T ETE 5 e B BB R AU, BRSO, R SR KR, 12 A 5 H 7:00-9:00pm

REBEENREERK: B, ZR5HRE

5 LA

JEHE T R O

FREL: ABFE R IEMEIE R TR R R L Z AR LI A LFH ISR AR
A0 eE (Fa5&Fa0xdg 54 R) Bl ERL (424 X4 variation #=
mechanism. Kroch #9122 tb & 5 Liberman #9485+ &% 2) o LF &K T 4T 7789 “no
arbitrariness” #= “formalize ‘more-or-less” ” (Labov and Kroch) ¥4k #t17 & 428 %, R
BREBRKA T FEINL, #EE R 0RE () « (DER®E) ) « £<FHT
B+ L ARIES AT @EL L INET, HABEDR (39H) "Lk mIF4EF I MRR
(Peirce’ theory of scientific method) . Zstimh b B#F KB TH#HEN XF, LFRH
BNBIANHEEF LN T 2R, LR RREBRT (FERGMMNE) EZ,

—., BEIEZERIESL
Ja ST hEozissed (3 1973 FAZS)

1 FERFRTHE SR

HHT YD

— R KA, MBI ROERON .
HENRIEER, ZRGZHNE.  (f, #Et. —mFNIZed)
L BN BLS 3R, 6320 3R MEAE o
HHEVIHIUT IR, (TS 2R S

2. (&) “Ranxly, M.

i SRk i«
CRANFEEF LEARAREZAEPHER, ERLELHBEIY
‘Ré, KB, RAW EANETF. e mALEH B

Fe g FHREE ARG &, 7 C QIEHERIR) 25 7O
BRLT (BUE) s, S AR et arii. ARSI
.\ ARFAREZARE

1. #H2EF 20046 N Labov $iK: The Mechanism of Variation and Change
)5 AE AL 5



Labov Independent Study FJ{ENL:  Classifier = a8 FH ) FL

Feng: Z%=KIGMIZRIN: K=FIHKARIG; K=sh¥unisd-55

Labov: No arbitrariness and read“ The boundaries of words and their meanings” o
Feng: kXX %&: Tendency GEH. KZ) MEEAITIH? & W] g 2
tendency is not rule” (141 U {1

2. fEEHER. ZFEECN iR aks 4146 N Tony Kroch: CASE
Theory
WAL FE R SR U Case as a Scientific Assumption
WAL A RIATE, TS
Feng: There is no Case in Mandarin Chinese 715 ¥ A 1% !
Kroch: You can assume there is a case.
Feng: THiF. Afif! jT:EPﬁ‘*"JéEﬁ"
“EAWNTAI” B b A 2=

3. i A4 N\ Mark Liberman: Relative Prominent Rule CFHX ™ & FUD
Liberman FJAHX 45 5 :
[x vyl
if x and y are a phrase, than y is stronger,
if x and y are a word, then x is stronger.

Feng: ZTHHIEUL: “HICHA, MM, KEME, & NHE0, 8/
Ja Ak, 7

Liberman 45 %: Relative Prominence is a structure!!

Feng: HMENXE: KRLLN?

W (S
%f&/ﬂilrﬂ%{» P159 ﬁ)

FHEERMNEE
Labov+Kroch+# % (mechanism, structure (no-stories) = do this (prosodic

syntax) for your dissertation: FLE B : #IHE 2 DOE KIS, R Ao,
TR ZRE 5T WEDN:

1. MHIBRAIMBigs Il ( The boundaries of words and their meanings) ': %3] 1 Ul
fAT7E “more or less” Pt K sty - FR I I

I *Labov, William (1973). The boundaries of words and their meanings. In Charles-James Bailey and
Roger W. Shuy (eds.), New Waysof Analyzing Variation in English. Washington, DC: Georgetown
University Press, 340-371



Cup is used variably to denote such containers with ratios of
width to depth of 1 + r where rp, < r < r{ with a probability of
rt - r/ry - . The quantity 1 + ry expresses the distance
from the modal value of width to height. 16

BDEBHRENIN, ARKERBLETITT —HE/.

