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ABSTRACT

Opacity and Optimality Theory with Candidate Chains

Nha, Eun-young
Advisor: Prof. Jo, Hak-Haeng. Ph.D.
Dept. of English Language & Literature

Graduate School of Chosun University

The purpose of this study is to analyze individual language’s opacity
from a different standpoint, which is based on Optimality Theory with
Candidate Chains (OT-CC, McCarthy 2006a-d, 2007), a novel version of
classic Optimality Theory (OT, Prince & Smolensky 1993, 2004).

In terms of Chomsky & Halle (1968)’s rule-based theory (SPE),
opacity can be found in two cases: overapplication and underapplication.
The former refers to the case where a process applies even though its
context is not present at the surface. Contrary to the former, the latter
refers to the case where a process does not apply even though its
context i1s present at the surface.

Opacity has been a challenge to OT since it is an output-oriented
theory. To handle opacity, many other theories such as Local

Conjunction (Smolensky 1993, 1995; Kirchner 1996; Kager 1999;



Fubowicz 2005), OO-correspondence (Benua 1995; Kager 1995; McCarthy
1996), Lexical Constraint Domains (Itd & Mester 1995a-b), Two-level
Well-formedness (Orgun 1995; Archangeli & Suzuki 1997; Cho 2001),
Multi-stratal Evaluation (Itd & Mester 1999), Lexical Accent (Hammond
1999), and Sympathy Theory (McCarthy 1999, 2002), have been
proposed. According to Kager (1999), McCarthy (2007), Seo & Jo (2006,
2008a-d), and Jo & Seo (2009a-b), however, there are also many
problems in them. In this study to resolve the problems in SPE and
constraint—based theories, I try to resolve opacity by employing the new
account of OT-CC. Based on OT-CC, this study investigates and
analyzes opacity, supporting the superiority of OT-CC.

According to McCarthy (2007: 3-4), OT-CC is a synthesis of OT
with derivations: OT-CC includes not only a surface form but also a
series of intermediate forms, each of which is minimally different from
the form that immediately precedes it. And Like OT, OT-CC is a
constraint—based theory, in which ranked constraints evaluate a set of
candidate outputs. The main difference from OT is in the nature of the
candidates. Candidates in OT are individual forms. OT-CC, however,
records the history of faithfulness violation in forming a valid candidate
chain. The winning candidate chain is evaluated according to three
well-formedness  conditions:  initial form, gradualness, and local
optimality (harmonic improvement+best violation). Here candidate chain
employs Prec(edence) constraints(A, B)(Prec(A, B)) in order to record
the history of {faithfulness violation. Prec(A, B) requires that every

B-violating Localized Unfaithful Mapping (LUM) proceed and be not

_iv_



followed by A-violating LUM in the reduced LUM Sequence
(rLUMSeq). If the order of faithfulness constraint violation is reversed
or violation of constraint A 1is skipped, the candidate chain under
question gets violation marks.

This study is organized as follows: Chapter 1 provides an
introductory remark about this study. In Chapter 2, I outline the concept
of transparency and opacity while exemplifying individual language’s
data. In Chapter 3, I introduce OT and OT-CC. And after comparing
OT-CC with SPE and OT, I consider the common properties and
variances of the theories. In Chapter 4, I analyze individual language’s
opacity in the frameworks of SPE, OT, Local Conjunction,
OO-correspondence, Lexical Constraint Domains, Two-level
Well-formedness, Multi-stratal Evaluation, Lexical Accent, and
Sympathy Theory. And then I point out the problems of the above
theories. Chapter 5 is the applying part of OT-CC. In this chapter, I try
to resolve individual language’s opacity by utilizing OT-CC. By doing
so, I prove that OT-CC can solve opacity more persuasively than any
other theories. In Chapter 6, after examining English noun stress which
shows opacity in the word-final tense vowels and analyzing the opacity
in the frameworks of SPE and OT, I point out the problems of the
theories. To resolve the problems, I apply the opacity to OT-CC. By
doing so, I show OT-CC’s firm explanation. Chapter 7 summarizes this

study.



A1 AE

o] =ollMe= Vi doje] FRAM dEh= EF 9/ (opacity) &

A k7] ¥k o] E(constraint-based theory)el we} A2 ZFEeo|A] R

EFEAES AWelr] fsko] ARkl &9l a1l F A A o] E(classic
Optimality Theory: OT, Prince & Smolensky 1993, 2004)o| f2 7]xko] &
(rule-based theory)®] F¥ EHAA 7F2-dl sl =2 (derivation)9] 7
ge =t TR AMF A Ao E(Optimality Theory with Candidate
Chains: OT-CC)e] McCarthy(2006a-d, 2007)el <]3] A|et= it 1993
olef WA= HAAHIZ(OT)H 1 dFflol&ES Hlus & ), 5784
< Agsty] e =&Y Jide]l HF A a4dls HT OT-CCo
S 8 9 9l = Aol He

2}
Z7|gko]Eo] EFEPAYY ZAE AS5YE A FA UuvteE AASE




o Zukal 19909 Y] Zwke]l OTO AR E Hd 43 OT-CC o A7

Z o] o]EEL E 9 F7hdA (intermediate leve)E A3 <1AFFA &

A, A4 AFaH srobd wHdel ey BEEge] BAE
gotA A ¢ A7) el
g weid OT-CC:  %2%% B7b 438 Aok7|e] el OT

o A= AR Genol B4 AfF(freedom of analysis)el €8] 4#EH
(input) 2255 =" (output) FH(candidate)E2 F$51A wEo]ATH
a8y OT-CCE SR A (candidate chain)oll Al 7FA] AP =

(well-formedness conditions)?] ¥ ® & (nput form)™ 44 & FX 3l =
718 B (initial form)2} F#A(gradualness), 1232 Z3}3A) 7] 4 (harmonic
improvement)o] gt A ko] Atk EI OT-CCEx= HA 9  uk(best

/é]

of
o,

violation)< 7Fe3skA v o H-2 ZH A (local optimality)S- HFE sk
Aorel gueAE QA WEER OT-CCO FRAHE 0T 2]
Fredg Helth OT-CCe olel’t A Ak fnteME 7153 &Y
g Fd SN vehe EFEAY Al A AR A

A BET. o]& 8 McCarthy(2006a—d, 2007)= OTollA AFEJH A oF

ol

Jz’
nJO

E9 7B E2AAA|9K(basic faithfulness constraint)3@  F-324 =] ok
(markedness constraint)?l] 2 @A) 2Hprecedence constraint: Prec(A, B))2

F71ETE G710lA Prec(A, B)E HPA2AES 341717 98] wEal

2) McCarthy(2008c: 4)oll W=, A ok7|qto] Zo A 7| & F4A |

%24 Al 2F(non-basic faithfulness constraint)@} Tt} & o] A7

[ EolA Inent(voice)E 7] FdAoletar & o, SAX AN TS

{5t YA =4 A FKpositional  faithfulness constraint)?]  Ipent-

Onser(voice)E HI 713 g Alerolelar g B =fol A 5838 Qdgo] glo

A FAAA S VR FAAAS e, YA A A A ek Het
=z

By FAAQD Y82 Beckman(1997) 3 #4749 27 42) 3

2

Joke

7]

=

o4
o

U

o
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A (transparency) @} 59 A9 /dS /Y <ddole] ARE
2 AHRaa @th A3 M= OT9 OT-CCE &g &
o]23 OT 12]al OT-CCel wigt va s Fa, 2t o|2&5] FA A A
ol Fo| | HHRLEE A A4GdAlE EFEAHYN T ot
TFE 7N 2 Aol Eel OT, FIHZATTocal Conjunction,
Smolensky 1993, 1995; Kirchner 1996; Kager 1999; Lubowicz 2005), &-
2 H ]2 (0O0-correspondence, Benua 1995; Kager 1995; McCarthy 1996),
o134 Aok 9 (Lexical Constraint Domains, [td & Mester 1995a-b), 2%
A A8 (Two-level Well-formedness, Orgun 1995; Archangeli &
Suzuki 1997; Cho 2001), &9 %H7HMulti-stratal Evaluation, Itdo &
Mester 1999), o132 <JAHE(Lexical Accent, Hammond 1999) 1¥] a1 7F
£ 01 2(Sympathy Theory, McCarthy 1999, 2002) Solx] #4419 Ea)4&
FuE Zlolth

A5 = OTel &3 A48 (normal application)A] ¢ 78733
I} A # & (underapplication) 3 3t} 4 & (overapplication)A] &] &5 49 7

S8 BAT Fo o] oEoA Mol EARL AREE aA T

@)
—
il
=5
ol
ot
N

& ol2Ee @A TR AT YNOR OT-CCE 2
el Ao Hgste], 7)E o|2ERE W% RAW 2RYAY ¥

As Boh A5E QA dWsl Bolaa . A= Fol gAY

3) OTek OT-CCe} o] wlgel et AlFAQ] u&& A3 =,
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(1) 718 dojel yeppe F

a. Classical Arabic(McCarthy 2007: 9)

beat (m. sg.)!’

&

G . I LS.
/ d rlb/ — Vowel Epenthesis id'rib — ?-epenthesis [Pld I’lb]

b. Palestinian Arabic(McCarthy 2007: 10, 14)

q q.
/ bat n_ha/ — Vowel Epenthesis bat'inha — Progressive Assimilation NA

her stomach’

&

§ 9.9
™ Regressive Assimilation [b at mha]

c. Spanish(Z38rs) - A1 2009b: 63)

Pifieros(2000: 6)”

1.




fulgér ‘glow’ enérme  ‘enormous’
ii. Alderete(1995: 20)
/kuBr—ta/ — Vowel Epenthesis — kUBjQrta — Stress Epenthesis [kUBJérta]

‘lid, cover'

(1a)9] Classical Arabico| A& o] 57} A2+ 0o 2 Al ZHél=

m
o
ol
ol
o
Y

A8 554491 (Vowel Epenthesis)o] dofvbar, & of ol &4+ -8}

= Aok wf-of AE-H S (P-epenthesis)o] doivdtt 1 A3 (la)e &

o
o
fo
ol

Sargo] AE NS Fol(feeding) S G2, RPN 7
o] AYHEE TS HFET)

(1b)2] Palestinian Arabicol A& &4 A&74 =38H7] §13] 845 o]

o]

dojrtar, 7 AYHE E&ol %53 (progressive assimilation)& A A sFe] &
3 & 3}H(regressive assimilation )7} A4 A 84H FHAH S HogET)

(1c)+ Spanish®] H]-& AL (non-verbal) ol Yeh= FAFE 22 Type A
o Fab= Fae] oy’ PAH LR (Ic, i) Spanishol M= o 2o
(ultima)°] “&&4 (heavy syllable)d 73-%-o o] $1 Ao Z3Al(ful.gor)7t &
a1, o) 4 0] 2 4d(light syllable)d 73-%-oll & o2 #|24 (penultimate)

o ZFAl(endér.me)”t & 3FHAct. (1c, i)l A+ Spanishe] HlEALE o] L4

(o]

| Lot -2, [kuBjértal oM<= Al 7He] ASa AHE Fst7] fl8] €&

[

]

¢

F1o] ofgt 2] Reatelo] dojdrt” o] w) oj ek SHo] Lol
=

st

ofd AogAe Tl AVt ERE =, ol Ae AHE =]

5) Spanish® ZAlF&d @3k Bop FAA e W& x5 - A48 R1(2009b:
87-88) =,

6) (1c, 11)9 [kuBjértalol A [j1= Spanishol WEl}E A A o]S(on—glide) o =2
ARSI A shbe] ReR FAE AsolFRESs gt oo #st
Brp A QD WEL 288 - AARI(2009b: 136) FE.
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o 2 A3 (e, )= Eaidde] AANYe Folshs 4%

Kiparsky (1971, 621-622)+= BAE o (29 ol Hednt

(2) EFEA

Arule A— B/C D is opaque to the extent that there are
surface representations of the form.

a. A appears in the environment C D

b. B appears in the environment of other than C D
(3 A—>B/C __ D= ts3 22 21 Fo] vete 1
g st

a. A7} C Do &7 vetd of

b. B7} C ___ D o]ele] &0l vetd o)

(R ERFNN SotHol AeE F Ut BRI et ol

1_4

G A v HhA L H9oal, (2b)F 1 W E FZ7] <4 (structural
description)2 FFHA7]= 7o) obdHol®E E6tal FRrF o] A &=
FehAgof 7ot

Zkzkel A& ofd ()l vt A oo AuE T FAHeE
AR A gk



a. Dakota(Shaw 1985: 175, 184; A= - 8+ 2007: 128)
1. wa-kté T kill" (I-kilD)
ma-ya-kte ’you kill me’ (me-you-kill)
ii. /¢ap/ — Swess Epenthesis CAD > Vowel Epentiesis [CA.pal
* trot’
b. Isthmus Nahuat(Kenstowicz & Kisseberth 1979; Kager 1999:
375; W& 2007 141)
i. /tajol/ [tajo:l]l  ‘shelled corn’
ii. /tami/ [tam] ‘it ends’
iii./fikakili/ —  Approximant Devoicing IVA = apocope  |Jikakil]
‘put it in it’
c. 9oix5 I (McCarthy 2007: 1-2)
i. [beenl 'bang’
ii. /menkajnd/ — e epenthesis NA —> nassimilation |mapkajnd]
‘mankind’
d. ¥o]A= I (Chomsky & Halle 1968: 74, 78)
1. kangar6o machine cheréot police bazaar regime
Tennessée brocade chandelier refugée caréer magazine

brassiere canbe ...

