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15 AL B I ) 5 U R

BEX EET

HER 2012%85A16 8, FFPLRFETFRARETA PRETALFAUR
ETYREB T ALLEBAART —RiELE T F4 A% X (William Lobov) 5 #37L
FHEFHAVBALEA(Wang, W.S-Y)EH EH £ FTETREGFRabE, AL EE
MAWEETRRHELE HNEETEEOAR LA AR K G T8, EERPF &I F4
BRAEEEXRLTOHACEAFINAELZA, RN ERETTLEHNTRFT L DSFLS
B RZHHEK, IRAETHMNSATE —HeFHAAHE L. EFRIAZAHN AL
R I ATE LT B ARSI HNAMEREF G LA A RRESRE, T
HEPAGRAMEE EHRRALT L FEG T RFRFTREN NGHAERERES
Bl —R—ROFEEFEHNRERE.

AREBNFF(EEE EEAFENBELRA AR AL LB R A ELA AL
HIRHAS ., AFERA AL ABPIRFASFT RAB T IERAREATEC LMK,

i B X B9 R

TR X FE S AL E BEZ AT, AT R R FE £ L uRon RN, hiirs 5
RARAS XEROPIFEH B ENER . RERNSRESEIBHMEANTEERE
) B AE R E 2 IR .

B4R Hans Rosling M2 B AR, I-HR4E Fruehwald H/F #3175 B, BAT7] LLH
BhASHE T SR IB W PR AE ST . RS EF LIZET @i Rk EEE : http: //www. ling. up-
enn.edu/~joseff/phillymotion. html. . X 3h 75 E ¥ R H T #3804 X 15 #} 2 (Philadelphia
Neighborhood Corpus) # 358 £ YL A IR F & B4R, PHiRE 1973 43 2010 F£&m
LING560“ 5 54+ FA M X IR B S A T . S EANITE RE#E T FAVE (forced
alignment and vowel extraction) 72 ¢ & W %2 , % B B¢ 7] LA R T A9 R 35 3815« heep: //fave
ling.upenn.edu/, XA~ E B4 TR FE , BB 65—~/ AR 3R o 2R L&Y 9000 STn & #K
¥, hnA sk — AT 949,000 MHE . SR BT MRERRAE T 1989 SR ILTE AR FHIHOT
BRG, BETEAN TN FEEEGE F1/F2 T5 B $K A Lobanov H—#15) . XEHEBZ
SHREE AL E H (locally weighted (loess) regression) 47 F¥. MR EHAT HFME k,3h
SEEHMESESBR—HBET 1991 FHRBEAS N TERLBNHEAE,

e RAR/MIBE, B — ST EERGE PRI R, RGP
A TCEH R RUBRGER , RATHT LLE A S S E AN BB BN R REL. “ay0”i
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Jay/TEVE M 2 B A0 IC, W like, right, nice %, “ey” /ey/ R T RHHELITE,
1l made, pain, age %% (EHEME TR ALBIL -ATH) . MRHEXFIEFRFH
FHE, REBEAHE T Sk RS AR E PR ELHE.

HEFESTHEXHEELBR. MEETH aw” &MWL 3| south, now, down,
mountain %A 5 /aw/ B OITTHF R R B . FFRMEHE TR “ey” WAL — B, UF
BRI AL SRR, BT 1960 ERULTE AR, BRI X BIEE, B AR B
3, “ow”MIEL 5 MR, B & road, boat, phone ZFiA BLARE RN/ ow/AZLILE . TR
EEBIRESRE TR BENTE, TURIAE =FER  “eh”, BIZE man, bad, pass %+
(%5054 a. F1“oh” , BIFE lost, off, caught, talk FiA KNI ILE o. ENFEFREME
RN KRS, DL R RE TR AR E — RSB IERE .