2. MWEHwHIEE HE* (Constant Rate Hypothesis) : =3 | 2 2 B il 115
IRAT HEXWE G, EARENERE: HE R RESEL

3% JOURNAL OF CHINBSE LINGUISTICS, Vol. 21, No. 2
‘THE COPULA IN CLASSICAL CHINESE 309
F1g.3. The distribution of SHI
In e aren v e hisin " Fig.14 2. the distribution of SHI
by sytactic aavicoment In LY & M2

7N
w7
N

/
f
/
=
>

TR B A R A Ee, SR LS [F) 25 R e (L JCLD

3. WNEZENIKSEA)EE. %3 TiESH HEEENEE
(B« BEEY) : “FHAFHAEAZS, BAZRLAEL R, KL
= EKHABRSYS, UERESHRT AR, 7

ZNISEAE

“HIETE, TMU—H), SRR IEE S, DAREE R AR, P
BIWr, WEnEFEAS, B2, 7 G COLEERFLIEY 167 TD

4. MFSRIESREFIRPIR R 7“3 B CFET Ik



HEBR I S b 598 . Exception FIFETE SHEBREA 19 %48

B R R TT 1200 B SRR BB AN (R
1. AR [veb] W H—4WEIES



2. WEWE (B4 - BREE) —Hhiaa N ss. 4Tk
D ¢ () ) ——3hial g AN sy

3. KIJmEE EREEA.  C GHELE - K5 )
Wk E M, C CRPEY B (HEREED) D
AR PG 3 AL . (CTLAT 270 <28 =6 <A DPLEGEARIT) )

5. The architecture of theories, by Charles Peirce (LK)

7, MRSIRRLRIT—MEFHZESER

1. MM SRR TR ST
2. AREEEREIZGESITIT: AN AZETEIRIMIA .
3. PR AR A : Peirce’s Theory of Scientific Method ( Charles Peirce’s
Theory of Scientific Method, 1970:30) F}ZF R I @4 :
1. Stage I: experience and hypothesis
1l Stage II: Indication, Abduction and Deduction

iii.  EH#L8-tion NEH

1. Observation IS =3
2. Classification 52k F—
KEERNFRIK
3. Characterization ¥ a1k
4. Generalization FESTiiBL
5. Abduction {0 (] i 2
6. Deduction TR HE e W
. TAEVG x5/
7. Prediction HUN AT G
8. Verification BB
. BEEENREO: XENZROET gt Linguistics 41.6: 1085-
1122, 2003)

1. DOE RIS R 1 45 F R

a. ZNFMNP T AR [ A T 7R FEA (FEIERHT 7 [ED
b. Zf5E+PP AR AR T 55 B HAE Vs B GEARREEAE 1 hw ED
c. ZIFANP  HAER LR AN

2. BIEfEJEAERT PSC

Phrase Structure Constraint (PSC &4 MR & %4

Within a given sentence in Chinese, the head (the verb or VP) may branch to the left only
once, and only on the lowest level of expansion.

FEAR—8 e P o) 11, ALY RN HIRARZ T, #00 (i sish i 4
) REgAF— Xk at. (ZTFED .



N PN
\% \Y
PN N
\Y% XP \Y% XP
IR K
) whEBER=MA=R NEE A=

b)  FEEIT T WA N=AD BT T =A/t

%0 B ) FE

Government-based NSR (B LEFE Feng, 1995/2003)

25 T NI Ik 45 2 Ci Al Cj, 45 Ci Al Cj AL IR T (selectionally ordered),
HA b 5 (mutually govern) , 4 Cj WA R (the selected Ci is more
prominent) .

BT A
[...... [SPEC VP [V XP]]]

EHIG. EZHAR

(A) BERE, AMUEE
FERAT TN =AN
BEFT TP N=A/ N

(B) £ERME, ZEMLE
TR, ANZEBR=)T.
TEARE =4, AHET T,
THEEFF % T, UAEFAREZIR,

(C) B3 ABVIIRANFe v ahia] Ja A P EE A7)
s KRS T =K
*EAGMITI T =K
*hERBE T =k

(D) ZLEEFMM: shwja “ AW RE R HA G

a. LA HET) K L) KA

b. Y7 gl E AL KW PEEIARE (D

c. ZAMNP TR [ LA T 7R FEA (FEEEAHFT 242 [ED
d. Zh%E+PP *HARAE 1 i B HAE T B GERAREEAE 145 ED
e. BHITENP  *IAERILITR AN



(B) #ZOEEEHFHNEBRE
fth 1A (1 T 3R 15 NZER. MEK. B
i, JT, R,
i, T, AR,
H hiA 2 =g MEGE . ER. B
A RHE T —5i !
? SRKEET . 2
A EFERE WIS mUEaIX. RT3 ]1#E. con[fl4Tsider
ML KRF T =4
M gh K KRS T =K -
BEZH, RRHER!