1. /mEBkQI'OHI/ — Main Stress Rule [mzekar()nl] Tensing Rule

[mekorénil  ‘macaroni’



e. $F=o] (X9 - ZFsls 20000 629-630; Seo & Jo 2009 9)

1. sonamu ‘pine tree’
nanari ‘every day’
padinamu ‘willow'
cadol ‘quartz’

ii. pulnori ‘playing with fire'
¢ulnomk’i ‘ropeskipping’
pjolsat™an ‘starcandy’
salsek ‘the color of the skin’

B. 74 &

a. Turkish(Sezer 1981; Kager 1999: 373)
i. /baf-m/ [ba.ftm] ‘my head’

/jel-m/ [je.im] ‘my wind’
ii. /inek-1/ [ine.il ‘his cow’
/ajak-1/ [a.ja.i] ‘his foot’

ii. /inek-m/ — vVowel Epenthesis 1.ne.kim —  velar Deletion
[ineim] ‘my cow’
b. %G (McCarthy 2007: 1-2)
/pleent-d/ — o-epenthesis ple&ntad — t-aeletion [pleenad]  ‘planted’
c. Tunica(Kager 1999: 373, 375; W% 2007: 146)
i. /po-raki/ [p62oki] ‘she looks’
ii. /hipu-?uhki/ [hipfuhki] ‘he dances’
iii. /hipu-?aki/ — vowel Harmony hIDUPOKI — syncope [hIpPokil

‘she dances’



d. g=rol(mFAl 2004; Kim 20060 253-256)

i /tl=kil/ — [HIK] ‘a field path’
/mul-pangul/ — [mulp’anul] ‘a waterdrop’
ii . /pal-tal/ — [paltal] ‘development’
/pal-szy/ — [pals'zp] ‘occurrence’

iii. /til-ta/ — [tildal ‘to hold up’

Jul-ta/ — [uldal ‘to cry’

iv. /yalp-¢i/ — [yaldi] ‘to be thin’

/mlp-ta/ — [nalt'al ‘to be wide'

V. /yap-C/ — Tensfication YAIPET — Cluster Simplification [yalCi]

‘to be thin’

5= o Zolth. o2 ol Al FA|HoZ b AH R ) sl
Dakotacl 4= &R EA & Wakdo] @ole] & e&Fola, RF7%

Al(canonical stress)7} ©@o]e] Y&oAx L EXFOT T HA SHd gy

rir

S4 FAZ S H(syllable iambic foot)o]th. weba] (1 )o]A] whoje] ¢

to
i

I

o A1 oz 7 WA -4 ZAH(stress)7t THE T (Shaw 1935
176, 182).0 H3F o] dofe A= (ii)9] [Capalol A whA[ 2} 2Ho] Ao w
vy e w97l f8 EaAdde]l doldth(Shaw 1985 182). o ¢ &
& 7 7FA AR AeAgo) o8] mE e veErd (i1)9] [Capals WA
Aol Aol ol RgAakgle] dojubA uEhd Aottt uhebA

[Capali= TR FOIAM Tofe] &M e &&Hon F WA Fdol A7)

=R el &2 FAA(main stress)E 9rEt). a2y 5



mol'

FEjofof shAw, 3 WA - AA7E dEns ARAdgo] 3
|H B8 HoFErh

Isthmus Nahuatoll Al (1) of2e] vepd 5o s F453)
(approximant devoicing)”} doivkar, (ii) o ol e F7FA RS-0 of
25 (apocope) o] Aottt o] # 7k F TpA] grA o] S ARG o) vhE
WG9 [Sikakil] e 3L T4 &3973F o % 7)< (structural description)
w5858 B4 A8 F5E BolEh

FolAFR T el A (1)L dole] Ay e vehue= a3 ez, 714

@B Jr/ok A /y/ Abolel BT ol (rising off-glide) /¢/7} A A€
o a2Ed (i)l A+ e-4r¥ (e-epenthesis) ©] 5 9] n-& 3} (n-assimilation)
7F dojuA dArt #a A8E FE HolEth

FoAARO = Gl BAtel vebbes of 2 ARSI} ZFAEEe v
A& HoFE= 2z o|th Chomsky & Halle(1968: 72)¢ F74 Al 31 & (main

o

SHA 71 AR

o,
r
hujfe3

stress rule)dll A [+tensel®] ApE & Zb= WAL o AR o= (1)AHH
FAIZY ool gtk 'Y (i)w (1)A Y of Lo IR Fe] AT
Ay EE A geth ol (iDdA] FA-A g1 o] Fo] o Ao e}
L= WA S ES-(nonlow short vowel)ol] 7174553} tensing rule)”} doju}
A, AAZ) B Agd 49E RAET]

oo Sl gdeld vetve /2/ @ed ddE ARl (1)e

A FEae] 25 /2/0] $3 dYnd F5 /v, u, A, </ QL [-grave] ¢}

o] AAA Eets BoyFAR, (i)e ()3 43 Sl &6t
/e/ o] dojuhx] grolr WM HaHgo] A5 HoEr)”

8) AAEZBR BT AN
e (2008 3-4) =
ek Bk Al

Al 42 Chomsky & Halle(1968 74)¢} A7

=
2 W

Ao thar = Seo & Jo(2009) FH=F
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op
lo

(3B)= 9 &% (counterbleeding) EFEAH 22 13| Frt4

o
~

o=
B8 HAFE o Eolvh. WA Turkisholl A& (1)ollA Sd& o] &
2 2us e woby] g8 Eaarsde] dofdth ek (i)l BE AL
olol Wet= A7 lEL g Eo] Ay UlseH (velar deletion)o] 4o
kool g F ZpA qrA e ezl ols) vebd (i) [ineimle WA

2Ag ol Yoy Fo, ATALBee] AolhA AR} Bk AEE FG

o

FolAmel A= ol plent/ol AAAAE Webdl= ARAE /d/7F F)
2 o, /e /d/ Atelell MA o-4t Sl (e—epenthesis) o] Yofutal HIE /n/ o
vehE /7 g8 t-2 2 (t-deletion) o] DojubA, o-4Fgle] Ik A&
d A$E HojFrh

theroll & Tunica®] ol & ¥R =S SHATh o] Aole A= (1)dlA] ozt
B5o bt #FZol vehvbe /po/el [+roundl®t [+back] ARdo] A ulAt
[Poki]el EAME &= &8 %3} (vowel harmony)7} doldth %3k (ii)ol 4] A&
HH e HYstE FAAES /7t 2EEE ol F 52 (syncope)e] Ao
dr ook Ze bR P A ] gl o8] vEbd (i) e [hiptokils
WA BExsr dojvt Sof] ofFgeete] dojubA], AArt Bt AE&E A
th

rpA e 2 Fhorol o] A3t Adel # oS AV EES s (1)2
ke

i

il

=

£
N

[e]
-+

I~

[tk 1]l M A & 42 2 <] o1
& BojFa, (i) [palt’alldt 22 §Eapo] fAfolol e fr& Hol 4537t

dojde BolEth” (i) [tildall A A E B4

_ﬁ
s
odt,
do,
o,
Ho
rir
Ho
o
4,
2
>

10) Kim(2006: 255)e W=, v (i )AF ghzpo] ol f-5 o
[~coronall(/k, p)&l -5+ 87t oA e85, GDAF -5 F el
[+coronall(/t, s, &N A5+ 87t Lot

_12_



o
=

EAF FAA =

[yald'i]ol A B3

T
R

(iv)

37} dolrbAl e,

2
el 7

% 7

=l
o
&

W (i)
Ao} o] 017

—_
"o

rze]

o
o
o]

od& Kot o

o]
=

27}

o
=

7 of ol A

SH]—

s

T
R

AR ofell M, 2efar (ii)

3

ot Kim(2006: 226)°1

ol E

[e]

KSINR

= =

ofutar 9l

o]
=

(D)3 Ze] A =

FAF ZHNA AR

g ()Y

2

ok 2y (i) o] EAF

!

webA] (iv)ol A EAF =

AFS- e 3 cluster

3}Htensification) 7}

[}
73’6

i A

(v)A =

—

simplification) 7} ¢

)

—;

SRR

ol

‘.__HO
)

—;

o]

DO 70 vhehd o'z o

DA A7} C

— B/ C

I

an attack of a disease

¢

(i) /palpyen/ — [palbyen]

excavation’

¢

/palkul/  — [palgull

(ii) /pal-tal/

development’

¢

— [palt’al]

?

occurrence

¢

/pal-sery — [pals'zp]

_13_



o we B8] A9E HH A ->B/C DA BAC D

sto] A H oz Ay H gk}
Classical Arabice E&4 o] AodldaNdE goshe -2 A4
L(/d'Tib/ = Vowel Epenttesis i Tib = 7 epenttesis [2id'Tib] ‘beat (m. sg)!)E F
HAS HolE3 Palestinian Arabic %3 X24r9lo] 3 E3E A A s}
= 599 A2 HA= q*C’"(/batn ha/ — vowel Epenthesis bat'inha — Progressive
Acsimiltion INA — Regressive Assimilation [t inhal ‘her stomach)® FHA42 1

%t} Spanish 94 ELAGe]l FANYEL Helshs 9 A4

op

g FH8E HolEh

229 A7 (A)lA =

rir

E

Dakotat® ZAI4Fd o]l dojd 5o E5Akgdo]l dojuba dA7y a2 &-(/Cap/
— Stress Epenthesis CAD — Vowel Epenthesis [Ca.pal ‘trot)d EFHAHE Ho] FATh
Isthmus Nahuat %3 3578 537F dofubof HAwE g o] Fx7]% 0]
FEE A FolA AGH A a1, ojdgeete] dojupA JES 53 Ha
28 (/fikakili/ — Approximent Devoicing VA = Apocope [J1kakil] ‘put it in it’ )& H-$-=
EFHAS BAFAT il FofAR T2 e~ Sle] ol o] o n-F317}
dojupa] HAx7F BaHE(/menkajnd/ —  eepenthesis INA = 1-assimilation
[mepkajnd] ‘mankind)® E5FHAHE BAFUAT. JAAET L3 T4
T o] Fol R E37F dojubr AA7F B4 A 8- (/mekeronl/ — Main Stress
Rule MEKITONT — Tensing Rue IM@koronil ‘macaroni’)d EFH AL o] Fch
sharo] & Al g ool vrehv /2/ gEto] 2haA E([pulnori] playing with
firehd BEFHA S HoAFA

