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1 BE

EEFENLA VMR-V a VEROARKRELT
P BE#s (Pierrchumbert & Beckman 1988) %
BAELEWIERETHS. 2HTCRBRERM
L, SHEiCIHBAEDS VI R—Va VIFRDOBE
CRKDERREDNE.

2 PBEROER

Z OEERIIFEFEE T & L7-Pierrechumbert D
BRI REEL L1, ObICEREBERSFE)
~DSEARZZABDBNIZ[2,3,4]. FDERMR
BHHMEBEICBEMNT S, CURHIZL PBERO
AR BH DS, PRI, )

2.1 bF=2~OHHE

EERITBERNSEEMLIC OV TORSHRIED
WTHBEPD, 1V MR-V a COFRRIES
THEFBEDOVC LD, v PER—Va v (F
DEEMZEL T —) &, WHI LTRSHRER
BETHNPEVWOIBETHS. PBERTIIRKSE
DEFEFICHIET S tone (V' FIZBT %
e FRRT) OESHNFFERBAIC L 248
EZHTCA L PRV a v BELBR LRRT. B
ARIIZ X autosegmental phonology (2 3L L7 4
WTHDD, #EX, ERTERICL D BXRERE
DHFFHBRBIZBNTHETRTDE—F (WL
FHi) 2 tone I L AR LTWEDIIXL,
P BE#IL & Y underspecify S e REFBERT
EFRALTLS,

BAZED tone & LCIIERET 72 MHL)D
EDIC, RERE (B 0fERERERTTH
$E% H -2 boundary tone(L%, H%), BL U7 7 &
Y MEADBEHELPIHEA SR, BTV b
A TIXZ DIER %727 phrasal H B8 Eh T
%. —F, %EFED tone KIIRDIBEOHT Y
BH5. (@A PVREHOBFHICELTSHEN

#5004 15 (focus) DFTLE & 7R3 pitch accent (H*,L¥,
L*+H, L+H*, H*+L, H+L*; = iz Scr[1] ot
H*+Hb. #IZZ 0 tons B2 b L 2% b >FMiIC
HEENBZZEETT), WA FR—Ya b
DEFRIZ, BEHTIIHEEMNICRR TIREENICE
L 5 boundary tone(L.%,H%), (c)A > hX—
S 8 VA)FRRD boundary tone & FDAFNERDORK
# pitch accent DI T £ T 5 phrase accent

(L-H).

FRBICILBEONALICE ST 5 tone IIFEL
OB, £0/RH Y IC tonel# N — RO HESE
ELUTHEEL, EL UTRIERNREKR (&R,
KIERE, BE...) #Rb7T. bbAA tone DfF
BiI& &> TR MUROERE & HATRENRE
IhTwiirhidie b,

2.2 mBewmE

BEEEIZ R\ TAER R tone DEGAILICER] T
ARRIRESCHE S U CRRIB &N TWeds, 3CHR2,3]
THEBNLBERBEOFENHRAINI LI
fols. BREEEIEHEILEEELHABROKE.
EORESh, BROBRHBHEATFESRZN
(strict layer hypothesis). HAEOHE, BEBD
BAL LT, EPBIEI v (utteranceZ5EE), « (in-
termediate phrase), o (accentual phrase” 7 > k
4l), o{(word§8#EEE), o (syllable), u (mora) A58
BENTWA. v XRFEDOTHE L KR boundary
tone ZHATH & & bIT, declination (R D&
VUAT v T ERRLERS THBEEEICER SR
WhBRNRE Yy FTE)DEETHD. oER
IR FIR DL AR phrasal H & boundary
L% #HAT 5. oA L>TXRENST 7
tr MRT 7y MIEORIETH Y, ANE
CEROBREREN 2EULFETLIHAIE, bo
LHEMDOLDOERWTHOT 7 &2 MIHIBRE

* Linguistic study of intonation and its current problems, Kikuo Maekawa (National Language Research Institute) -
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i’LZ)(dephrasing[IO]). VR U VAT
DOEAERERET S ($Hd). Lk, BAREICE
CERIZE s TEAINRS tone IIFTE LW a8,
FEEE CIXRIB o phrase accent B Z DRI L -
TEAENS[2). ‘

2.3 2R T w7 (Catathesis)

AV RR—a V% tone DEGE L R BEED
BFL, IR TAY I BEERETFROL Y F
BRICAHALEDDBIENTEDZN, FOMEREL
THEBENLZOR, EyFItn 20 L UL
DEPEWVWSEETHS. BEZETERCIZE
FABBEOY y FEREBE LTV, Bl
BB TIIBEOERBEROFHEE+5ICHR
HT5ZLiITET, THRBLO—KLER
25 ETHLEERbok. XRIOEERE
Bit, EoF L POMELEFVIRT Y TR
REEALT, FHEM2 tone ZHE LD 2FEIC
REL TS (& LARETIIEZ Z) IR/ F &k
ERHTETHIILERIELELI L Tholz.
HEE Tk H*+L& D two tone accent 2354 &
BRoTCETRAT v 7REL, ##T 5 tone D
EHEEETSE5.

