 72
BEOEMIZ (HIEKR., TOEIEEINL-TN) BEH. #toT. H
EFEMEZ T, BIZIE. Be (=2) TRLALIIC, BwicExEEL
(normalization, hyper-correction ®—7f, L < | Ohala (1993)) L CHI< &
FIH 5%, Ohala (1993) (2 XAud, HE LD E 501k, 3d) 12
RL72E910, MEFPIEFLICERKR L, BEoNcHROLEM2 0%
MWTLEIRICZCOBAELL L V) L THE, 2OTHEAIE, (3
¢) @ hyper-correction (2 % L C hypo-correction & If-iX 4L % (Bybee (2012)
BT AWMADHER D SBEN/2V) . D hypo-correction = Z A3 21k
DEZ—RHTH % & \2 ) D2 Ohala D—HEDOWIFED ERMTH %

Z @ Ohala X Hyman |2 & 2 85 /LEED S BEBEICELEEROEN 70
YADIMHRLELRbDTHLE LT, TlE, 2L THREPRENLTL L
XEI Vo2 Z EBRDIES ) He profile &\ FRIEE % F V> 72 RRANE HEGR
BIGHICELZ LI L L9, F3, M3 2 TEHW2E 0w,
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bed men

T \']w \‘HH“

(LR

! T i

< F2| >
]

il

[¢] 1000ms O 1000ms

X3 Ladofoged (2012: 183)
(FHORO—EE Y YIRS, formant fTEDOIEREZMZ 725 D)

Ladefoged (2012: 182) 12X 5 &, BEALREIZOZBMD T 25> THEOSREE
T B 7290, TENTOREOE Y RS EELRKEDTH 2D L),
o Ty BELRFIIEFICRDO 3 DOB#ABIR SN Z L2k b, (1)
WHEOOERE ERTEI 7+~ b F1) (X270 k
(F2)) OENE (amplitude) A355< %2 ) (AxZ bO 7 F A LTI A<
k)., 720 (i) TONY FIEHIZRTTLEL R 5. M T LD
AL (i) F1 oFEEo FALBHI S NS v (RIEICEATRIT 2 55802
& %) (see also Hyman (1984: 69) ; Ohala (1993: 243) ; Ladefoged and
Maddieson (2008: 299)) Z® 3 DDFREEIE, M3 12B VT, bed DEFE &
BEFHECHREN men © (BE) BEXLRDZEEZHITHOD S, men
OEF DT bed DRFIZHRT, F1 (& F2) IZBWTEIFELSoTH
D Foo N FELEV. IMZTIORA. men OFORE TIE FlL 2K
POHICHP > TALEA L TW MO IFE TR TELI LD TEL, &
DT ERBEZT, TTMEYBBRENT LI, FLIZBWT I E#EN
BHELTWTh, FEFEFHEICE 5T, /bed/ & /men/ 1X, EHHIZBVTY,
BEDPFE L e/ & L THIR (construe) ENAHIETHb,

W2, 75 ABEOOERES D laid/le/ ‘ugly’ & 82850 lin/lg/ flax’ %3
LA MO T T 8% BRLTAHAL) (M41E7 7 v ABNESEETH D
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Sébastien Delbes JiAT (KPR ANSCFENIZEEL) 1258EF LT\ iz2wizgas
%)Y Praat (2L VAT L7-HERTH )4

5000Hz 5000Hz

OHz
0s

X4 laidNe/ ‘ugly’ & RBED lin/lE/ “flax’

H4ZBWT, (M313LIEo&x) Lawnhd Lkway,) WiEE TRzA
FLRE O Fl OO THlRTEND, £3. &/ & /o ICHRTFI O
B AT LY . NY FIRDS fe/ IZHRTIERIT 72D DICR>TWh, &
72y 1 DFIDESELTHDDICK LT, /& O FLITEHRD B2 - T
WL IO I ENTE S, KIZ, ETRLIEEEED 3 SDOff# %
IRLTWTHIEFETIE men OEF I bed DRFF EITERR o725 ) TR S
NHEWI LRIz, —H, 77V AFETIEZ O3 DORHBHN T
A laid e/ ugly’ & lin/lg/ “flax> &V BRICHEHRWICR 2 L85 & LORER
ENLDTH 5D,