229 AR B)oAME EFHAL Hol: Huria g ZH9-5 Ay rgit

Turkish+= E24F¢10] o Fo ApslEaeto] dojupr] A7) o4&



(/inek—11/ — Vowe Epenthesis 1LN€KIM — Veiar Daetion [LNeIM] ‘my cow)d EFHA S
HAFAT. Fo] AR oAM= oAt o] dold Fof t-geto] dojupx] Haprt
TobA S(/plent-d/ — s-epenthesis Dlentod — t-geetion [Plenad] ‘planted)® 4 -¢-=
HoyFAth Tunica B=3F 52317 dojd o ofggeeto] dojipx] Hat
7} b & (hipu-2aki/ — vowel Hamony hIpufoki — syneope [hip?oki] ‘she dances’)
H EFHAS BT F=o] QA BE3F Aol o Agar @edbt
dojrpa] AA7F HehA 8-(/yalp-¢/ — Tensiication YAIDET = Cluster Simpliscation [yald'i]

‘to be thin)¥ ZFH4d& HAFT}

_15_



Al 3 4 A=) E(OT)%
31914 3 A4 o] (0T -CC)

of FelME WA FH7 el 8L A &Alsa, 0T OT-CCE
e noh FAFLR A o]o1A o] o|EES uluste Ed}

AL TL AR IR ARel s AW E RS ST

3.1 AA A&

& 71 uko] Z(rule-based theory)ol A& o]d &¢I 5 o3¢ @A
oM NAER mHPe] #AE Vs gideR etk o] oAM=
HEH T ] o] oA wEojxa, ofdH Az} FAHA FHA,

st7] BHobe A& 4 ohA| 227] 91 & (rewriting rule)d] &

H29k Ak 1Elste] Aol digt Ve ‘A - B/ C

D¢t D —F /B ____ "9 2ol 7 ((ule)dl 93] 7AEH} gWdE =
3] ‘A — B/ C ____ D& CADZF 8 de] a1, o7loa] AS
B® ®ite #4e £3) £¥% CBDE =&dv. =% D — F / B
e A= B/ C __ DA =E"E 94 BDE d¥de
2 Hi3 DE FE b4tE #A S F3) BFE =&%th 2+ ‘A - B/ C
D4 D—F/B___ 9 &2 F FH HE g8 mEHE
#HEFA< AP CBF7F @t olek 22 il oz g0l



T oagee Ad 5ol Uehiol

B, 44 a2 853848 54 AU dAsH] ufiel H3d &
SATE  whEbA 1960 FREFH ddo]r]Ee

P AAZ EH o e 734 SK(structural constraint)g F3] o
Aojetatzo] ofa WA A FomM o3 A4S 3

Astazt s Ae7h dojyth F-x7]% CADS £4& 1 Qdojrt 71+

9l dibA Aleke A E dojAH, 'A — B2 HAd i 7

O

S}(structural change)®] 54X X2 A oA o]

thool& ek 7k floll M EHe] AWl e ol dH e e =
=

u
2
o
o
rir
N
o
32

tA| 227 g A ol A ol digt Aoke TS
]_

1

¥
133 7 l(lexicon optimization)o]th.” OTIIX = B2 2o 93
7t EE SREHE vEo] Ul Ao Gene el N TRFHE
FRbskAl wEel d = e Zlo] olYe, Gwd 71sE Alelste dAE
¢l ¥ & (containment)} T+ FE)e] A& (consistency of exponence)S
FogM FRIYE AT aa o= €Y FrE Hin

(Evau)7b ZHgste] AkeiAlel mE SAGALS FEA Atks M A

1D o135 HAgo] digk 2vf A4 W& Prince & Smolensky(1993:

192) =,
12) 243 7] daAol digh By A9 &L McCarthy &

Prince(1994: 9) #=x,

_17_



L
o
rUL
o
o
f
il
N
Dy
0‘\'
iz
o
=
=
=
&
o
o)
S
&
o,
=
Oy
fou
ro
ol
o
O
&
A
>
o
—
=

5
Agshe AGES FH/ MRS FHAAY NAGL EASka 7)o
EWPS o] Fo] v WHo] oh]y] wRe] WAE fuss 87 Px
% W 2% Bert gk OTe By7a: okl e 2t

(4) OT9] ¥ 7-Z(McCarthy 2008a: 19)

/Invut/ — Geny — {cand;, cands, ...} — Evar — [Ourpurl

(Dl M Gene 01719 FHAde] WY

o o FHPoE e 5ol Qi RE FREL wEe] W

)
iR
1%
odt,
2
2
o
o
0
ghe
i
do,
B
K"

-

I3 Bea® Gool 448 RE FnEg grleel 54 doje £y
et FRES Atk olsh 28 Eyudl 982 s sl mz o
of HEAE wedsl: Aokolth Tdw F A olabel Alofo] g ),
)% A Aol AE Qlojrirk B2 vhebd & gtk o]9 Zo] OT

Hgo] A% Gey, Evadl 83 Ak, Evaol o3

HYdd TR Fo aAE®E A Ut 0T deE Aes »nd

(5) OT9] Y2 (McCarthy & Prince 1993: 1-2)

a. $1RE7Fsd (violability )
Constraints are violable, but violation is minimal.
(A ke At7bsstARE ke FHAvofof gt
b. & &Hranking)

Constraints are ranked on a language-particular basis;, the

_18_



notion of minimal violation (or best-satisfaction) is  defined
in terms of this ranking.
(AFE2 Aoz v=2A a3t drf FHaeukolgh= gL o
sk HANA Fejdrt)
c. 24 (inclusiveness)
The constraint hierarchy evaluates a set of candidate analyses
that are admitted by very general considerations of structural
well-formedness; there are no specific rules or repair strategies
with specific structural descriptions or structural changes or with
connections to specific constraints.

AeFA= 24 HE4 e dibHd el ofs 3§

d. * @ (parallelism)
Best-satisfaction of the constraint hierarchy is computed
over the whole hierarchy and the whole constraint set. There
is no serial derivation.
(kA e ArjmEe QA At AAA A

ol meh AP Al mE2 glth)

Ga)el SMrbsge Aokl e 4 AW Hagor ude F
wol H4 Fre grdne dYlth (b $HE Gat wBHshe

O o1l Aeke] Al Ao el ¥ FHRIF EF skt o]

i

AL d o, nek 4919 AGE FrAt Fuol AW Fuz 37}



(Go)el FHAEe A4 Fnel Aue Aot Ao oE&slor By Ao
2 F7 REUAE Qe gt deelt Mo ()Y ¥a
g gee) H5 FRE W] geAE AR AGgAE 2

o]

Haof & Wyt oluel AA A e HA

ot

ol FAlel el &

OT+= 3ol Az fvkd & fvks FHR7|e|2ds O A4S 2
otz Ak Al g A FAAL] WL 0T dHAdolet & 4= it
(5ol el 0T Y2152 duny Aoke] BHAA HFPEC] <o
ek WA AAoE REHUASES & 7 AUtk olHF WAA A 1
A2 dojoi] HAN = FF (pattern)Eo] AIRAZR] A kg g <
AER2 Tl 98 A s o]& <& 34 (markedness)o] A dE 2

& g Uk TR Adofel vEhbE Weol(variation) otk EA T e

G)ell vehd e
W B v (6-9)9F 2

< a b
Cand; ]
= Cands

@A == A ANATHE Julelm, ot obRY AgE A

_20_



a7 @& FR Candl A bE SIe Fn Candiol W8 HAH Fne
= oouolrh. aelm 1 Aehe ¢ug FH Candiol HH Fnel e
Yol A E e Aoke] $luke] XA oleti: ojulo]T},
2 (72 A= (constraint conflict)e dHsl= Z=Xo|t}. 5F3I+=
T 7h) olgel u), sute] Aokl the Aloke] wla] Feol %
A AAHEE 448 et A4 Tuw JrEy] dads bed A
5ol Aol g gue Hxstaor Ak ol BT Ate
o714 e @ AN5F Ate ¢wE Fw gk oulolt. &4
A Aets Aole] Faw SRe delm AN Aol ohie, Aokse)
Agea s wEoes et 244 (optimality)) Aol weh A4d
. olu) Aok wME Mo EM el EAE AekgEoletu @),
olf) (DA (Ta)es AobdFo] dojupx] i A$-oliL, (Thye A oH4
Zo] glojube Hgolt),

Cand; *
Candy *

>H a b
= Cand: *
Cand: x]

ol cloje] Se@YL MWkt A A ash A b7l veha

W, Ak Aol Fawrh HslA oA bl AepFel dojupA o

_21_



= Aoll, (Ta)ell A ek Lol Aok ast Aok bE U Aol HiAdom 34
gt 2y Ak azk Aok b Bt geel fAE w= (Th)elM ek o]
Adel Aoz npan (Th)el4 TR Candi¥ FH Candei= ZH2F Al ef
bt Ak as Anbel=dl, At a7t At bET FTHFE etk ol
Aol Ak azt Ak bE A¥l(dominance)Frthal skal, (Th)e] A oF<= 9]

‘a >> b2 ekt webx] &3 Candi e Br7istEd QoA Aok a

MEA] A AR} Sm, o] Aloke] fwre WAL Uey] 9

il

rir

== el oo V) FrhE T BERE AdefAeke] fub wjZol o]v]
HA FE7F ARE ez, koA ek bol tiet H7lYHs &Y (shade)

2 EAshel, A b olake] gIwelN B AH Fng Ay A el
ol el A A 9] o).

Ml @& FF FH wESL AL A 0¥ AHE Aol

oH a b
Cand; * ]
= Cand: *

@A T Fu wEh A9 A aF s Aol 5

AAF Ak bel W Jrz HA Fue PRt 9o wxdd Fr

»

Candiel 3 ¥lA H7bGANA, A acl d& S =7} FR Candoh
2%, F oA BARAAE A bE weine s A9
Atk mebd WE FR Candl 4919 Al aZ SwAd BHGE HA
TRz grhac.

PR E o2 (9= utEh Aeke] Figol &L A, fnte] S

il
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oH a, b, n
Cand; * 1%
== Cand *

32 3RAHAA Y (OT-CC)

McCarthy (2006a-d, 2007)+ &4l et

rir
A
—n
ol
o,
o
Bl
2
il
:oé

As7] 98], OTel FH/el|Ee] 78 BPaxe 229 AL =9
# FRANH A A Z(OT-COIE A 9kaa )

olef (10)& OT-CCe EHT-FE e 3loltt

(10) OT-CCH| +H7Z(McCarthy 2007: 63)

full
optimiztion

31elA AHEtso] 0T+ WHEAC od Aeks Atole] HAZ ¢

Envar, i

A% 5E FRYFL nelsh] Ao mEHYS WobEold pErh w

F OTOAE Geol 249 A 913) ojud FRyus wEo]

X
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7] witel SR 7} FEheirh. ey OT-CColX e FHe @A

st Rte V| Setee 2R 7 f3ksih (1009 =il OT-CC
3

>~

| Geve 2 3lF(loop)ste], 3 WA FHo HAIYE FHAI= FEE
AR oled Fgol R WAl AR <f>7F AAH L, ool F

HA A <fp, fixol BAAT. 2 Axols <y, fi L > B2

i

=
s ool (1D 2 A9 ARl WAl et ARz, oY AY

= =
CIEGEEE S

o O-

m[m
r “
QL
i
off
flo
&
B
O,
nf
ofl
roh
Ev)

(11) McCarthy(2007: 62)
A candidate chain associated with an input /in/ in a language
with the constraint hierarchy H is an ordered n-tuple of forms
C = <y, f;, ..., f.> that meets the following conditions:
(He] AFAAE 7 54 Ao AHE /in/3 #dd FRAH
=, e 22 21ES wEATIE " C = <M, f, ., §>9

#M8E n-dgol o)

|

a. Initial form: fo is the faithful parse of /in/ that is most harmonic

according to H.

13) Ag7]A g old OT-CCAl A <73 (convergence)e] THA O o] & o7}
A ZTRAYE Gno = FHeEw Hulths oujolt) oo tdl B} A2l

W82 McCarthy(2008b: 273-275; Seo & Jo 2009: 2) =,
14) (100 - DA T3 45 (full set of candidate chain)< 7F5 3 1 A4

= ondt}t, gela HHA A3 (local optimization)E foi} £12 B nLE}o]
23 BANAE F9lsh= AAE on]si),

_24_



(271G el fo= HE] A Al whet, 7 23tz 94 F /in/9]
AT wj A ol)

b. Gradualness: In every pair of immediately successive forms in C,
<., T, fi, ..> (0<i<n), fis1 has all of fi’s localized unfaithful
mappings relative to /in/, plus one more.