Ny BHRBEEN—TEREXN R THRME. BRIk :

BT AERER S/ IX 4 RS2 GREiA 2003)

POEERA S, WHEHEES QEFIE. M 2014; FEF) 2016)

BB E Rz

DOER KRB A VS AR, AR S D RSN (GLEKIE 2017)

DOVE TR B o A B A W, 2222 HRe U2 — i), 4075 Ak SR SR

RS () 2016)

POEH TP AFAEERFRIE IR B IR “4ai” 3 QEZJE 2017)

7. DUOBEABAGE, (EBE) i@ oot “IBHEAr (intermediate) ”
NoiZse “HSEERAL”  (JRZJE. R 2014)

8. MW IAREM BRI EIR X AN E g T 2018)

9. B/ (B d, EPGEENCH EIRIE, sz EmbE, mAMGI8ER

BEMA, BHEMNMAL GRXME. M 2014)

kb=

™

+t. PEEEERNHE—SRGUHSHERL
(—) BROEE: ZOEEFHRN ARG

RS 54 4 2 T e 55

(1) DREBKSN: FEEE PR PP

(2) BhaRiBh: W, W5, Moo —BHIE WS D5
H T B0 AF Ay — R 097 B B B S, RAVTT AL AP AT A aRR B
HEMBRTRANT A, S& B, B, %7 thE, SAMTe—H. B, SNRE
THAGEARL, FHRET FHEMF (AP WHEANAE L H RGBS, K
o, BAROE-ANERLHIRAEEMROA, —ZHEEES: EANR” FHT—
Aﬂ#ﬁﬁ@%{k#%"*‘%‘: ﬁitﬁ{%zﬂ:]-é:}’i}iéﬁj% “/Ejjai\ /fijﬁa’i\ /Ejja’i‘ /‘Ejja’iv R izﬁ“}’ (Dﬁ%}:_t>
FRAEZRAAI—NERFMEOTAZRT], 5 T4a, A4,
(Martin 2012: 125)

2 XA TEERARRE R R ARTRAE, HARZOEF A, TR AR CONRBARE” R

B .



(3) HEYH: BE RE RE
FOOT

S W

ﬂﬁﬁmiﬁﬁw
PHEAANERE (ZERITIE) W EZMH 2R BN F) 8RB -E
E‘Saé’JF‘];i}] HE R,

2. BOEERIANEEE (FIR 2017, XINNEE 2019)

Aspect P Aspect P

/\\p //\
s R A

Asp Asp

o /\ = /\
ik P v ¥
e Pl e T N

o | T WL

Lﬁ:- S
|

3. BIR—ANEER N NIl (Feng, 9)

CP  HAIEIERE

N HES
C' (sentential intonation stress)

AN

C/TP PN TRER I E Y

HhEif T

/N

T AppIPmia

BREE

(focus stress)

ZOEE (nuclear stress)

O EETRIRVEE V DP

K2 AERESHRES R EE



(=) FAEIEEZ morphological prosody: X WA
NE DA T S SOhR XA TR R =R ISR

B,

1. W RAE DY K Ar 2k 15 B & Th it
1) 2 12 vs 124 (5 3CEE 2019)
2) 441 K vs KJE CRIKHK 2018)
3) JBARA: Kovs ik (RIFEEFE 2020)
4) FlA K vs B GBI 2019)

2. ENEIES (BUBRIEEE. vk S5a0k) (1997 Jb K H Ackt)

COUEAT TERBAL R ——PE<DOB IR RVE S RVE>)

3R E LA, TR R A A AT, R B A

oA, WAEA L. 7

LA E RS TE]), B A9 TULBASGE M GE S, e B iE R
HRELX — A, TTUAL AR 58 5485 0 . 3B R, 9 ER
Mg bhy A Eal B B XARE |, XRETUEBGENE T

. BRERMTHZLY AEHBE 7
3. FENitEiLE (2016)

(1) FRES CERBERERME)
HR[pu>] (31) —KR4[pu’!] (&)
A k[juan??] (#7) — @ K[juan’'] (&)

(2) BKEED EXIL TR E TR E M SR ETE B 7 B 17 2K Tl )
1) HRFLZERNL vs W FH A1 RE 4

A RN, R AEAEE . A BRG], BE AT il
HAE19 (F) #B/+E&4E 19 (5) B5,
IR LA TUA o/ *RIR LA TUA ik
# Eay 5 R E AR S L6y 5 R XA
12 BB AT 69 /% 5 15 Z A BT 69 .