HIEIZ BT, B base D EDOEF G LS. 2 D, profile $52°T
BRAPFE D FNAS semantic pole & L THERE LR FbEa b wvwy 2 &
% %2272, phonological pole ICBWTHFE LI EAZ D &V DARE
DRETH L, 2FEN. BFEFMEAT (LT, [EF FAL V] LIER)

ft. DF V. profile T2 D2 X > THKHEILD phonological pole ATHLIE S 4L
FLEILENBEZEZLDTHL, O3 EFA4EH LT, 7TV AFELHE
FEDEWE profile DRSNS T OB L, 75 2 AFEIX. F1 O (ERS
RS D) 3OO, FICFIORBORIOELSV (RIEDO®E) %



Profile %* 5 %72 Phonologization

profile L. Z®O#H 5 N A A » & profile DR T EEHILL TS (ic7 7

AFEICIZREEVPERLE L THEREL TV S), —F., EFEIL. TOR#%E
profile LZ2\>, 20, HED Fl OLEESVOZEIZHE LTI b EEA
LTWARWERRT LI ENTES (MUICHEFITAENEHEL L THIE
LTwiw), 3554, M3RM4THWIZARZ YOI 003 205% §
semantic pole (ZB1F B4 base IZHIET 5 LB TWVBRTIEE LRV, 7272,
B R AL YOSTHULE NG V) BIZBWTARY MOy T AFEITKEH
NHEBEBTHH, . ZHLEK1IRH2 128 W TS base & XFEAL L.
WAL L 726 D32 O £ THEROFEH OO IR S T % #EE base
THWILELEFRLTHDEVR Do

TlE, CONENICHEETLZDI00—MITEICESZ 45T, BiLo 72
(prominent) fFFEIZZEZ 5 L9 profile &\ FRAIREN 2 & - BB
HHLRAOZLOFMEEZ DIV LFHLIRATALIEICLE ). ROHS %
TEWEE 2w,

a. Phonologization b. Phonemicization ¢
universal phonetics > language-specific phonetics >  phonology
(‘automatic’) (‘speaker-controlled’) (‘structured’)

5 Hyman (2013:7) ([C—ZMELALDHD

5 % U7z Hyman O ERO—2IF, (6RO [HENZ2EFF] (KS5all
M43 2) b [SlEEOE#ER] (RSc ML T52) Lwv) 2453,
BRI 20 B OZALRILIEN 2 FOEMOME, 512, X DRARWZIEE
LT, 235 Z2b IV R TEREFOEHOBRVHEEINLIZE SO
M rEEETHIIEATHT (see Hyman 2013: 4), ZO RIS, @0 7% 5
FENREE SESFETHELN L THEEEL ) 7V — P LT DKM,
bbb, [EHEAEOEFT] (M5b) 2R ITLLEPHLENVH) ZLIH
55 ZLTC.Z2DY 7 )V—FLTL %7 HtR% Hyman I FF 12,
phonologization & IFATWS, ZOZE %2 PDOETRIETLETOR 6D &
I %o
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Phonologization=
Externallzatlon (Extrinsic)

Phonetics Phonology

X1 6 Phonologization (Externalization) & Phonemicization

6Tk, & 5T F O WNIEWEEE (intrinsic properties) @ 1 2, X 2%,
phonologization 12 & > T, #}® (extrinsic) #5F. 2F V. A SHEOEH
SEI O I ISR A FFORRIC 2 B 2 L AYRENT W S (phonemicization 2
B L CIEAREORBEIZIBRENT VD),

& 512, Hyman 1% Z @ phonologization D128V T X B 581972 &
LELT, TO () ITRLAZEEEITTV S,

(4) a. A phonetic effect is exaggerated beyond what can be considered

universal,
b. A ‘categorical’ rule of phonology must refer to the phonologized
property.
Hyman (2013: 6, 1984: 70 ; T#IIEEH)