C = <., f fiq, .> 0=i<n)ol YE}E vEE Q1T <

& de] BE AolA, fine ¥ /in/3 #EHE £ 53k
BFAAA} BF s e dale Bgelth)”

c. Local optimalitytharmonic improvement+hbest violation): For every
pair of immediately successive forms in C, <.., fi, fia, ..> (0<i<
n), where F is the basic faithfulness constraint violated by LUM that
distinguishes fiq from fi, fiq 1s more harmonic according to H than
fi and every other form that differs from f; by a different F-violating
LUM.

B A (@S BAND+H A2 nh): C = <, fig, 2>
(O<i<n)el veh= #tz A A5 Fee 2Ze Aol
s, (2, F= find iE 728 5= LUMS $ust 7354
gAleFolthfinel Hel #Alel w2t i3 £ vE SAAA
HFE 9Rbsk= LUMel o7t fix} 7y = ofd et o
Z£3hEth

(11a)2] 71"+

okstar A elofel F

rir

2

Fudae A WA 247t A=DQ fin/o] Fa5
¥

& FZAAKT Tt oF W o QdofelA]

15) 7] =R3td EZF2AAA = LUMIocalized unfaithful mapping)<
Zyzbeo]l T s A A ko] 9uk-S oju] gy,

N
=
nj
%
2L
s
ofje
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‘CompLex—Onser®] A AlA gl A w, 27|Fe= 71
8 & /tabla/o]l W3 [tabla]B e [tablal7} B THMeCarthy 2007: 72).°
(11b)9] AL FHAHY A A Qo] olojx& Qi4Ee] F4
AACkE dAF R RkE AL 995k 2deolth dE EW 7Y
@ol Jpat/el dld S22 FHE W= A A 'No-Copa >> Dep
>> "VCyesV >> Ip(voice) ol ], B}43 T B (valid candidate chain)
= “<bat, ba.do>7}F o} <bat, bate, bade>® vEpITE” Zw A} &

A2 ARHE AL B FRAH <bat, bato, bado>olM, R WA

B

¢l <bat>oll FAHAF Depd] fube] HEFE o <bato>7} =il

8

v
il

Z2 4 A9k ID(voice)E Yulste] TR A HZE 9459 <bade>9
o

© 2719E] <bat>el F e SAGANGI Deedt In(voice)o] #1ike]

il

oz2x AL FHA717] wioltt. vt Al T<bat, ba.de>

16) "Comprex—Onsers ¥4 A o2 olzfe} o] A ojwt}
"Comprex—Onser: [0 CC (Kager, 1999: 97)
AT ASE o)
dZ 549 [tablale Arabic®] ¥ 952 [tablals 9ot} Spanish¢

el s g .
17) 919 A5 McCarthy(2007: 62-63)¢l] whe} o}z o] A ojer}

a. No-Copa
AL NMEFAR Ey
b. Dgp
=93] #4852 dEHd O O$AaE 2
c. "VCvasV
BE& Aol FAREE ekt
d. In(voice)
e [voice] = HEdo] 1 &4 zre=t)
@ (ot FEAdAL)s b9 (e 4 A e
A, = OT-CCollM Bg3hA|

o



(1o)== x=sp@AMNA} Ao ko] Add =57 HHAorh =3}
BANDL FTrAH A HA Q5o olojxe 2aEo]l 87 IAL
MAsts WEdFez volz 21e a7shEd], o u FHAe e FAA
Alke] $juto] Fbd zsEA wdE AL aekE et mEkA v}
el wol Jbat/el dlg &4 @4g waskE A A 'No-Copa >>
Dep >> “VCvasV >> Ip(voice)' @4, B}de FHAHE= <bat, bato,
pado>olt}. of7]e A TR A F WA &

¢l <bat>ell H|3| FAAdA k] Depel 919 &3] FEAAA ] No-Copa

*Z

A <bate> A WA &&

il

A AKX <bate>7} <bat>HT} U ZIHBAANMNE FEA 722 E
Gt FRAMeE oulolrt. Hd HA 9 Rk <bat>e] T4 A F]
o] wtodd wj, [obatl} [bo.at]l 32 [baotl7} o} [batoldd A&
of gt ovelth eivkstd /o/ AAL® QIs S A Depdl 9
23] [a.batlE Onser® No-CopaZ ¥t [bo.at]et [ba.otlE /o/

o,
(

i)
2

iy
o

T

o F2 Qlst FAMA ek Depel $HF2 53] Onsprs HHbsled -2+ %
SAANAE o] FA Kslr] wEol
ekl OT-CCE (Dol vehd A3y 2{1ES THAM o drgdge

it
e

24, FAAAk SueAe Wi Agd g BYAAE Fa B
5o #AE ddans 9 o2 A@s7] 918 McCarthy(2006a—d,

200 OTollA AR&3d  SAAASD  Fx4g Aol sk

18) D4 AFd =dsd dish Zvp A2 2ol tisiA= McCarthy(2007:

62-63), W}23(2007: 150-151) 18]5L Seo & Jo(2008 97-101) #H=.
19) Onsers 1384 AleFo = ofgfeh o] A ejdn,

Onser(Kager 1999: 93)
S5AHe AL o7 AFET)
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Prec(A, B)E 712 =918l Prac(A, B (119 A8 24548 Wy
sh7] Ss RtEAl FAAA kY Wk E whetel dTh o 7]ollA
OT-CCY o224 o] yehhi=d], OT-CCoAM FHAA e ¢uke
fried Aleke] wsE 917 @AlE A olek= AAstel Prec(A, B)JE &

3l A de Agelr] ool

q
Mo

i (12)2 OT-CColA B33 FRAHE 7153517 9% Prec(A, B)
Aot

=
=

e
o,
ot

(12) Prec(A, B)(McCarthy 2006a: 10)
Let A" and B’ stand for forms that add violations of the
faithfulness constraints A and B, respectively.
To any chain of the form <X, B’, Y>, if X does not contain
A’, assign a violation mark, and to any chain of the form

<X, B, Y> if Y contains A’, assign a violation mark

(A'st B 47 3244 Ash BS 9w daste 38E
Btk FH <X, B, Y>o ojm@ e talir e X7h A'E
e pow AMEAE BYH, Fu <X, B, Y>o ojup

Aol AR Tt Vb AR XSS W EAE B

91 (12)9) Prec(A, B)olA A9l ¢luF 9lo] BuhS $uHabw, Prec(A, B)
b @ W ghtEtes ouleln, BE WA e Fol AZ 9ukely,
Prec(A, B)7F 7 W kgl oju]olt)

e (138 (128 83t Pasc(A, B)E B7bet Asbolt,
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(13) Prec(A, B)oll ot H7}

/in/ Prec(A, B)
a. < >
b. <A’>
c. <B'> *
d <B’, A’™> ok
e. <A’, B’>

(13a)x= FEAHNZE A FobA Prec(A, B)7F 5314849 75l
i, (I3 Prec(A, B)YE Aste SAAAIF AvHE $18Esto] Prec(A,
B)E &53Ha, (13e)w SAAAT A BE A#2 91938le] Prec(A, B)
E 790 Yy (13c)e A8 AS fIntelA] &1 4449k B
E Sdbsted Prec(A, B)E 3 W 9ubelar, (13d)+= S24AF BE A
uEgh o] FAAAF AE WS Prec(A, B)E F W SR

McCarthy (2006a—-d, 2007)= ==¢ 7/IdS OTd Z“ydgozs E57
del A dE OTY FAE =5g F Avs 71340 AZolA
OT-CCE  Agrstdrt. 0Te A= 39 FA 4 4(simultaneous
application)ol 4] W] E38lA=dl, OT-CC= 97| == MEes =Udle

B SAE S5y §1% o] ¢ Zlojth olAl= (1Dl vEve

Hg4d £l w9 d (12)9 Prec(A, B)E &8 EFEAAE B 45

it

g A AEd F deS TAASY dE Sd Bolaz FrHAMAE - &

T
2,
=

N
do,

fi
>,
o
i)
i
(1
i,
4
S
=
>
o
—
rir
Ho
=
o,
2

o,
O,
Y
ofN

2 5 gk add 0e (HE BFEYAs FE4e 395 iHe

Al A Gl Slel withd e Helth
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(14 2] EAIA &} =24 A&
a. Tunica (Kager 1999: 373, 375; 2% 2007: 146)
/hipu-?aki/ — vowel Harmony hipu?oki — syncope [hip?okil
‘she dances’
b. Classical Arabic (McCarthy 2007: 9, 14)

/ dﬁrlb/ — Vowel Epenthesis ldﬁrlb — ?-epenthesis [Pldﬁnb] ‘beat (I'Il Sg-)!,

(142)9) [hipokils %8 2F9dow dF Fdge] 9= ©

23} doju Fol ojFL@etel Uolbd AApt HrpEgE F9E
Ve

Feagoel dojy & Qi Pa/Ee BAY $FHnE, 0T/ WEs
39 THE BARG] sk olsht

Heolth (14b)e 248 F Lo AL+ F3517]

How TYHL Hol:

-
N
)
=
I
&
®
=
fu)
o
o,
o

-
N
z
o
m
flo
i
o,
oX
lo,
o
Ho
rir
e,
o,
et

oA, (s e BEEA
o A A%F 5 gloks Aelth ole@ Aol ANl EY 73
3} 0Tl $EA4A ko] A EAFNE SFes] Motk e

FH9 BAHES S OTM FE4 Ak 4§ e F27)

LAV

i
v
il

=< #HE FHIY Thiprokilelwt &gt w2t 25 A
g OTe AlE =537 Helxz, =52 g 0Tl =dsjofdt
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EEyAs F94 EFE daAE AFA g8 Ay 4 Q)
o m& Ade tid =93 #HdE Fid dE dHRREs

st McCarthy(2007: 80-81)& &9 /@S OTe =¢gdo=zxy

OT-CC7t &F%8A4E Bt A5 A AHd & qokar Hkrh o

(15)E 53] Aoz dHREE & Zlo|t]

(15) Lardile] 41 McCarthy(2007: 80-81)
a. Root  Nominative /-Ca/  Locative /-¢/
/til/ rilta rile ‘neck’

/mat/ martta mare ‘hand’

b. OTell 23t &4

/til/ FrBw Aven-R(root, o) Dep
=i . rilta *x
x| *

ii. rila

. il ]|

20) FrBw# Avev-R(root, 0)& f3E74 AlFEZ oo} 2ol AHolAT.
a. FrB(Prince & Smolensky 2004: 50)
TE= 249 ofd gAdAE o] & A gtok st
b. Aue—R(root, 6)(McCarthy 2007: 81)

ofze) mhAT BAgt £l vk B ge] Axeof Sk

A, Lardilld 2wl tenbs e wobd s 9E

(McCarthy 2007: 81).
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c. OT-CC9 TrRax™
<l rilta>
i, <l cilt, rilta>

. <ril, rila, rilta> +/

(15a)% Lardile]l YeEbE  Fdl(augmentation) 9 #HHHE  2pR o] a1,
(15b)= °ol& OTel ofs] +Ag ZAielw, (15c)= (15a)¢] /ril/ol gk
OT-CCe FrAEeltt. LardillXe= (15a)9] A&7 [rilelots e
24 [riltalol Al FrBnvg ©521717] 8], gdd 2= 748 of 2 /ril/el
APt A2 E7] %S (homorganic)d] #HHAL3 oz FAYE HAF
[Cal7} S oi=Th

<o LEE T S4Y LEE Hol dAE agsteE AHEA Sk
Arien-R(root, 0)& $8+8}ar, (15b, i -ii)¥ AYd 4L uF o] Dppd
]_

Zb2y #iuksked, (15b, i)e] #HA FH=Z HU}

e
d
=
[@]]
1S3
N

OT= % =EddAs dAsA &7 del, HHEd Ab5b, i)9]
[tiltalot #dd 324 Abse] ALAE 2A4L 5 ok
oleb= Aoz OT-CC= OTel =&e /idEs =sishr] o,