RE TR, ARG BB i R IT AR, AT .
BAVEA T HE (MEH) A2 RARNAA TEE R
R A A 4 3 XA R A5 AR AT A R 4R ?
L, BHEMNBATEERGOLEARL, HIFNBATHEAXGYTE.
2) HE L EREY) vs W EH AR RS
XS B B RO A 09 A/ BT R E B B R AT 89 A,
B A RALS E CEA /AN AL E L,
A& & O RTAE A A LA FE A IR A A B )L
3) B B 1] YO R X B 44 16 T

BXIER B ES. Al EH 5% 5 A5 B TAME R R ST




RADAEAEARAR KA B /* R AL AL AR KA

R RAE g )L/ K AR d1 32 )L

KPR T, AAEREILEFAKRERT, AFRBREEILE,

4) TR PIPEBTTEE vs X T 25 1] AR ZS Vo

AKX BEIEAT JUHE T & 64 /* KX JEE A4 ILHETT & 49,

IS R/ IX R JE

& G AR AT/ A G AR 4 |

5) B LA VE R X T 44 1] Y

) B T VASE B 7K -E- UK 09 HLES /% i IR oT VA SE & P & UK 89 kS

09 B F B B IR AT /A T3 69 LS B R

WA TFRZETH ETHENRE A TRETE TR ETHENE,
(=) BREAJEEE: A)H—R)RKIE 1R 2

1. 518 VP& VP — VP

VP
Vp/l\w
//A\\ //A\\
Y, NP [iii} v NP
| | | |
il H & A
55t T h H
) 1
% E NS 1% E NS

2. WA: VP& VP — Ungrammatical
FSAE T A
AP&AP — Ungrammatical
FAFEHL R

(1) —fa—if -E&7 (B=EM 2019
(2) —HA)—f > AWrEE AR ESE RIFTEE 2019, &4 77D

] JE R NI TG ) = 8 JE PR NI 15 S

=ANIH#A NI = A#A (RIEA DY) —~ AIFA




3. AR R I

(1) R POER A B R E

(2) KRR IE AR DL E AT AR I “ DR E ” GEMEF] 2017, Hana 2019)
(3) RIIEARARLIE D TR BEAR “DUERE” FIML

\v RSN
I FXFHELIVELS HIF ORI, A2 m g

I R BRI, R, SR, MR,
VREEZR . BB I, AR SR

2. WEDUEBEERNT R P
o NFN. MW (2019

RN COOE P AR R & — R S ER R— IR A B B SR iy eee e
PEE B AR R, FEDUERANEG AR T, AW DNIIRIE 72 2R ENA T, Es)E
SEMAERIES (U585 BRI EIIE IR A I o 1 ERIERE H 13 Be T V4 1) 2 #
%A A P SRV DGE I AR TR & S e L AW D TR, (P266)

PEEAE 193 TR AR IE RS M, JF B4 BRI AR R T
P H)IE 5 S A SRS R P G, FATVON R & I RAAE R - 1R F 2, B
i i R BRI R 27 o VR AR U0 CRERALR I EIA 458)  (194-201 1)
NI HEWBE O TAT IR, (P274)

X I AR DU I SRR, T — B 1 e T B B SRR AR S . NSRS
LR I & S0 2 MR AT MW T BT, E 7RS4 SR M et 4 S e s
B2 By 1] 7 AL AL A RENER AR T BT T PR 1 1 A 10 DL B AR 35 3 R LB I 5 7545 Y
HABRZI I (P275)

WE L FIEEYS 2019 “RRzhin” 5EVEREASLE DGR P AL A h i EEAE A 1R R
CDUE P H)iE2418H5) 5 Journal of Chinese Linguistics vol.47, no.1: 266-281.