SRR AT o 7R S AR A B A L, BT T LA 4R Mo B 5T AR AL AL IE BLS 1 3R AT
SHER . A REIY BAER , ER— T R BT A MRS & A Ak RIEITR“E
YRIE S AR 22 B BR” (Words floating on the surface of sound change), X & Principles of
Linguistic Change % =% (Labov 2010) i —ZH¥EH ., RABERIF—E MR, TTREUR
B 5L F 2ot X BB R BT R B

IR e AR 2 R MR MR I & R Y SO R SRS R, TR AR
— A BELHTRE SRR, RIVAT L OS5 AdMMHRE T, BREERNA &R 2
(Osthoff & Brugmann 1878) 175 & 3E /R (Bloomfield 1933) X3 &2 2 IR WL S AE R FF
. BUEG B CE— TR E R B, R R B R A TR BIAh.” (%51 8 Leh-
mann 1967:204) J5 & B it “FAULE—FRIEE ST EE ML, HitER A2 m
— AT AEZ G LS I BAE S — B S R BRI E B ST A e
M E TR 0 — 47« 5 128 4k . ” (Bloomfield 1933:353— ) WA THEKE AR EHTTHARH
LERMGE  “RATA R R B BT B BB BTN AT (IHEFRD) . BE8RE
HEFiA %3k .” (Wang & Cheng 1970, %3] § Wang ed. 1977:150) #1145 R LF B4
Bryan Gick #it BR7E AT BUREREA X BT R, MrlE 2K E 7K (quan-
tal nature) , BRIMIAFE LTt — U0 “TITCEAS MO 2500, R bR 5454 £ U AR 1
FEEAFHMER,”(Chen & Wang 1975:257)

RAE—NBENFE, BIUFE R LI5S ¥ %K Henry Hoeningswald, ik R7ERILY
B TR RS FUEE R TR B PN B 2 B BT R, SEBR AR ARE R, TERXKIIEZ
BRI b, 48 R /D [BHEE , Tt 88 e “3X 1 A1 A S B SR 7 S SR R A THE A I B AR
SN EARAAENEAE, B4, MEEAMSERAE L, ERAREE, XRHE LRI,
KARFAZ XM, RARELTCEB T —AEENTHRERNE. 0RA EIERERIER
IR AE B A LB A A AN SRS M — R L. 53— Fh AT RERLR LAIA
VERAS LA SN, BB R AN TENTREE — A — AR, Bl R ILERXR
AP AR, ARG, FRARMBREFL FFRRET A7 MTHRIREF
A A RIS R BIST , (FRATE W] A FE“ B R A E 477 XA R,

& 1981 4E R RTE(E S ) (Language) Z4E K CE (Labov 1981) BLR HH AR DLIME R , BLI
AR — AL B R e SR F S A P B A A R, TR IC 3 O 2 22 B3]
B NENSMER S URASRNER . RAE T —SILY #8me T, RN,
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HAERABES I, EAIER T RIOBERT sl [iof=geea

BRERBRHA T ERI . 7§~&iﬂﬂ]%?§5‘lHifﬁﬂaﬂﬂlﬂ%%@%ﬂﬁﬂﬁi%ﬁ%%%@hﬂ
TP 85/, Betty Phillips % LR KRB PSR- ER K # (Phillips
1983, 1984, 2006), ITAEH, WA 37 5 3 4RI 0 T $E 4R 4 (A0 - Sherman 19755 Bar-
rack 1976; Toon 1976; Wallace 1981; Shen 1990; Krishnamurti 1997) . SipAast, REEE
B — R H SO E*Jﬁlﬂiﬁﬁi‘aﬂ,Jﬁiiﬁ%‘f—?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁi’%—%ﬁﬂﬂmu
FARIB I . SR A B E7E & 6, HLs A TAR A M—PE, BRI, B KA AT
75 B AL B4 , AT A LU B AR ERAS RBHERWER.
& 2

Tocreasing height of /eyC/ in made, pain, ctc. by Date of birth and
by Sex by Higher Education