FrBon® Avicn—R(root, 008 A AE HAHT 5 A& Bw ofg} o]

oft

% Qd L2 nr Fyels A¥d 4 ol OT-CCY e @ of
24 Aol (Do A8y zAEe wdHE Aol (5, i) Frlae]

ok (15c, ii)e] <til, rila, tilta>+ YEHF| SAS 27|HHE FFHAY

21) (15¢, )9 'vV'= OT-CColA A ZH A (optimal candidate chain)S
[Ra=Rsii=4

_32_



= <gi>ol Al AlFFske], <tila> 2 AAME Feof thA] <gilta>®E HARHTE
o714 <ila>v FrBng 5322 3@ AMNAE SFA712, ta
AA <rilta> GAl Apen-Rroot, 0)2 #7322 XA NS S5

EA

H
o
ot

TRAd <l rila, rilta>E S2A4A4 2% Deps e 2 $uk

g, A4 a2ea 3524 HAY ERE S5 E BHEE FERAHE

HrrEh ol e Ele FRAM <, rila, tilta>E F oA AHqA

<tila>7} FrBwg &8k, Al Al A3 <tilta>7} Aven—R(root, o)
5

NALEE Holx (15¢, 1)9 "<, rilta>® %7

2.
=

ot
Ev)
I
v
<

BN
T

MN

ol

2

A A eFel FrBw# ALIGN—R(I'OOt, 0) 578 T3t 2SAANAL =

il

FHEATIE <il>olA AlFste] <gilta>® AAE 7] e, 3%

AL SHFA7NA Fotunz gdehA] &2 Frddolrt. &

flo

A A,

ek

g (15¢, i) T<il, tilt, rilta>E Z7IHEHE EFA7E <gi>oA A
Zhshe] <gilt>E AAFE Fel, Al <gilta>2 HAREO] HARAH L FFHA
1A w T odA A9 <gilt>7F FrBnw® Anon-R(root, 0) EFE 9]iks}
7] el ZspHANAE FHFAINA KISk

(1DE &3 A9 4315 aoshd (15b)9] OT9= =2 OT-CCE=
24 AFE9 AFYAEZ 'FrBw >> Aucv-R(root, 0)' 2 A Asle] &
AN Bt FHEA A9 F vk ofA§ OT-CCe SAA A

AE FrEA Aok w2 9% dAA AHew R e AW
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33 A 7Mool E OT, OT-CC9 H

33014 = 32014 AHRYGH OT-CC o]EL EE=m e Hol= 2
A Aozl AL RATT ool FHy|ule]Zn OT 183 OT-CC
of Et HRE Ed§ o]E o]2Le HAEI oldd T AHHEE

et

o]t}
olgf (16)° A (16a)+= Dakota®] A& o]l (16b)+= Prec(A, B)el™, (16c)+=

Broddola (16d)= OT-CCol &3 49 Axpo|r}”

(16) =784 #4
a. Dakota
1. wa-kté T kill" (I-kill)
ma-ya-kte ‘you kill me’ (me-you-kill)

.. W v s v s 13 b
11. / CaD/ — Stress Epenthesis CAD ~ Vowel Epenthesis [Ca.Da] trot

b. Prec(A, B)”
Prec(Drp—Prom, Drp)

22) AF7|Hko] 25 gt BA4HQ EFHA E44LS A493 ASY FE
23) OT-CCH gt 2449 EFHAH & 5
24) (16h)<] Al kel Dep—Prom™ (16d)
McCarthy(2007: 151, 153)9 twe} o}zfe} o] @94%‘:}
a. Dep—Prom
AANDE Ttk
b. Hean(word)
RE FETAE e SRAS ¥ of s,

71X () QA A kel (b)) §-3EA A oFol ),



S 25)
c. THAH

1. <lap> v. <&ap, ¢apa, (Capa)>
<> <Dgp, Dep~Prom>

ii. <&ap, (¢ap)> vi. <&ap, (¢ap), (Capa)>
<Dgp~Prom> <Dgp~Prom, Drp>

ii. <¢ap, ¢a.pa> vii. “<&ap, (¢apa)>
<Dgp> vii. “<&ap, (¢a.pa)>

iv. <¢ap, ¢a.pa, (Ca.pa)> ix. “<&ap, (¢ap), (¢a.ap)>

<Dgp, Dep—Prom>

d. OT-CCell 9|37+ &4

Heap | No Prec Dep
/&ap/ Dep
(word)| -Copa (Dep—Prom, Dep) | -Prom
1. <Cap>
*| *
< >
ii. <&ap, (¢ap)>
x| *
<Drp—Prom>
. <éap, Ca.pa>
x| * *
<Dgp>
iv. <8ap, ¢a.pa, (¢a.pa)>
* x| % *
<Dgp, Dep—Prom>
v. <¢ap, ¢a.pa, (¢a.pa)>
* x| % *
<Dgp, Dep—Prov>
== vi, <lap, (¢ap), (¢a.pa)>
* *
<Dgp—Prom, Dep>

25) (16c)ell A ()= FRE HEbdY
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A ol e 8 FRAL Rl (16, i)E AT 8ol AL

2 2vs AS weh] g Eaatele] dojd A2, WA AAlelel o

o]

ot Fro] EgAkdo]l dojubx] A G SFEEAS HolErh

(16b)i= (16a, ii)e] =& ] g E Prec(A, B)E (16¢, vi)o] 455
AHE A ATt Prec(Dep—Pron, Dep)ol A1 Dep—Proms FA/d A k22,
(16c, vi)ell Yebt = r A <&ap, (¢ap), (Capa)>2 A WAl A< <cap>el
3273 A °F Hpap(word) & ©5:A17171 9138), o] & $lukste] <(¢ap)>2 A T
t}. Prec(Drp—Prom, Dep)9ll 4] Dep2 B3F 4 Ao 2 (16¢, vi)e =HA
A <éap, (¢ap), (Capa)>ol vebd F WA A (Cap)ol 8 Aok
No—Copa g THEA1717] 93], o] & fIubsle] Al WA A <(¢apa)>E A3+
t}.

ADel vehd H34 2159 B3, (16c)e] FRAHA F1

rO
.2

(16¢, 1 -vi)= Bt@st H A Eo] 1 (16¢, vii-ix )= EFEolA] &2 T H A
Eo|t} (16¢, i)9 <&ap>

oF AR aga o8- HAG(EsaANA-H A o] ARh) RRE SHAA

oft
k)

271 S A171a2, (6¢, ii-vi)T &7

rlo

ok a2y (16¢, vi)d “<éap, (Capa)>9t (16¢, vi)e “<éap, (Capd)>+=

Dep—Promd Deps: &A1l $0kst o 24 Heap(word)2F No-Copa s &A1l T

A AA, ZIBAANA L FZHAT HALY L FEATIA] FEE 2e]al

(16¢, ix) “<¢ap, (&ap), Caap)>+= TR AN A W4 A7} Depd 952
&)

Fal Fool fli FEAQ LATES YSe], 2aRANAG H 29

OT-CCel| 9138 Dakotaol] YEh}= BFHAHL 24 (16d)9~1, (16d, 1)
(164, i) FA7F =R & k7] 7ol Hean(word)E $19-8ka1, (164,

i-ii)e S8o] AHgo® ] wEoll No-CopaE 1WFeFH, (16d, iii-vi)e=



AlE Bg wiEo] D urEth” webd Hz e deue
Prec(Dep~Prom, Dep)@l $1WE of ol o] A AT Prec(A, B)S &7}l A
(16d, i) SHAAE FA5IA] 2ot Prec(Drp—Prom, Drp)©] & %14 -85 21
(16d, ii )= Dep—Prom®H2 $17E8F0] Prec(Dep—Prom, Dep)2 91 HESFA] =
HH HZ H7E = (16d, vi)E Dep-Prov2 WA $HESE -0 Dep2- $14ES}
7] o <Zoll, Prec(Dep—Prom, Dep)& $14HFelA] &&=t (16d, i )+ Drp~PromOl
st 18k §lo] Depe 98351, Prec(Dep—Prom, Dep)-2 3F ¥ $HESHCE (164,
v-v)e Depe WA $WE o] Dgp-Prome W] ol
Prec(Dep—Prov, Dep)& 7+ ®1 91FECE (164, ii)9F (16d, iv-vi)e A9E A
ik elacian

uebA] (16)2 Dakotaoll Al A3 BE4tdel A3 zhgol o) vt
T 3L E5EA e 9ol OT-CCollA Prec(A, B)E =2 =4 (164,
vi)ZF HAEoE VebdE 2 HoErh

A3E-g vigsha A gfH kel 23 OT Z2]ar OT-CCel HluE F3,
Z} o] &9 AR I} Aol el el FefelAl AH B RS skt obg (17
TE7IREe] £33 OT 22ja OT-CCell W3] MegFs oz s Aot

) o Dep~Prome 2H2F

ot

fo

(A7) F&AR 7o) 2 OT 2822 OT-CCY H] L (Moreton 2004; Becker 2006:

1-2; McCarthy 2006b: 2, 14-15; 2007: 4-6, 15-16, 19-24, 60-63)

26) (16d)°l A Prec(Dep—Prom, Dep)< Dep# Dep—Prom Abolell 21tk o]=
OT-CCelIA Prec(A, B)7F 274 Aok Ast S A B Atele] 1AS 783t
= Ak A wel AAE AYdE etk MceCarthy(2007: 98-99)+
Prec(A, B SAAA S B 9uks AAZ YRkt B3 Prac(A, B), T4
dAleE At SAAAF B Alole] $IAIE ofefol o] A gt

Aleke] A B >> Prec(A, B)
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o el J = & rL o

o1
&

T
R

<2 OT9 OT-CC

UTH (A7b)ell AT F

7] wto]

]
|

BA o)
go} 1 A e Zlo] (17009 -

4

OT-CCx= &3taAZN el 2

Aotk (A7d)ol A T

s

©

=93

s

7} A

|
&

}a2 0TS OT-CCE Al ok2

&3

2. A
= 71

]

Z
|

_T_F

7 iko] 2

o}k (17e)ell 41 7+
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$3H=d), OT-CCE OTel Prc(A, B)7h /b ek el tharh, (17104

FH 7ol 2L e} wAH FL 72 (local ol A%, OTel A= 48

el 2hgoh= i Al SAEAAAF 2] AL Prec(A, B)oll #o{dhthaL

G

B 5 olnk Ao (17g)0] 4 Ao ke] £& U s A ZH A,
OT$h OT-CCol A= Ha9luke] dAAste] s e 588
AN AR A} 739 £4H 282 Ba) gAHQ waE 279
9 Aol 2R E, OT-CCE FuAE 5o 404 Aange 378
9. e FEAvmeld At 2EuAd 2wt BdeR e,
OT-CCE EERAE 250A7F a8 750 Ak Qo)A 73 7] 0]
23 470 Har B3 0T-CCE Aot $urbe4d e Q4aa Ao

1]

=

A
=

o
ofr

BPES MR HTHE el A, O FASA R 72 7]
EE

e HolA OTSE tEd & F 3

El

A
]
oT

il

i

r

AR

=

=

CCe ==

v
rok
i)
off

lo

FRYe Brle) on A,

T 4%
KoX

O 5
$4 & 7

ot

at

(o
i

A

i

34 99

A37FeA = OTe OT-CCE /g Fof & 7|vte] &3 OT Lejal

OT-CCe Mg Fall, FAkzla zol4lel #af duuskay 7 435 o
ofshd v
31004 OT9] o] &% m73dL Ayrgtty FH7|u o] ZdME 74
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94

O

=9
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LIEE
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fde=
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=

o) A

©

el

27
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0
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aqr

0

ey

A

el
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o
N

<
0

Hyl

_X_l

o

3|
«

4o Yoz vhepgid, olew

tpA 22757

=

sl

ol & B3 =A

o] lojeta)

o

3%
S

= gt 2y o)) 9

< ofytt. OT
..t = Evar — [Ourpurl’ @ £ FHIT-x

/Invut/ —

- 14
R

T
2=

o]