3. XIS B EE VAN 7 VR
o [HAHE (2019

TEDCTEVE B FIEEA, Vo B RO — 1, SR “BAEER” X — H B . M 1996 4F
R (OB MR LA AiE I 20) Frah, AWTRE . HIRE SR T Iie
E, RV & E S [ 0. A e 7R TR AERIH 2, RIHEE T KEH S
PUB VR ANE T Z 2RI A E 5 SR H0h, faeEEEREES 7. &9,
Wik ks 4, A5 % EAME & A BRI 1, B T 005 LLDGE R S 14 L s
PONERE R RIS, BEARDGER AR S DUE Rt AL AT Uy, HEEh E PR i
HPHAH S EE. (P9

IR FTR 0 B M. RS “BEEESU” ER—ARIERIA
ARYL” “ R S EDGEXCE AL A AR A SR AN )T R O N A
X7 DU RSN T AL “EEIEARIELR” UL A AR BT “dbRtif&—
ANEEHET 7SS, BARANBSEERSIRSE, HIMASNTEH 8, NOGET 2 HAD
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5 O AR (AT I L A o (el AR BT (PO)
WA 2019 3 EAEBURBUBEETI S, CRILTASER AR ) 5 6 1]

4, HAmA 2 g SCE . EEE . SKIAYT. Sproat Richard, Perry Link, Chen
Shudong, 55, TFBUL:

o ®EXH. BAHE. HEHE (1999)

15 e ) LA AR SR A AR A PO AN B A Nl B T BOR AT DB A TR 78 1) 27
o SRR R 90 FEARDUEA RN A B B B R 2 oo R — AN FE R B, T
RIE TIESH LA

VESCIE . B AT 1999, METIINGEMER I, BOTIEA . B m (OUE
PR 55 B TEF) L s E LSRR AL, 8 201217 .

® Sproat, Richard (1999)

The centerpiece of the collection is Feng's lengthy discussion of compound words in Classical
Chinese, drawn from the authors PhD dissertation (Feng 1995) . The question that Feng addresses
is simple: why was there a marked increase in the use of compounding between the Old Chinese of
Mencius(c.372-289 BC),and the Chinese of one of his Han Dynasty commentators (Zhao Qi,c.107-
201 AD)? This is of course the age-old question that Packard raises in the introduction to the volume:
why did Chinese cease to be monosyllabic? Feng's answer is rather novel. (P298)

Feng's analysis is ingenious...It is interesting to observe that the 'functional' explanation that
Feng rejects neither predicts a categorical change, nor does it predict that monosyllabic forms should
have been outright eliminated. (P300) Feng’s view can be understood as a creative twist on this
traditional phonology-driven account. (P307, footnote 3)

Sproat, Richard. 1999 Review of Packard (1998): New approaches to Chinese word formation. In: Booij
G., van Marle J. (eds) Yearbook of Morphology 1998. pp. 289-309. Springer, Dordrecht.
o ZFKREy. EA¥E. 1K (2001

15 P AT LA SR AE ) 45 1) 5 DT )2 1 1) 5% R I RBLE T 0 e+ 1t t e K —
(A== R DU I E 2 G CDUBRIEIEE. aNERa)R) M (QUERIEAIEY) X
PIREAE T (LU AR TR B BAR A 40

T AR DB P A PR DU SRR IR )R I R IR 20 A AR R LTS e & N 58 il
L REAORT , WERAE N DUR ARSI R RERE T2 U B SE R . T ANERIE 5 4 1A
FEF, B A0 52 H (AR ATT RENS 72 e K IR EE _F Ay (18355 773 T A R 300 R S5 A BV BE T
RETTRIEZI, XOAIATR G M S . 1 518 F A AV A AR BLAE AL R4 A
%L B RBIE B OO R — & 5 A R EIS 2 BN AT AT R E R &R o DX AR L
B, B AR SR AR T DOE TR B 9 SRy AU AT 01 5 ELR B A AR — M ER
viike  (P208-212)

RE). FAE LK 2001 SEAERREEEIGH TR ) , 2 GF 5 5 LN HE 5 F 050
BB 146-241 T,
o BIHE (2008)

XEeAER, AR SRR AMNS IR E N AT, B BOAATTH TR
THTE X7, e EOA AT TRIRIE A T RE FE Rl A iE 5 R PO S ) e,
RS T IEE GEFHA ) MG @E. (PD

90 AN, ML ETU T ERERIBIIT, R DGR ENEY:, SEPALETEETT B

12



WHoE, RIS R RA BRI T — 08, RS SE S IR B &, (X
—tRE R TEREE.  (P3-4)
WHEOCE 2008 (MARDUET R )7 F) , BHEZE (ARDGETEMR) , L5 HR
#, F1-5T.
o &4 KA (2006)

FIVEM S G A DUE S S AR 5] RN 1825 10 R i B A v AR v R 2
5 DB SR i TE A ME S Th 45 DL B R (1) 250 I8 2R IIRER, SRS B 2
PAE S A AR R 2 2 R0 — M2 JZ . (P43)