Date of Bith

ﬁ?[ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ@yﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁo ﬁ#%%ﬁﬂ?ﬁ#ﬁ%“ﬁ—‘ﬂg%@ﬁﬁo
BB TR B AP AR AT, $R i 2 BT B AR SRR RAE B KR BB ¥
R — T Ay S AR AL AT R R — Bl & 1 BR A face i FRF A ICE /eyC/
EHIA AL AT fleece v T3 iyC/ Bk, 1972 F—1L 63 B PIE AR TR,/
eyC/BEBE BT /iyC/ LB price g fE TT 3 /ay/EiE. B 2 K i 31 7 i R B B (cubic
spline) EFRARXNH K s RS R G X FR 95 Y% AR RIEED . X FE T AR
RAE , B B T e AR P S, W5 B REEREREMAS . B3 HIFERE R XK
WS AN ZTEA Z ¥ (multivariate regression coefficients) . & BRMIEMBELITH
28,026 4‘7”5%%%%@&4\?@2%%%&9@%%@?0

& 3

Regression analysis of raising of /eyC/ along the front diagonal
for Philadelphia Neighborhood Corpus [N=28,026]

Coef

£ prob Cosff  prob Coeff prob
PHONETIC SOCIAL LEXICAL
frictivecoda 56 0.0001 Dste of birth & 00001 Frequency 0.0003 0.7453
Mamicods 129 0.0001  thgher £ 16 0000 DAY co001 481
Velarcpds 110 00001  Bhack 21 00008 NAME S0 00002 825
abisforset 70 0.0001 Femsie 29 00001 TAKE 50 00001 1476
Nasal onset 271 00054 Makan 51 00001 CAME 77 00149 1272
Apica onsett 89 0.0001 kish 40 00001 MAKE 15 02473 1311
Pailatal onse. 202 00001 STAY 11 05513 294
Vesrocset 334 0.0001 mavee 18 014246 85
Clug anset 40 0.0001 WAY 42 0.1788 Bl
No paset 236 0.0001 NORHD 67 00001 1069
Multisyiiabic 19 00001 SAME 86 00001 929
Coda chuster 3% 0.0001 Pay -128 00001 573

38R A A S R, MR, B e RATH T RBRA R L.
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@?@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ&‘ﬁ%ﬁ&»iﬁlﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ(ﬁ%‘%ﬂﬁ) R REN
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Bt XHEHASTIRPREEMR. FoREHSNE . WAeSH HEAE.AABAMN
B REE. FEERXRVTH EEIRICH . DAYS® A 481 4], NAME & 825 %, R4
HP AR REE BRFRANIFLEERRBBEN, RITKSBIA TAKE, H#E FRE
BHEBTAERNNA BEERANETEE. EXEREUNXLMER TAKE BN AL
EALABIREON 50 WRE., BRABEFENCHIER. X RERT RN “ERESBEE K"
MEX. B 3B MR RREEZS, /TR TAKE, DAY Fl NAME f)3 BE RY 4TS .
JE FA =4 (NEIGHBORHOOD, SAME, PLAY) R4 %% )5 . 7/ 4.5.6.7 FAJIUBZ| %
] TAKE,CAME,MADE #1 SAME REZA BH G, BR#S 5T 41k,

L
~

HAEEANIREBHITHRILY 8. ERBIE TR mETE/ ay/ 0TS BT
B4k, 10 8 7R (Canadian raising) . #2471, X EHIEEFIRH—FF KA, g T
WRITE 5 RIDE #HRFEMEX . B IFIH TRXMFEFHER, Hh— R WmEF 7L,
AR ME”. HRH T WRITER BN 2 F, #8 T WRITER 1 RIDER #)
XA, PRREEAFHMNMERS FESEIEABHEBNSETENFE. EXHAEH
HIBOL T BB MIEH g R T . X175 SPIDER XRERiEHEA BLRIZERIF .,

&7 A 8

Raising of F1 of /ay0/ in like, right, pipe, etc. vs. swability of /ayV/ in ride, mile
my, etc. by Date of Birth for white adults [N-298}

YOH AT OUIE WRITER & R rowor], % 7 SPIDER & & [ spowa-], SNYDER % 1
[snarce ], TIGER(E ) R [ targe-], TINY K[ tomni], IEH Fruehwald ZEfi AR}l 1 3C
K BB (Fruchwald 2007) , R4 JLAMERIR B E RN S BX R, B 10 BXF/ay0/
AR ZITIEEMT, B F R R RN ZEWEL D AW, 4 F 1R E R EZREE K SPIDER
I SNYDER,
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B9 & 10