Gen — {acand;, cands,

ot wrebA OT

A}

o 94ER FAHE Y. OTe

3

2

k. OTol A A

dl, Al

T
R

of wet A4

=

A

94

g

47

=
T
A

slEo e L
slEo =M ER}

EER R

94

T
R

=
=

o A

ok
f

S obgfs 2ok

Ane 2o

32041 A E OT-CCY o]

OTel

f|, McCarthy (2006a—-d, 2007)<

171 #134

S

ol
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WA A e 1m0 FRE TA Gl HEad 3 WA
AAHC= <oy £y By o> O=i<mol o3 e Qge d%
£ A, 1 98 i/ BaE Lo FRsE 2300
FupH e Hae )L 2HAYE TR AR deln A%

| 25E ARy WFow olkith olH @ BEe HPH 2AEI

N o ot

N =2

2 fo o
td

2

7194, A4 a2l =5A HHAESAANL+FH A9 finb)o

H FRANE F3 vEdTh OT-CColA o8 s FRAHE 7 &t

oy

ik
A7 Prec(A, B)olth. OT-CCE AlgtstAl & McCarthy (2006a-d, 2007)
© =&Y JdE OTd =dgo=m, EFEAY &4 dig OTY
As Br 259 A sjdd 5 drbar Bt

33¢14= OT-CCe] ol &4 nj74de TAststy] S, o] ol&s &F
§7d& Holi= Dakota®l Amel #&sjm skt ofe] whe} g 7|uko] &

OT ¥l OT-CCE M| nL-HE STk

OT-CCE Dakotad] teh}e shad g 2¥digel wAz 449 &
AT oF o E 1he] RolE Helshd thet @k WA FH| ol

A= dgdEo]l FdatARE, OTek OT-CColAlE o717} FH-oftte= A
olTh ZEal FH Vel Bl FHF ol

F7F vFsta, OT-CCe &9 %9 7F Agtdrhs Holrh, FtEed
AlA FER 7] 23 OT-CCE ol & 343X, 0T = o|F 34
b @sktt qrEvIRtel 2 O AEAAR RS ARSIl A R, 0T
OT-CCx= 1 FAR Aoke ARSIt S7t 3 7|ute] &2 A8}

FAHe AW, OTE W Holi, OT-CCE AH o BARE EAo] Hex

¢

ol aeli Alekrutel B Wl e BalaH W, 0T OT-CC
A sl aakith. Al ET OT-CCE FuANS B3 A=

WEHg EEo] fARSRY, A B BEuAN SIS ekl
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Far Al ek Al

e
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o]
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-
[

o #ukr)

ok
f

A
A

T
R

®=3 OT-CC

o] M= &gt}

FAIRE, =& A

N OTY At

OTst 5t
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o

o A<=
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g
-

A4 =584 AP

R

o FolM= thg FelA AHBA E OT-CColEa AT 73 7|H

i)
e
oo
2
o
)
2
&
of,
:18
[\l
(o

o] &3} Aol £l OT, #34Y, %
A AGA, e B, AN A AAE e
B BEROl dg BAL PAHoR 29

= aARe Walma @)

4.1 T F7]Qko] &

rir
A
—n
ol
o,
o
Bl
2
il
=
M,
Y
iyl
T,
0

416 4= oJolmake] 7k Ve
2o o3 Ams WEZ AT

oli) (18 ol WAke] Lhehbe olw 714w o5k 7l adaie] Avia
Aol e FEAS HAF, (18hE Fa8E BEYAS noEr)

(18)& JF& 7|8ko] 2¢] Chomsky & Halle(1968)2] ZHA| & a3 & # &3}

e Aol

a. ¥4
kangar6o Tennessée refugée cande
machine regime police magazine
chero6ot bazaar caréer brocade




b. =594

i. Chomsky & Halle(1968: 74, 78)

macaréni  baffalo radio bréceoli albino casino volcano
commando fiasco shillélagh Kiktiyu chianti embargo
attérney Ypsilanty jujitsu ...

. / mZEkQI'OHI/ — Main Stress Rule M&EKII6NI — Tensing Rule [mekoronil

‘macaroni’ [makeroni]

Chomsky & Halle(1968: 72)2] F=73Al7F 2 o] W= [+tense]e] A2 -2
zt= wAake] ofr AR S = (18a)A T FA7E g =ojor i) wat

N EEAe moli (18 FAAFH] ol R gHg Ty

-
o

oyl e} (18b, ii)ol A1 /mekoronl/ — Man Stess Rule Ma&koroni
— Tensing Rule [Me&koronil macaroni” & F7FAGFE o] $of] AR 317}
dojups, dA7F 448 d EFHAY S HoFEH

(18)el A o] ALY ol NAREI} FAEF ] dddAols e
U 259 HAZ § 2357 98], Chomsky & Halle(1968: 74)+ 71
FEFsket FAAGTH S eAel wel delH < FEREME A Eeh
shAl g go] WAkl vEhuE SR A5 daHA AWd o gl

e A BT

42 HAAolE

4201 4+= Bedouin Arabicell Web= %93 -5 dlg OTe] A
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il
P

P e St B (190 Bedouin Arabicd] e E B A g 25
o 7-gelrh
(19) Bedouin Arabic(McCarthy 2006b: 26-27; 2007: 11, 25)

od,
o,

/ ha'kim-i: Il/ ™  Palatalization ha'k'imin ™ Deletion [ha:kJmi : Il]

‘ruling(masculine plural)’

(19)2] Bedouin Arabicol A& AMuE S o x AFNESo] PN
°F Wals S 3 (palatalization) 7} WA Aojdul™ ool A Hloj AL
A (non—final open syllable)e] WElE= #He 1R Lo] gty ojF e
go] dojuith 1 A3} (199 %W [hakminle FAEs7F dold
dol obdol®: Egskal, PUIEEIE dolu: A g EFEAS B
=
Bedouin ArabicelX (19)¢} Zo] #Hp#E§ EFHE4& Hole A&

OTel o8] F7ald, B8 @AY made 2xd F2do] et

il

riol

MN

(200 OTel 9%  /hakim-in/¢ 4 (McCarthy 2006b: 26-27,

McCarthy 2007: 11, 25)”

28) (19 vebd A3 = olAF S (secondary articulation)®] 73 =
53374 (phonological process)®] F7&3stel= FREY. = (19 vehd
AzgozAe FALsE [hakminlel [kI7h [l dgoz A4
Hie Aol Ao rM S FololM A/ /A, /s/ 2E
3 /z/7v 0 A2z ‘can'tlf]l  you', ‘couldlds] you', ‘officlfliall ZL¥]iL
‘confus[zlion A= [f], [d&], [JT 2L [3]12, & F2&A A4 &3]
e &9 AAAZe R vy = A g-olth

29) (20)9] A FE McCarthy(2006a: 11)o wh) ofzfe} o] Ao}

a. ki
ARG E At AN A3 duh

O
—_

162
oo

rir
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/ha’kim-i'n/ iCV ki Max In(back)
=a. halk’min & |
=b. halkmin *

c. halk'imin ! %

d. hakimin ! *

(20c-d)= wlold/&Ee] YehtE e nES uliTed ICVE 747
dkelar, (20d)= AAEARE el AFIlEol TS WA ok
kis Subgth B (20a-b)v gEE 2 i MaxE  §Wsha,
(202)9F (20c)= HHE S [+backle]l &= oA [-backle® YELEA
Iplback]S $14Fg

T3 Q02 AA xEE (20a)7F E=xAe] HAHPEQ Q0 ETH Aok
o)Al 7t Al 374 (harmonic bounding)E th” 18y} ojulgt Aok
A1) Agel AR (20a)] HA BUFES HAFoR HAE F

§l7] Wil BEgge] BAlol 0E OTe #AE & mefErh”

43 FHAH

b. "iCV
ol 4 Yehs #2 1238 T3
c. Max

dEde] FHSLE =9F I gls4aE 2T
d. Ipentlback]: Inlback]
AHEN =43 [back] AR A& oF dhr)

A7A (a-b)e FEAAF)T (- T84 Aol uh,
30) 2ol digk FAA QS W& McCarthy(2002: 23; 2008a: 80-83) Fh==,
3D OTel 9@ %54 2 2Ry 243} o olge] TAMe e ur} ¢

=
AAA AL 514 T
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o| 93 Bedouin Arabicel e = B FHA
=g

S Adsty] gl Aoz AdHE A%(ocally

.
to
2
)
rir
Al
I
i,
%

o
o,
Ho
il
S
1%
o)
f
k1
i
ol

A
u
iy
rl
flo
A
—n
oR
o,

conjoined constraint)< T THGAE ARG TE o7 oA FREA o2 A

T N A el shube] & A F(composite constraint) 2%
2hg-sto], dd o 9(single domain) ol Al H&A| kS G-k 7 Al kol
RE WEE Ao Yulwal) sggE”

ofef 2D H Aok o F-E X EE Aot

(21) =AM SFgAFe] ¢uk(Kager 1999 393)

/Input/ [A & Blo A B
a. Cand;
b. Cand> *
c. Cands *
d. Candy * i *

RAGAAE QLAY F Ae) FAYAG A% Bh A 3
ol A kel HFAE [A & Bloz Agate], ol AW FA4AFEe]
R ANEE Aeow Bl sindn. £ FHAGIAE 2g

Aeks SAdASF Ak BRT 4] A Alel moz2M, OT7) 24

32) o7l g gL dd

o
= =
Bl 22l 8o 55 L%



A%ola, (2bE BAAE FHAe Aol
(22) Bedouin Arabic(McCarthy 2006b: 4, &)
a. / gabr/ > Vowel Raising NA = vowe Epenthesis [gabur] ‘a grave’

b. /t'arad Banam-ih/ — [t'aradig.nimih] ‘he pursued his sheep’

(22a)¢] Bedouin ArabicelA = Hlo|E&dd YEUE AES /a7t
A RS 07 W B85 (Vowel Raising)e] WA dojrpar o]o]A
oAU SIS =] el EeAdel doldth o A (R2a)e] xWE
[gaburl= [galét [burl’} A= A3 SHA, Eaidsoe] dojg &44%
= Bl Eadsol doluA fobd B4 E EFHAEE Ko
e (22p)9] EWE [taradisnimihle [dis]ol A -5 &A4kele] doju}ar
[Balol A Eggeto] dojdr) o] uf [di]$} [nil7} 2B AN A= <

Aotx Rt EEdeol dojvbs AAE TS HolFol (2a)¢k (22b)

d

!
M

1_,

o,

232 229 F2HE EFEEe] A¢E FFAT 98 B}
& 7

asfol o},

(23) ZH-Ade] o8 /gabr/9] ¥4 (McCarthy 2006b: 7)

33) (22b)9] ‘/t'arad wanam-ih/ — [t'aradisnimih]’olA 7143 /-va-/9]
/a/= 22" Aola [-dix-19 [i]= Ad" Aoty =yli [-ni-19 [i]=
7R E /-na-/7t s Aot

34) (23)9] A ks McCarthy(2006b: 4, 2007: 107 <&l ofze} o] g
=g

a. "Comp-Cona
SAUEZ ASTE =t
b. "aCV
Hlol 7)Ao Yehbes ARSE w3t}



/gabr/ | [Ip(ow) & Dgplagio Comp-Copa| 'aCV  Dgp | Ip(low)
=a. gabur * %

b. gibur *] * *

c. gabr |

(234 FHd TR (23b)= Dee Iplow)E EF  94Hkshy]
oo, Qe SAolA olE FAgAEC] A% HAk [Ipllow)
& Deplagoe $HFETE (230)v SEESd vEY AeT wiEel
‘Comp-Copa s WFslal, EFWE FHIA  (Wa)e  HoLAS4
UEhE RS wiEo] oCVE kst =3 (23a-b)w AYE B
o2 DepE 47 fubeta, (23b)w= JEFHY  [+owlrt EH A
[Flow]l® WERIA Dllow]E uteith o dats (23)9] =RE (23a)7)
HA FHE UePdE HoEr

ZEAGe e (24419 Zo] Bedouin Arabicol WERUE AHAMA L
s

Te 0% @bel Ve ZAHE FAe 498 SR A o
9 7he Aol ),

c. In(low)
A 24 [low] AHA2 A& oF sk

A7) M (a-h)E FFAA ), ()= =22 A ot}
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(24) ZH-Agr 9|8 /-radeanamih/2] ¥4~