S TRAATE BURDUEAVEE X LR, B ESRPERE ST, CPEES %
FL) MBS CPERETHELE (19992003 L) ), 55 32-47 T, PBSEIHIE, 2006.
o EutE (2008

3 (8 1998 (DU HAAE D) —30) FIHTCIEE B IRGEHIIHF, RIFHLUEER T
DUBAZEER AN HSEER, ToaME. - teAh, WRT “PUEBREBFSHER PR
KT, RAEF=" HBEHBEREYS. (P127D

FHH 2008 (AELMEE R IR ) . JERUKSE AR .
o ZFFH I (2016)

DOETE AAEERE FL I 5y — A B B B TR o A B G 1 — Fh i 20 1E 0k S5 A R 7
B, B HERDGEEEM AN EERE. (P199)

BEH g 2016 (CEARTEEFEAR) , HELSFR L.
® FK{HYL (2019)

AT Aok, RESHLERB TREME, BERIEE. FEIEE. NEIEE
GV R POE AT AR R ENE & o XSS AR AR T 2L 4, B RN AR BRI
SRR, BN, E40E SRS MMA T, @ity WA0E 5w aE Ak
TERUAFNEE ) RGRRE, TR T e B AR AR R0 [ 4% Gt SCA R B ) DUTR TR S 4

FRAAVE 2019 Hirb [ 70 15 5 H P RHAR . FARB ARG ERRERM RIS B%, Ot
Hk) 2019 48 H 28 H.

. REHERSRE
1. HERERIERANEE
1) Prosodic Syntax H7r] & [m] tH 5
2) Prosodic Parameter (FEZ4) U1 universalize 1L ?
3) W [e] M. P-Syntax i vs P-Wh technology
P-constraint syntax vs. Richards’ P-constraint on wh
Continuity vs. Anti-contiguity (Kandybowicz 2020)

WA AR B 25 FEORMIBAR, FFEUB AR, ABATIH I 09— TR ERAE5
2. RIEHIHERLE
B NRR T, RAWERiE. RIS

VASCRI L 7 —d4s *KAE 7 A $
FCHRE A L& 0 R A0 LA L

13



3. JPRERIEESCE L TS R S A S s

IDIVEEESZN0E 3
PRATF . XUBRAT R, X P oo
JUE R KL, sl A, BT M, %48 Ml i, SNk R
w7, K] B RGNGE, HRAP AR, AL, i LIRS, MEE ki,
EAKRR, TLRZe, (CCLRER « FHED

2) RFHR IR

JEIRE. AR, e
J IR A
E (AP Z (8&) 5. B (E%5)E (@) (Ei
(UU)&(UU)’/_‘\ (60 o)A (o a0)
O x|l XXX X x X |xx xx x |xx ox :ll
i=i @Rz @EH . B Iz (U < RIT N >
(0 o)A (oo0) (c0o)A (oa)

O x| xx x xxx¥X |xx xx x| xx ox:l

(—) et “a” o B EROLEGN G anacrusis)

(=) Egtis, WMANFIAFHEARN GE3R/ 1T/&M. H A/ /AR
(=) “7 fEWH)ZH;

GER: BEOCRIER “%7 %, ®fTH “%7 BRHEEBEBOTER LR TR

(9D S5 72 SR

(o) BIHCE =~ i (A
(73 HATEHE OIS FP+E P o o, v a0 jasm, <01 RaEn
+. 4%iE

1. DUOERIBEEE IR BAA B O R GVEA =
BIHARSE . W B
BRI AR ANASE . SIS RS SR IRIRIR S
GELE S RLNC N e S e I OLE Sl

75 7 KIRIFF 46 1) wh-prosody (Richards 2010) it RS EI7E “Sometimes ‘syntax’ is
phonology” (Kandybowiz 2020), 5AFEAE Mk R4, 2Rt

2. BUBRIREE AR R BA EW A ETIEME, 40 Simpson fTiit:

The continued study of prosody and syntax interactions, both synchronically
across different varieties of Chinese and diachronically (where this is possible),
promises to be a rich and very informative area of future research for Chinese
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linguistics, and one in which Chinese can contribute importantly to general theories
of human language.
Simpson, Andrew 2014 Prosody and syntax, In C-T. James Huang, Yen-hui Audrey Li and Andrew
Simpson (eds.), The Handbook of Chinese Linguistics pp. 465-492. Wiley Blackwell.

—— R —
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