Lexical diffusion as the result of the Regression analysis of /ay0/ in Philadelphia
developed opacity of Canadian raising Neighborhood Corpus [N=74,215]
Coeffici
write [rert] ride fraid] Variable  Coefficient  prob ent  prob
. » Onm
. —[-voi] . — [voi] Frequency 000 00001 Llabial -32.74 0.0001
writer [reira] rider [raira] GatecfBith 032 00001  Nasal 4651 20,0001
[+voi] [+voi] Black : 2621 00001  Apical -27.06° 0.0001
- U - spani 2863 200001  Velar 1350 20.0001
) Higher Ed 1063 200001  jw/ -14.13 20.0001
spider [speira] Female 349 200001 fyf 70.31 20,0001
Snyder [sneira] Toda . oveicive 1353 70.0001
. Stop 1307 200001 -
tiger [teiga] fric 681 00009  SPIDER[N=10]  -127.24 0.0001
tiny [temi] Nesal 1757 200001  SNYDER[N=15] 5621 0.0404
Lablal 1017 00008  (Dob>1970)
Apleal 865 20,0001
|1 & 12
Some properties of a neogrammarian change: raising of tense Following segments with tensing of short-a in Philadelphia
/eh/ and the lexical rule of short-a tensing mad, bad, glad only
(ach) short-a tensing P /t p t
Il i k t K
a) lexical diffusion found  no yes bt d PR— rv ¢ ]
b) discrete no yes d3 g . 8
c) phonetic differentiation  single feature many features n m L
d) phonetic conditioning precise rough L] L}
€) grammatical conditioning no yes f s 0 f s [}
f) social affect yes no I J
g) categorically perceived  no yes v z [ v z L]
h) learnable yes no 3 3

Al 10 e H At B3R ¥ 0 3 #8352 B BT b 38 A B 9B m . {32 SPIDER H SNYDER )
RENCYERIBISN . ENERIS F1 07 25, R B EENTE. BRE WRITER/
RIDER Xf X MR BB, 51 & THRCY 8L,

Ja » BARW— TR AL AL Y B R . B 11 RRAE 1981 EMR B
B2 IR %L (Resolving the Neogrammarian controversy)— 3 148 H B il I BB i 4]
Fo EXHT R h BN a BANSRSE, £ 12 B THH XS - /ECY 86E
FRE.
i’ 13 & 14

Tense/tax split of short-a in Philadelphia: system of Jean A., 60, Lock St. Re tion of Philadelphia split short-a as nasal system by
Alex B, 19 Masterman H\gh School/Penn (freshman)

PRI R & RS HIBE BB /< /n/ /0 T o B BT, A%
=AY/ d/ Z R A B R ST H —MAD, BAD.GLAD— T 4 )88 248 7535 . DAD. SAD.
FAD %242, fER A TAZRRERIME T AT, 4 FGa0 A, 2 M BRI D52



HE S I (B R 5D R RE B EHNE a LR HAKMG T oM. B 132 1973
RS — L 60 B & R & AEEBA N — AL, ROZAFHETMAFTHHTER
BAD —#  fEB AL ARG I B K, ARWMEMITE . B 14 BIMBER FRRERDFE
IS ET R RS

&l 15 &l 16

Tensing of short-a before velar nasals and intervocalic nasals by MacKenzie,
i - University of Pennsyivania

Re-organization of Philadelphia split short-a as nasal system
ton, 1 High School/Yale (freshman)

& 14 R = f0 52040 T AL A B AL X IR« S SE T 0 DA B B 45 B s B A LA = F 2
WO AR TE AT XA R SR E. AU, B 15 BoR i FORIER R
BT AITEE e ARG 2N BT T R — oL RAETCHE F A F AT (i MI-
AMD , JEA WAATEH  BITE N BI0H . MR IEE K S50, I ANGRY, AN T
= HENETE. B 16 RRBEERNS L. BEGRE—LIET REA R,
T B RS . SR BORBIAIC Y B (R — U i . B TRRR
B4 AT, AR AR A AT IR 2RI R LR, S B EBE AR A &8
TEIRAL AR o