LORBICELTERENEFY VR T 7D
74 F 7%, Poser IZ&oTHABDSHIZR A
Eh[4], PBEM~LHA I (FEEL LT
HFUVRT v T DY iCcatathesis KAV BR
TWVW3) BEFETHIYVART v 7ORMELS
DIIFERET 7Y FHL)THD. BEEETD
VBRI VAT v TOERBERET S HO
T, BEEACEROT /s NRFEETR5E,
By F o L VIFREBEEMICEE ST b D
LHRLTWS, —F, (BRAOERTIRY Y
FeLURIEy NEND. & ZERFO—
HBXHRERLED 7 3 — 0 X% 5T BBEITIE,
TA—HR%EDITLEROEMIC  ERMEA L
ha.

LIATPBERTIRY YT « LU VIIEER
HIZRSIC & o T U B BRI R B Th B F Y
YARTy UMM b REABHERICL T
EHRIZETHLARENRTNS., ByF b
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VOB BN ET Y BT L, 2L xiERA
—DREELHESELERFHRTRFELCHTR
RERR—ESERDRRN LA LML
Vo TEWDER, ZOEAEEIICEIR LA
& EERIICIIE . REEAOE R ZTHATY
H5 (3. 288).

2.4 EEEEHA

Tone & FERIN 572 5 EEMEL WERIC
Lo B HAIBRNREFESHRRITHS. R
KOWTORAS HLETH BN, TH[4]Tix
o FofIZ DLW TREAB I 2bh T 3.
BENCEREyF - LUV TRE FRICSH ST
AHBMRRE LT tone® BEMEEZEHI LT
RAL, ZORE & FolEDOR A BEG L RAIRH
EF 3LV FEREASh TS, BEShE
BEEIEARE SR, Fo iy v BERSRS.
EREERRAZEOHARKETHDEL D
AT TENLE~] BRSNS SOTEFRE S
BoTWa., 2%, EROMECEFERF
BBE LS 5 HERIEEBIED > LUBERET
CREE S B BESNRS.

3 AYbk—YarHEOMES

3.1 Bt :
PBMREFE2EDAL » PR — a % tone &
W5 B TRFIICHEE Sh 5 FEREMICRNT 5
DI LT, eI TBHET L7 L—XBR5
VI ERFIRATREMARETS. ToEY
R4S PBOBAI LT HIZHBHN THS.
—FRICE BRI R IR T B EAN 5 B A,
BCHHOREIZN ) T, SEEEORD
CEESEO BRI ERT 3 bOREEL T
BZEREETHS. HlL LTRABOMEASE
BEVBIFLS. TOFSIEET I/ MED
RMET 22y FNEETHEN, REFERE
DF 7y MICHRYT B REBMIIIE- & ) &
FELTWD. BRFEOT 7y M (RIZZ
SIER) DOy FHRIE, BRSSO < W
W1IGEET e~ BEETE LV HDTHS
B, TOE—IDEA I TIZONTIRREE RS
ERRN LB bbb, FIGL IHRL LTRL
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T RRMEMX [T/ 32?) (=AiRx
57?) OEeA L MER—Va VITTRTHER
BEIND BOTHVMEERIZL > THEBME
NEILEEIN B [6]. *f@%gmw@u,:n
HDA Y hR—a VICEET B EERGME
%toﬂxébkwoﬁgﬁ%é,LHLH&w
5 A{ED tone R ZDIEFTHT, D H5H 3{A
REFMBEBVREENTHAR, AOE—27 2k
FTHIZOWTIIARB THONZE ZTCERLTYH
InbiFchs (A6l 2FEOLBHIBINTE
REN3). RFNRER CRERMEDOTHEE
7 tone DFEEBELThRBEIXE LRV, —
7, ERFTNRET VTR, ThbDA Yy bER—
VarEERTHIZEEFIIFTETHA N, £
DFEEFEL 2T L &5 L TIHIED Y L— Xy
ERERS2E 2P, HEMHOEEL VS BRI
TEERDD. ZofTRFMECHBKRICET 2%
RIS TRV, BETRERORRT
PBIBAICBE SN TWBHE VWX BE 55,
3.2 HEBPHEOBEAR