/-radsanamih/ [In(low) &Dgpladi-o Cor ‘aCV  Dep | In(low)
-Copa
=g, —ra.dis.na.mih * %
==h. -ra.di¥.ni.mih ! * *
¢. —rads.ni.mih *] *

@Ca)ellA FHe FHA (24b)¥ Depd Dllow)E EF f4Hksh7]
wizell, B [Inlow) & Deplagoe $1RFEE (24c)% "Comp-Copa s
Aurelar, BEFWIH TR (24a) oCVE Wt 5% (Ma-b)E
Deps $IWbstal, (24b-c)& DllowlE $RFeHh 1 23 (24)= (24b)9

A wHde HAFder AdPE 5 gl FHAY A diF

== T A

rir

Kager(1999:  400; A17d%l - 283 2008d: 9ol <std o o=
THZAGLE OToAM Ab&ste Aok Haewkadh R Aol Agsh=
B3tA| k] A A #AsE AdAde] EAl(conceptual problem) 7}
AUtk EF SAAAF e oluRt FRAAE HBEAlekl ¥
A%, 71 e AFE9 <7Mincrease of possible constraints)® €13+

%7Fs/d(learnability)9] A2} OTeolA  F7sh= AEA M (strict

domination)2] 92 o] et H] So] EAHoz AHHr;”

35) QA EE /-sa-/oA BET J/a/= HEG A THA Gt

ek AFATR, MaZh Ak AN A s 9lel 5 A,
EFEAE S48 T oE EAF st

|
Yge Aol Ul Beaes wudE 2EuA
=

Lo
o

to ok
M

P

o

v

@

@)

ke
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449 = -3 -39 93] Palestinian Arabico] YEh}= #4248 B
T o, doigalel FAE e eV AR E EEyA

g pysad a

o
o,
Ho

Kager(1999: 386)] ¢labd E-8d&2 €I E 0ol dedAE 27}

= FAE OTo] £UF g0, 0T/} wopEol AQ A9 228

(25) Palestinian Arabic(Kager 1995: 4-5)
a. /fihim/  ‘to understand(verb stem)’
b. /fihim—na/ — Swess Epenthesis fl.him.na— syacope [fhim.nal
‘we understood’
c. /fihim—na/ — Swess Epenthesis fi.him.na— syncope NA [fi.him.nal

‘[fhim.na]  ‘he understood us’

(25b)¢] 71438 /fihim—na/& (25a)e] sAFe] 7kl A Hv| AL /na/7} #

7hd Aoz, /fihim-na/ol A Aol dojd o ulojt A7)

37 FAgoled FA FhEA dei = 49 Fx.
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LA i/l olFege]l dolt Aot e} (25¢)% (25h)¢ WY

A

4748 RoFEd, /fihim/ ‘he understood’®] ool WA Z v AL /na/7}
A7k (2509 714 ¥ /fihim-na/ol& WA ZFAASle]l dolydtt. o] oA
ujoj Al AAEA ] /ifol dojupopd ofF S Eo] dojubx] ol
(25c)= (25b)e] A4S FHAdI= @2l An

g (2602 (50)% Z-Z @) eol oa) AT Axfolt),

(26) Z-Z8u)Ld 28 /fihim-na/2) ¥4 (Kager 1995 8)%

Input: /fihim—na/
Heap-Max(B/O) Nolil Max
Base: [fihim]
=a. [fi.him.nal *
b. [fhim.nal ) w

38) Al-Mohanna(2004: 7-9)°ll w21 Arabic H9 SEF3S Repdes
(moraic trochee)o]il SR FH S WIAHL ©olo QS EZoA &0}, 1y
3 SHE SAF A (syllable weight)o] wel o] o = ddEt}y upA] b,
oj@-S-H o] T4 (superheavy syllable)oll ZAl([da.ast)] T studied’ )7} a3
At ol A2eAe F&A ZAAl([(baa)rakl'He blessed.’ )7t g€l —1e]a
o A2e4o] AL4dd At o]d A324d(antepenultimate) ] 7AL-Ad 7F
([(ka.ta).bul "They wrote.)7} &=t welr (26b-c)+= oE #1284 =
of A &8 Ag-olvh. o Holx Arabic e Al #g AZ Q)
82 Kager(1995: 14)¢} Piggott(1995:  9) FH=,

oo

39) (26)9] AleFE2 Kager(1995: 8)oll whe} ol o} zho] Ao},
a. Heap—-Max(B/O)

o]7]19] &3 YEhtE RE EHLS ¥ o gtas
Zt=
b. Nolil

Alojer BFAAN A e /i/E 58
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(26b)= o171 [fihim]e] &3] vepd /i/7) detso], S-S
H7Fsh= Hpap-Max(B/O)E #1RERITE (26a)<= WOl F4A 7ol A
getE A L i/ wWiel Nolile #ubsbar, (26b)= = Pl ek /i/7)
FE oA et o] FAAA ] MaxE WS 23, (26a)7F H A
2 vEpdoh wEbA (2602 Palestinian Arabicel WERWE #AAE EF

BAe A4E 2-2ANLoR AU & 8L nojwt)

L)

o

(27) ‘broccoli’ & ZFA T
/brakall/ — \ain Stress Rule Drakolr — Tensing Rule [brakali] ‘broceoli’

“[brakali]

(@ (250)¢] [fihimnalol X REo]5 nlojd FAAMEAAN 2 s
2 i/ o7 &, E-FEUSAAN FRAVP duHe A A 29

Yool A SWAT WAL Aol AU (BT 3 AP,
of Wl E H-HAUS

40) oA o7& AAst= wAe BHE E e A
52 Turkish® dE 3 A+ Kager(1999: 386)¢ Bedouin Arabic?d o=
531 = McCarthy(2007: 45) =,

_53_



@De FBATFH olFe] 74P o gr e RSt Uojud
2, A7} BaHEE BEBALS wF
e 292 200 b Baf g 8RR B9E -5 v o

o mxolt),

R4

:oé
M
i
=

(28) Z-Z8 Lo 28 /brakely/e 4%

Input: /brakelt/ Heap WSP
‘NLSV# NH(s) Tro FrBiv
Base: [?] (word) (VV)

a. (brake)lr )

=ih. hrake.(li)

c. bra(kd)li ! * s
d. (brake).li x|

e. (brakd).li x| * s

f. brakelr ] *

41) (28)9] #|¢F&2 McCarthy(2006b: 4ol whe} off <} o] o),
a. 'Non—Low Short Vowel#: "NLSV#(M A7 - 283 2008: 5)
ool HIAYREGE w3tk
b. NonHaep(2): NH(a)(Féry 1999: 16)
THESS SR o] A + gl
c. Trocuee: Tro(Hammond 1999: 262)
AAE SR Ao dEH.
d. Wecar—to-Stress Prvcrerer WSP(VV)(Hammond 1999: 264-265)
NAREon T4 S5dd= AA7E & solof gt
] Aok ZF FERAA G (a)v= 229 Ba)olA AHELol Fo
ANA o dEAd YEhE MATRESS RS "Jrks AMES W A
ofoltt, 13 (b)E FHXES(schwa vowel)o] &H9 d;gdo] & + &
= 878t Aol (o AAVE SR A d7E AS a8t A
Qo] 7 o}

okoluh, mpAvIoE (e 1AREoD FHYE FSAo|

U



(28a)%t (28D)= ool yephd Bl ATEFo ARSI dojubA] &
olx 'NLSV#E $wkslal, (280)%F (We)v= THESA A7 & o
NHG)E $dtgitt. 280+ ZAAE #9¥A %ot Heap(word)E $uks}
A, (28e)e AAI7E SHY LEEC @Y Eo] Tros 9WelH, (28c-e)=
VHRFos 749 a2 AAZE &dHA gobx] WSP(VV)E #RE
o} vix| o g (28¢) H 3} -H (degenerate foot) 2 TAE AHSHe 7
A7t E e o] FrBne $Wgt

2Rl A9 Al AA HAHA EFHIE $H (28d)7F ofd, =X
o HAPS FEIF FH (28b)E HA FEHE FRE HrbskA He 3ol
th o] E-=9ul&el o8 aldstuat & o, @)AE FHEAHoE B
dE SEA o7& AAE 5 floiAl, (2609 Hpap-Max(B/O)$F &2
o) -& A eke] E7Fesltt. wheka (28)2 EFEAe EAld did -9y
S FAE & B

45 o]3 A A ofgd o

4590 A= o3 H A kg oo 2] &) Batticaloa Creole Portuguese®l| WL

s Aol

Hammond(1999: 264-265)= i/l 3kl WSPAIeFE9] o] HAA ] A<k
HAAE . WSP(VV) >> .. WSP(VC) >> ... ‘2 RN VCE FAH F
SARYGE VVE A" FE54dd A4 eR At gddns Fae
9, (28)2 o9 WAk YEE ofd 4R S =
OTel Q&) #4938 w=xolr), B =fdrs Ay A4 FiBw ©]38ke] Al
e L=y
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E Bads BEPHY B35

il
i
olr
ol

Ak
Ito & Mester(1995b: 181-183)0f] ]38} 03] 4 A|fd oL oJFFE o4
w7 W3l s, A F(core) & T SE 993 = (periphery) & 74

S g or TRl 247 M2 BE ASAAS BFFT o131 Ak

j=]
RN

AL 482 Ba Auns B ol N H QA=e] BAA, o} 73 o9l
QNPT HANA YuE HH FRE ek Aol etk o

(29) o3 A AFF el & (Itdo & Mester 1995a: 8)

3 v At
a. 3 A= Ak >> Ak ..
b. FwW 2 Ak, >> Aok ..

Q% FAUARFAN QUPE FHFE (009 FAFS TS
4

(29p) ] ALAE M2 vaA HA

X,
2
olr
o
A
A
oR
Y,
do,
‘11
2
il
)

Se@gl ol F AL AGNAS WA, FuiARGAA Ay
g PAsE Ry Furg pAse RRES WY BEeR XY

o,
®
k)

1) oleld MWelA olfA At e Edd B da) F Al Al
s A4she g2gasle Folg ey @ & Atk GEgRstd o

A= 47 FxE.



(30) Batticaloa Creole Portuguese(Koontz-Garbodean 2000: 4, 6, 11,
17, 19; Seo & Jo 2008: 94)*
a 1A @ FEFol e 479 FHAH BFHE
i A
/konto/ [kdnte]  ‘amount’ HL
/mi:do/ [mi:de]  ‘measure’ HL
Jorytu/ [6:ytul ‘eight’ HL
i. 2594
/diskomts/  [diskdnte]  ‘is’ LHL
/midi:/ [midi] ‘to measure’ HH
/midi:do'rr/  [mididor] ‘surveyor’ HHH
Jowdi'si:du/  [owdisidul  ‘obedient’ LHHL
/koitoiliku/ [kotdlikul] ‘Catholic’ LHLL
b. 7A@ el FEEo] Y= 452 784
/gorgal/ [gdrgoall ‘throat”  LL

/sindorfors/  [sindorfore] ‘Monday’ LLLL

(30)¢] Batticaloa Creole Portugueseol| Al 7FAlE 7] A&l AR Lol gl

© (B0a, i-iDe] Aol 7IAEe] A5 RS Ed¥a, 714 Fl

43) Koontz-Garbodean(2000: 1-2, 7)ol w2, Batticaloa Creole Portuguesei o
AEAet A (peripherality)©] ¥ 7|42 %4 (prominence-based factor)oll A
sk FAEFe] AAE zZH=th ol digh Hrk AIFAQ] W82 Walker(1995) 2
Zoll(1997) Z=. Z1¥]1 Batticaloa Creole Portuguesed|As= AR S7to] 24
= g B o] dojolA FF e AREL (30a DAMAR Tolo A%
A A A SN YERdth e, 0)A F& AR | dEAe 2
ARt S28 ek
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et

cal

e,

2o

o

Zol A 3 A

>

FESo] gl (B0bh)e A-f-elv ol
o 1 A3 (30a, DH (30b) ™ F oA Batticaloa Creole Portuguese<]
ZAEd T At AAAE FHAE Holil, (30, e ZHFLE 1}