R F S MR A FENER. H— 580 X B E S R R 8 p
17 EAEICESY . AN ST RS TR R RN @R RN
B RS AN R . I XA RS A AR o 5 =07 — R M AR A T B
A A 18, AEBIHE T H S BB R A . B, REVHX AR 1A
T SeBusER, TS TRS HFREYE N SRRER—FiEE L. Bda
ST LU RNCY S SRR X BRI B, FIRIURE R E TR ARIE T WS LW
KT, AR T RATNE D, BT F G HLE IR ELUE R E XM
=, AR R EMRR,

TS S A PR T N B VR B I B R AT B, LA b X Se R i A S AR i R A
B RE 7S, 15 B RTIE S 2 HR M B, RiA o B B ey R 7 W BURHE R, ARl 3K
761 BT AR S ST R 3R 7 (3R (Platt 1964) , TR M HIAT OB HH R HAT T

E bl S p 1

2 R RIS A AR I8 . WERLBE SR VR BRI A BL RS S, BT 47
FALERE— HHERABRGER ., Tt R SRR S TR s E BRI . R
I LT HRORE , R E R EBkEE . MARLBHNEERET EAFRNERSFL,

S TR B £ B TR L e — B A IR RAE 1960 AEARFR, WA BRI STA] , B P AR
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BB MR EMIET SHERE, REA-NTLSHRERMEE. H75HWNMEHR:
FAA IVu 5HHA Vv, XEEREDGEPEHRNARE", VR voiced” MF) WHE, U 2
“unvoiced” FEH AT . —BORR, MENZBRRETNETS. EHMARBIHNITFH,V
AFRE.USAR, XEXE LRTAEEN. BEETSHARXA. B SHMmEHH
&, BEEAREME. RIEEHRER R (lip-lop) . XM A AERYE? ARMBBE
FEFEREBEEMIGET F R R TR, RS SR, MR, XM E S
BEAHEHN—IEE. BERESHEERE. LR 1967 EXRNGT R E REE)
(Phonological features of tone, Wang 1967)—3CH & : Al BEA A R L, M2 H ;S 1§
BB (RRIRD 7R A , I HX Sea R A BRI AR . i 28 T R0 8 S A 48 B AR

ERZERABRBEHMANEFTBI. B, Fif B “ask” 78 iy B H & “aks”, “ks”
RIS R sk” BB ? R “S" BEE R K", “K"BETE RS S RN I K ., BREKEY
HEF M. XFEEHE R EZLRE ARG W R B ERN . ERE ) EEB AR
BRI ER, SRR —-ERRNER. EREBIET 5 BRBAEXMHIAR. L7
B, EEER "R E R er”, XETLE—HEFI. EEZHDUEH 59,502 “ni” R KA
WHE—TTEFI. HE TuE RN ETE T . XM EREERAE.

KA F B EMARAE R AR RIS A, LH RN L R G — b
MNEREAEELFEFGER, BRIV BERSZHFET B, A RREETEBFTERNMEN
Dwinelle #67 , Bli 758 W T Yakov Malkiel, ~UfRZEFZ M P EEFT¥X. RIEXHESAR
EURML, iR B BT, BRI R B AN P Y EL A ARSI BRI #” (lexical
diffusion) %87 XHEEZ/MREEMNZF .

RO EEZHHETEREMNERNE” (Competing changes as a cause of residue, Wang
1969) , 7E PS4 R 6] 2R AL RO R At 4RSEATF 5T, 34T T BB MR, XERITEBHRR,ZE
RN BIFH TR RAR G X SRR, BRI SRR PRt O 1) 4 B, b & 28 B ) TT k)
(The time dimension, contribution towards the theory of sound change, Chen 1972), LI &5
Hehip R FEse BB n B, ARatf, RIS R WH S EQIEMM . WA — W “x B
y” BEE DMEX AN AR T . RN ERSBEEFERABNIES FINE, ANREA
FIEH? BRIMAIEHER? —JFRN ASH XN ? XEEBRINRETHE Ao [ 48R