S5a DEETERNTH - 12EFWREOR NS, —DODEED, HIE
ROEMBRLELT)Z V- bPENLB TOEGVIHERS N
(exaggerated) (4a). T LT, (4b) IZH B LHIZ, HEEHEOMEBOEFHE
AN, Z0EFN% [FER] 28R L L0350 THEEVIERTH
5o

TiE. Z @ phonologization DEFET [F5E| PR EX AL WwWH T Ex b )
—PESFED pen DFETEHFHN, SEIZOEFFITER L THEL TA
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L9, /pen/ & [p'en] LFEEEIND (2 TIEHEFOMEIIERL T
B)o i 12 [p] EWAE RS CRE SNDONEET, EIFBL
TiE. [FEEH L B OE PN FH OET-EME 1 H 5 8T RS
ERES 72 HIIR D] L WHEEPD L, 1Eo T, Bz, HRFEDOKE T
WRETEDLLEWIET [pen] EFHET S EEMEOD LFEEII % 5, M
HARFETIZ, [XY] OFEIL [peN] TTHHTHY . [peN] &k %1
ST THRET L LENKERZD2DDER D, TITHARFEICIEIETEO L
I B EREILDEER 2S5 TH D, BD (4b) I2HEH &, WiEIF AR
FELEL VR T EOWMRELE SO E LTINYAATVSE L) 2
EDVNZ D,

TRZLZLIOEFEFEHEOHFREL L IFEEIEI AL DTHAS
I (4a) OWEE LIV LEZTHL ). [agapaaa] L\ ) HEX EEH
LTAH LY (DT oFHFHFHFHMIL Catford (2001: Ch3) #BEIZLTW
%) BEEOWHENY - AHNEEEZR) BEFFOLRVTERD L,
[aaapaaa] £, FEH., LOFEOLOFEENHBE L TCORILEICR 5. Mz
T (FEFREETIEER L TR WD) RKE2LH32HD [p] %A [al
. BRI, [p) XD OABSE LTV b o EE, 2B L O0h
TIERENE T > TV AH7D, o [a] ITHRXTLLENIKELLRD,
T BEOIALAIVITLLLEBENLDE DL, DF D, BT (stop
consonant) & HE (V) OMAEHLEIZBVTIIEDL LD S TlEd 5 DHHR
LT EOXIKRE LTHELL TWAE EWR b, HIEED [pen] &
[peN] Oifim%x (4a) OBEAPS AL &, FHE & BEO#EE TLRIIC
LB (HEDk) HREDHFLEIIKIEFERL THLOFHEIIW) AND
MWEFET, TITLVOPHEFETHL LV b,

RSB EONYG IO EZ L L, OB RO S B 5 5 = 3k
O, BRRNCER L, SEEAEROPIZIY AT & v 9 Hyman DI 5
phonologization & 29 HEZFH 70t Ad, F 12, (Frfi. RO, &0
BEACREOFITRZZLH1Z)) profile &\ ) BAMEREDOENTH L LE R
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HIENTED, BEROFHIZBEWT, (EROLB S MM %E
BrnC) RSN EAMLEEZ Db DR 2D THLEEZLN
%o HEREHOE T Z DU SN & base D ED T AESAL S
NDZ2DODNENH T EITHD, £ LT TDHEE base & profile DBIFRAFL S
@ semantic pole LT 5o B DHIBUICB T, FwWZES P A A >~
BRFMAN) OEOTAMMESERMLEN L O»PESHEOEBRERD
EWEE)H L, FMXIBWTIE, MEOMERIEEEDL ) —2 0T
& % phonological pole ZTEM T 2 EER LD THLb, £/2ZDFERIZLD,
profile &9 FAIRETE, BETHN, HEFRTHI, FAL VICERECE
FEANOREEL - FEEICEREZ YT, LD prominent ZAFTEIC LT BREDO IS
WY ANDIEETH 2 LR—WRFHNADPTEEI RS, SZTEFD (5) 1%
IF72. Langacker (1987) D%&RIZH 5 S (glossary) @ “profile” @ IH
HERTAHALI,