BRI L MBS & OB/ OV TIZP
BidiE & A EMbDTWRY, —fRiZ, D%
BidA v b d— 3 VRO 20T bR R <
NTWAEETHE, e XEAAFEBELTL
HLUEERENDE/ ARG PRERIBIT S
EyFOETCRBLICEL TS, ZOERNZME
BIS@HR0OBR»LIEIELTHSCERASATY
BLEITVVLRIZN, bo b b B SATIIEE
BRI D Z OBOERAPEERED  ERICE
BaEn, Loty F - LYol tEy bR
ELBETH00THBH[T, EBRCHEBEZR
ThRoTHB L, E/ARaPRERCL ST
REBLOBREFELT, YZRBEREELISHE
DOT Iy MO —IBICF T AT v T D
DRBBOONDZRHFE(OEVEZT 7Y M)
+EET 7y ML BRTHE+HEEDOERES
I8 20— 7 BEHBICERIEVWET
BIRIFERT ey, BRELT, 53
ENBFVVATFyTOBRE(EyF - LD
WAL IIIREEE L BT IR K& A

AAFEESHMERLE
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TEHBRBELDONBZ LIRS, AOHEBIL,
BRT S OEEMIELER & BAEMSC & DIz b
BHERBIERSD T L RTEB[8]. FELBOHICS
VT XIRO1BE) ‘

LIAT, HEBELHAETSA L FR— s
v EDERZTATHEEEEIIRBRIT L) &7
% &, Lo strict layer hypothesis i, 7= & %03
—HMOBLOBRUHRALHFTETDLENWIET, T
KB EBMAMRERERBERSEIND. £0O
7%, PBEROBEEZIIZ OBOLE 4
BEILERTAC Y F » LU DDBREERET &
ARSI, BARNERCLAYYF - L
COBBHIER L B RTMBE L oTND. D
MBI o TDREEA > PRV a VIRV B
ROATWEHM[11], BEETRIHESIh T~
ZEER—R U CHRATRE B AR R R iE
TERTELY, RRTHEABIER LTS
FHELUTHHAEIENDBREXH B[12]. (b,
PBEMRICH L SWIF T — 7 b BEEE %
HET HBEOMERIZH>VT[I0]BHE. )

3.3 ERENLIHEORT

P BEMRIZNE DTHREDA » b r— a3 U
RECHFFEESTTO/FBRLEIBELZY 2T
EETHILENBBY. ThBAEDREREDT
DD EIBRROCHTHETHER, ZROF
FARBRIZBVTHESRLIZMIZLTHD 2
LD 2D TRAV. FIG2 ICRT O TRER
BBREACESST] B KEBNBESAL
K&ok] OFTHREOTu IR A% 3BEE —
IR LN), LEICHFAM), Fiook < HH
S)— KEMSETHRIPZLEELEBME14
DT —FEZANT, THHICS EhDRERE/a
LIV/BET TREEA] ROBEREE/ o/ D7+
< MNARBERRLULRERTHS. TrIRY
ADWRIZHEST, fal DRFRELVIEL, Al ©
-%uib&<%m#5;ikﬁui7ui*y
ABRBKRIZAD ERE DI, /o/IXEHARD S &
%BALVIENRTSD. ZHIIERZFERTOTE
%1% ( [OPEN],[CLOSE],[FRONT], [BACK])% %%
THHFE~OELTHY, AEEHVEHELEF L

FR6F10A~11A



OEREIE A 7V Vv FEHICBET 5 b O TiX
BN EERELTVS. FIGHBESNBE
LR FEOHBHEEZVDERITIREDOHDT
IRV, RO BEMNLEFEROMEICELT
i, ZOBORF LOBR(EE S IEBEE
EOWEDEAL & 72 & ATHT b OREI % X7
LT TSRS S, SEBRGHREHHTO
BRI S ROEERFEFRETH S [13).
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Figure 1. Schematic rep- Al
resentation of six well
formed intonation con-
tours of WH question A2
sentence /nanno miyu?/
(=What can be seen?) in
Kumamoto Japanese. The |
phrase medial H can be
realized anywhere within
the phonological phrase to
which it belongs.

L% H
nan no

//\\\\“-;/?

Ad /\/
L H% L% "H L H%
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L H% L% H L H%

Figure 2. Effects of different degrees of
" prominence on the formant frequencies of the
vowels /i/, /a/ and /o/ in Tokyo Japanese (An
adult male subject). The focal condition of each
data point is shown by plotting symbols (No
focus, Moderate focus, and Strong focus). Also,
the fifty percent probability concentration

ellipses are  used to show the overall
distributions of the three data clouds.
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