17 Sherman 1975) = feditg H M2 T, IR XHEH (Wein-
v reich) $ii = (Labov) F##{E % (Herzog) 1968 FF K H

wyR B A Y “18 S 3 AR B B9 SE U Z Al (Empirical
foundations for a theory of language change) , {17 ik
TSR RS . HSL )R sh R 5 AT RS 2
AR—#£(Chen & Wang 1975), ERMAFHHURLE
Ry, R M E S B KR E,
AARE—12%4 Don Sherman DUENL Y BUEBF
9% T PEiE W E &1 (diatone) , .75 ' REBELE—F &
#) 5 RE'BEL (38 — & W HEi%).' CONTRACT 5
CON'TRACT %%, {25 I & 5 049 181 38, 5 38 W U 8 5 1) #9251k (Sherman 1975), & 17

wowth of
distoras in
English

a5

1900 f----
900 f—-vmnmmen
934

1
t
H
) 1.

1582 |-

3
2
2
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%t Sherman W E F ALK LERA. bk B iR R A = A NEEE. AR
T AR EFIR ML 2 TR DU i) 0 R i B (R TR S A

WRE XA, S — 2 R X P BB R S T = I 13 (Hsieh 1972). RATEAE
B35 S0 ) [F] — i E] , #7248 B9 Charles Ferguson Y Carol Farwell —&2# T —3 I et
gz, M RiE 5 I8P i iR 5 & F ) (Ferguson &. Farwell 1975), fbfiTRIBHERE “-
AT RN EEEAE S AR, SRR R LIRS IR RELBE IR ERSE
LB S I8, HIA RS EETRLXEAN S R4 e — FEE T BE A BURR .
(5| B Wang ed. 1977 2 MATTEEBHE R T LA B LT 348 H AT 50 81 JRIEEIBRE
HeHE L BRI AT A . HET UL, ISR BULER EB“D”, 7T BB & “ball” B “baby” JEA K
HA b7 iR, R R — A BRI S f R, T DL B RNC Y BiE E R A
PR R E X R .

ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁfﬂ%%ﬁﬁkﬁﬁ—ﬁ@a B — AR E K2R Bh Krishnamurti 2z
AR SO, AT TIRE . i, GRS SR BB 435 AR h AR R A 5 R B R4k
T, RiAR SiARaAE L, AERATEAT DA VA B o A 0 28 i R BRI A R RITE S
BERIRRYE , RBFITIE S 19 F 3 (Krishnamurti et. al. 1983). B4 B MIRENT T DY R, LhR
xR T AR (Wang &. Lien 1993; Lien 1993). FCY BIE AR — T B, 1T
EXAMMEEMH, bR SEWERLE TS haEmitRyTE. XERIISE
AESHBER IR —HHER.

gk S F Rl BB T — R R AR B BB 7 s, AGE F TE AL, W B dE
BT aEisik. M EET Mieko Ogura) 5 T — S 3 S E R “do” B & & (Ogura
1993) , 3k B AT R IAICY 8. BATABT know not”, T i%“T don’t know” ; AT AU “go
you” T “do you go”, X4~“do” MBI R AI? vREALBRT REX—E,RETLHE
T 8o AR FTEREDUET F T RHEEHERE SRR BEE-HEE
B RIRHE | (Yue-Hashimoto 1993) . TKEZEX 7 T T SES {2 BIBFFE (Zhang 20000,

WR WA KRR FITE. KiparSky(1995)ZSE@B‘D’C%#J%EHEJ‘?E#&%%—ﬁ%@EQ
Betty thiPS(1998)%%@?ﬂﬁﬁ$ﬂ?iﬂ7ﬂ?§?ﬁﬁﬁﬁitﬂ TER, RRAE—RAETIES
= H R AA Y SCEE (Labov 1992) SN P SE /1 A Ju: / BIAEA M o SRR i) [ &
(Ogura 1995), WHE—HIERSEE . R (T RMILRER 22 F 4t ) (Handbook of His-
torical Sociolinguistics) 5, Brian Joseph (2012)F3T T 35 728 (Y H0 I P [ B MMethA —FR
TIEE A5 2 R ) 3CE (Ogura 2012), S2hR E MR A — A R, SRR
w TS AL BRI AR (Ogura fHD .