(5) “The entity designated by a semantic structure. It is a substructure
within the base that is obligatorily accessed, functions as the focal point
within the objective scene, and achieves a special degree of prominence

(resulting in one level of figure /ground organization).” (p.491)

AREEOIRFL. profile &\ ) HERFBHBEIEMZ T TR, FIZBWT
b, T OMAHEICBWTEELRME AL TLL V)T LIIHD, &6 LOM
(pole) 1ZBWTH profile ASFL 5% (symbolic structure) DHEDOVEE % A%
RETLLDTHLEZERZLDTH %,

wEIZ. K5b 25 ¢ ~OFZAL (Phonemicization) dHERL THBI ),
5¢ ODEMEZ. COEDPERE,LLOTFMINZVWKRETOHWONS L)1
b, OFD . MV LZERICENT T 0 A ER LT 5, HEFFOMEH
MEEOFREITETIREINRET o T 72D, K5O
phonemicization DEFFIZE L TV WEHIMTE 5, —F., BIZIEY 1%
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ETIE, WRELS N EFE T L2 ) Th WS BT (RO FRH
H) LRV TAEILELL, HScDERICELTCWREEZLND (Pha
‘cloth,” p4: ‘aunt,” ba: ‘crazy’ (Ladefoged 2012: 140) ).

4, HEEE

KEGE / — ME. RRAISFHEFOBIN 2 O FERER (LXK %%
L CWABHIZEEDS, EORRICT U Z OE#EZ SE0b ) —DOEEL
METH2 [&F] ICERTEDLO0, 20 [FEL] 27— Zéﬁﬁ%ﬁo
oo SESELET - BHEMOERNH LT, AW — P TIEE
A T 5. Larry Hyman & John Ohala O - HHHICE 3 4 —E O
78, RIS, TWEOWISE TR ST %, phonologization &\ ) & z % Fif
T5ZEDRMEFA [F] 20352 LoBEEL 2 TND LW
IREEATo T2, ZOZ L DEMIL, BERE ST 2 BAEHEEVERE
FLIR T BB W A S base & profile &\ ) T FENZFOEE [H] O
LB IZ B I TE 5056 Tdh A, 2 HiT Langacker D proﬁle & W4 base D
EZH e fHHEICIRD Bo 72, 3EICRICET (LT OB ED 7O &
A % BAREHIIZ L T, phonologization &\ E X F AN L0 56, [&)]
DBRMEFEF AR Z . FFIC, (& base ICHHLT2) BF AL V&
profile D BfR % MEIZ T 2T TIT o 72,

pEa
1 KRO®OXIE Bowerman (2015: 216) L V51, F72, HEGFEICE L CIdfILEE3Eg
W2 THERBA 7272 2o BL L TG L LT E 9,
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2 FAVERIZE LT, REREEASCABIZER O/NIBOEA . WATETYJeEC b T
Bniz7iniz, UTEHH L LTS,

3 AT TOERAEFEL MDY WA id Ladefoged (2012: 182-184) % &R S 7z
Vo IIZIERD &L BIZAE [n] OBE. FESEEICD CHIIS. OFMNAT
Vo1, WOFEDRELIRELDTH 5,

4 T OWREAHRMIEIZHE L TRBRRFENAF R ORTEEENS ST FNA A
Enizlinie, BT AOEAICR L CE#H L BT ET,

5 HrF5 (phonetics) & & #HAH (phonology) DfZALMIICTET SN % E\ % [l HLIZHR
NE->THBL L, SREOWER - LNz OPEFRET, T
1) - ABEICIRZ S [H] BPESHETEORIERORTHEDNL D2 %%
BT L0V EHRHTH A, OB L Catford (2001) £ U © “The study of the
physiological, aerodynamic, and acoustic characteristics of speech-sounds is the central
concern of phonetics. The study of how sounds are organized into systems and utilized
in languages is the central concern of phonology...” (Catford 2001: 177).%F 7z, f#H
RIE TV LRLBORA L LT R - HF (2022), RO, 2 OREHERET
HLH, HF - B (2022) bBREINZZN,

SE N
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