A RE 2R SO B B RIBTST . Betty Phillips(1984) R PEGE T MRS
o —Eie S, R Ty A S 5HEH , AR EE MGikE SHEES
AR, xR —FEENETEL, R 48 Il T 44 B 1) F 2 2598 LR nursery — 28] B
#5038 (schwa) B W , ENFATI 09 2 H AR “nursery” i & “nursry”. TEXFIER T, MeH R =
SR, EHMEE T, mE AN C morphological leveling) i “ seep-seeped” 5 “weep-
wept” , B IRIRR 2 4 )5 o IEFRE T —E X FERRB AL (Ogura & Wang 1996).
J5 3k James Minett £5 IR AT AR AR UL X R RCR (Wang et al 2004) . ECY HORE
_AERRMIL EE TR, TR BN, EERE, RRAHG & HE5 AR I A — A, BB AR L

8



HI3E R , MR AR £ MR & A2 A8 Ak, Wi EL/G R M A RR7E 5 18+ K B AR A R,
WHHERABR T LG BAITE A I+ (Shen 1990,1997) . XTI R T2 st

KK E IR EK Partha Niyogy JEH 8 Wi, K REME W —HEGFHBCGETEY

FIE AL IHE M Y (The Computational Nature of Language Learning and Evolution) A7,

& 18 (£ Wang 1969) & 19 (3 Shen 1997)
u v c
W1 W1
W2 Wz ~ W2
W3 W3 ~ W3
Wn Whn
& 20 (3 Sankoff 2004) & 21 (& Shen 1997)
s 100
Critical Period %4
& A

Individual Variation.

ELEESEEEBEE

percentege

e 2 & 92 o 8 o
3 8883883

2
8

XA AR YRR R, B 18 B— N FHAEE, #id — R RRAARFEIR
Ao FHENE —4iE, XABrBOX SR RIS, J5RE TR I T —Ffs g, B4
BRHATRNE., REREAWIEERFHRE, MAEER. W, “food” [ u] B7ERAE
BB, “groom” BKEF ui[grum] 5K H u M grom JBREZBF (VB B, “look”#y
(ol BEEZE O FrE.

B 19 % A HIARBMLAHENTE S HBIR. T8 &R EE TR B0H B
B - NATEE - ER I 15 % RS ME R TR T, BAXEEEEBILY,
WIRENAEE B Gillian Sankoff 3830, MR A DS T X £ 7] B ( Sankoff 2004), B 20 &
Neil #1 Nicholas B§ ABIBERL. BAVRFEZEER 7 5 .14 5 .21 .28 BEHHHE. XITHF
o “a”RAR, BEAE 22 EER A “ cume” AR AR “come” , FIFE R — AN EHE 9 “cume”  IRIEEIRA BB
Bk, WEFR, AWUAAZ 28 5, 2 AT 35 Z 0, X =4 BErEE Hh. Gillian 4
R B BE SRR VERAISE R U, ZHfEE POt B 21 ZIRBBRESR

WA EEBIFR T 28 A IIGTEEAF], 7EIX 28 MR E /a/ LT/ 5/, 1940 R EIE
R—AET, S EXER, BV R /a/, 7R /B/,/la/F/l/ RMEX B, BRMESHF
W&, R AR /a/Ff/o/ BT RS . B 21 EE AR ER B X 28 NMAK a4 A
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o, WE AL A B E 2 LR . MR I REE L. BRABNMEXEAR, B Neh
B2 R4 X e 5 B b .

BATRFEEHIRMZ R A7 RIANBLIB R E S5 X AR R 2 KRBT R 13
R, —E RN EREEMRES L GET IB R IEEHTH LR L&, E
] AR R E 4 O . X SEFERATHR AT & 4 B & B0k & A4 AR 4L, Infar 246 JLE
FEPJLTEREBESEL? MERITAIAGEFTHT HER L FEAXEE R, B Xl 6E
LR AT E H AR By Et ], AR A ML TR RA e R F R B T R HRES . KA H
% 5000 fRARIEE] . PLERIVERME T —AJEHEE B XA (Labov 1972) , Hp W BB 18 ]
P8 (uniformitarianism principle) #47 Tit#. X ME&Z &K g Y, RXFYERE
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