B dofe] ol A WA Sdo] opd iAol AAZ) 2] T

(3D) OToll &% #4

= (30a, i) ¥%¥A: /konto/ — [kdnto]  ‘amount’ HL™

44) (31)9 A gFEL of#l Koontz—-Garbodean(2000: 7, 10)el] 9)sf ofzfe} 2+
o] A Hu},
a. Wrlpento1: WIoq
PHEFH 9 o FZA Yehfs SAFAE 939 FA19 FYsEok
b. Wrlpent: WI
D o SAFA= S8y FA9 FLdof sk,
c. ALign—R(6, PWd): Apnen—R
A e - ofFe vEl)ok
d Apen-L(6, PWd): Auen—L
FA e S22 of 7o YERof it

rsi‘

o,

o

gkt



/komnta/ WSP(VV) | Wilo; VV | Auen-L Apen-R| WI

= i . kdnto * *
1. kontd *| * %
ii. kdnto * * *]

b. = (30a, i) 53 A: /diskonte/ — [diskdnte] ‘discount’ LHL

/disko:nta/ || WSP(VV)| WIo, VV  |Auev-L Auen-R| WI
i. diskdnts *] * %
ii. diskonts *] * *%
iii. disko:ntd ] * sk
=3iv. diskonte ok *
== v . diskdnte x| * *
AAE FHAS Bole (Gla)dM (Bla, i) Tl A7 &9

rir

A ok WSP(VV)E flibstal, (la, iii)w ¥ 9] o F&4del 2l
T de] AN FHEE mel YA SAGAGI Wine 4

wsteh (Bla, i-ii)E FSAES XdslY VVE fukslal, (Bla, ii)E

o

FAIZF ©ofe] d&olAM eEHor F WA FHo ddHol Ausv-L&
ukgtel. (3la, 1)3 (Bla, i) ZAI7F @eolo] LB Fow
A 5ol ERE ol Auen-Re A4 $slal, (Bla, ii)= fE ol 3
© Ao 28ddAM AedE AkHoid WIS §idt. 1 23 (Bla)
oM (Bla, i)e] HA FHR=E vephdrh

A8 F38488 Hole (Gladks 2, #4348 BEFY8E nole
(Blb)x= OTell &3 49 SFAE HolErh (Blb, ii-iil)E T8 4

A7F @A golA WSP(VV)E #ivbstal, (31b, i-ii)e 54 Wi
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o 'VVE ¢wketth. (31b, i), (Blb, i) 1¥ 3 Blb, v)E FAE o
o] %o st FolA Auen-L& HRFeFAL, (3lb, i-ii)9k (Blb, v-
v)E GAIE ole @EFo] @9EhA] %obA Auen-RE HREET viA|
GoR Blb, v-v)E AHIF FHE Aol SAEFAY BEA WIE ¢
Ahgieh whEbd (3lh)ell M A wHE

FRe F1 (Gl )7 BEYS A4 Fnz gobdh

s

EFHE $15 (31b, v)7F obd

ol

o1 A AP Aol e (Bl EAHdA & F e 0T FAE =
T3l7] 8, FEde Hels Glag F9uuae] Rz 115351y
AFAAZ WSP(VV) >> Wloy, 'VV >> Apen-L >> Apen-R >>
o} o] AAsla, BEFYAL Hol: B1h)E Fgul/wge FHEE B
o} AFJAZ ‘WSP(VV) >> Wioy, 'VV >> Apen-R >> Apen-L >>
WI'e o] AAghr)

o (32& o3 A Akdgel o3, Blb)el et #4HE EFHY
A% Aot

AL
=

(32) o3 A Akd gl o /diskomnto/] #4]

/diskomta/ WSP(VV) | WIoy = "VV [AuevR|Auen-L| WI

a. diskdnto x| * *

b. diskomnts ] * sk

c. diskontd &l * %

d. diskonte #] % %
w=e. diskdnto x| * *

(32b-c)= WSP(VV)E fIurelar, (32a—c)& "VVE $4ksh, (32a-b)<t

(32d-e) Aucn-RS §wkstod. 1 A3} (32D ¥ld Aucnv-R2S @ $uk

_60_



i

(29)° et
Aven-L Bt} A9

T

b OTe] ¢

©

E
(32)

(o]
2

s

8

“i

A
=

3

=

3

4

bt (32
Aergeio] e

\lﬂ

2], 19

THE
= )
T =

(32e)7} # =
(310) %

i

<)
gl

ks
2
A

2.
=

= 1=
.

94
24 (32)7F #H A

PN
T

Goe,

HolFr)

[e]

=

1)

=4

dd 4 = Glb)et

3

e}

FHE

A kAl wek Anen—R

[¢]

H% o315 Akl OT7}

= O

<

X
sl

o

8 2w

3

e %

A, o5 H Ak

3]

Sl

o

iz

w17} ghe,

=

=

S0} o}

o)
o)

v

A

13

46 27

o]

Aol A,

T

R

5

©

7F

A = e

Asksiel. 18y Kager(1999: 378) of <]

g

0

"

ol

‘;.ﬂo_.o
"
A
B
0
"

ol

b,

©

o}

70
0
"

=
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(two-level well-formedness constraint) 2.2, 9



FAol AgalA gown BEEAe] BAlol te sl4e Amas o &olt)
el 297 A4 e 0T §dst 28 Aole] YeaAE Awes

FANANAY FEAAG] T NSHAE AT Fo2A

@

T 34 AL UF ST AL FH BYFAE DA ol elgn
¥ %k

S8 @eIA (3B A2 (B B3l YD Tunica®) Aol
(33D)% Kager(1999)7} B&2ahsh #ael 25942 4937 943 204
4y A BYF golr, (330 (33l

Aekez e ol

(33) Tunica® A& &} 20kA 2 & A4 A <F
a. Tunica(Kager 1999: 373, 375, Y29 2007: 146)
/hipu-?aki/ — vowel Harmony NIPUPOKI — syncope [hIp?Pokil
‘she dances’
b. Harmony—-IO(Kager 1999: 378)

If input Vi ... Vo then Vi and V’y agree in backness and rounding.

output V'
(FFeF Vi Vorb ddEdel Eaddelar, Vool &8 A
Vool Wgo] Huw vid Vil dAI Ao A
A =] gk}

C. /hiDU(Vl)—P(l(V2)k1/ — Vowel Harmony hiDuP:)ki — Syncope [hiDPQ(V,2)k1]

‘she dances’

(33a)9 4] %3 [hiptokils WA e z3l7} 2ol

u
i
2
9,
ol
o
iu}
B
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dojupA, Az A 88 EFEAEE BoEr. (33b)e 2dA] A F Al
A JEd s 9 Rxste ey 2uA A AEAGeE, 0T F4
AAFA R S5 Akl dHdEH} FHFEE FA Agstar UaE
HolEr ol& gk (3300 FE ol /Viw/e /a(Vy)/olar, 1= &9
/Viw/e 29 E Y [V200017F 9889 /NViw)/e 4483 el A
g o, E 0] [V200182& BoFErh
olef (34)= (28) oA AMEEH Y RS S835d 29/ HEgA s ¥4
gk Aot
(34) 22tAl A& ol o3t /brakelr/o] #4]
Hgap
/brakaly/ ‘NLSV# NH(s) Tro TW(?) FrBmy
(word)
a. (brake)lr *]
=h. brake.(li)
c. bra(kd)li ! s
=d. (brake)li
e. (brakd)li *) 5
f. brakelr x| *

© 29tAl A @A A eFEA o] 7hs sttt Cho(2001: 435-436)0l ol st <

45) 294 A 294l AgAdAeke] A oigk o]y FAHL
Kager(1999: 386)¢} Seo & Jo(2007h: 47) Soll 9al = A& 5 2iv}.
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o gAbo] YENE Yerlion/ — [(é1li)on] ‘alien” @] Je1-/A =& 71 Ao F&
Lo] 9= AS=, OTY EF #3134 Aok WSP(VV)e gt =& o] 7153

o2 2vA HYAALF WSP(VVIOS A 4 9"

GBhelM = 284 Aol o3 4] A4 saAE e

e
2,
2
1
=
w
E
<
=
2
fu)
ot
-
o,
o,
m{
N
N
ol
_O|L

7] Wi, OTY &4 4%
uﬂ

@Dl vepd 297 AgdAere] dAH ddd SAHE Eeehd,
Kager(1999: 378-381, 386)= ©] o|&9] &AL ofgfet el A A g}

A, 2GA AG oA 29 A AFAHA G TV 2 BRE
E

46) ool ek AFA2) Y-S Cho(2001: 429, 4%, 435-4%) T
WSP(VVIO®= ofefsh 22o] olsiet
TW-WSP(VV)-IO(Cho 2001: 435)
QL) 4ues FUP Uit wEA FAlE dPBed

@) o) Wl 297 YL OTe] = #1A A%E e o 54 &
EA Alekrre] 2EHA AP PA%e) AN Hskel dsh 2 9P
FQne 22EY 5% AFHA 250 @



Ito & Mester(1999: 12-13)l <34, vh59 H7l= Kiparsky(1982)=
3= =9 (stratum)e] 7

P EEE o3 S%Z(Lexical Phonology)ol A Al-&3te
L=9je ootk WA OTS AFHASQ A4 ZE7|shA g

Jo] OT9 RS U
F2hel Gen® Evar®l 715&

_N

R

Ho
ol

Aok e o
oM AHPH FAPe) AAL ARA

RS

TJ
B
ol
]

3|
«

HH

de g
WA AN AS 2

B
ol
i

B2 o] FolX|aL 1=
q& F e AFAAS HAsA gt
olg (35)+ (194 Bedouin Arabic®] 771&3}7}

eergto] doubd, A4V HhAEE BEPYY F

=

oz el Aol

(35) thesl W7k 43
a =9 1: 9lHs, /ha:kim-in/

l
3%, [ha:k'imi:n]

(Max, ki >> "iCV, In(back)

b, 29 20 g=Hd, /ha:k'imin/
l
=93, [ha:kmi:n]  ‘ruling(masculine plural)’

("iCV, "ki >> Max, In(back)

48) T 9l 7= 455 FE AHESD oIH AFFGHE AolE He
o o] H AFFY L FLd AL dE T e AkAE AAFL
24 GAuugds SRS A REY FHEES A E 2ES
Ao EHewn Agsdrh 2y BE9 Hrke B9 e da ¢

=9 "rkel olgk Z2 Edl diEiA=

MY AFHAE AAeg, v
McCarthy (2008c: 15) %



(35a)2] &9 1A% Max, ki >> TiCV, In(back)'e] Ak Al <3
HEFe /hakim-in/ol P37 dojubd, T3 &9
o] AT olo]x (3Bb)o F9 241X TiICV, "ki >> Max, In(back)’
o Ak A &), =9 19 =HPI T 29 4FF2 /hakimin/ol
ofFggetol dojupd, HF ¥4 [hakminle] 4@

ot} (36)2 thES H7tol o3 Bedouin Arabicel WERVRE HhA &

BERY 592 B mxelth

g9l [hakimin]

(36) =9 H7lo) 9% /hakim-in/e ¥4 (McCarthy 2007: 39-40)

a. =9 1
/hakim-in/ Max ki "iCV In(back)
i . halk'min ] «
ii. ha'kmin ]
= i, ha'k'imin * %
iv. halkimiin *| *
b. &% 2
/haik'imin/ iV ki Max In(back)
= i . hak'min *
ii. hakmin * x|
ii. ha'Kimin ]
iv. halkimiin *®] * %

a9 Hrbel gk F9 19 gAY (36a)e] HI7MBAHE ARG
(36a, i-ii)v g85H E& wiLe] MaxE 9ukshar, (36a, iv)v il

B oA Aol PSS A FolA Tkig $1wErh (36a, ii-iv)
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= Hole A vehd &2 xS

o
)
©

i)

2
o
g
o

-~

)

&

<

il

Zo

rUL

_0|L

3L, (36a, )3 (36a, i) PHAH} FHEY At [backle] LAISHA] &
obA Iplbackle #AWEET (36a)2] tha¢] H7bel o7t £4M S99 1&
R R (36a)= Ak ALl H7tel M (36a, iii)& HE4 FHEHZ At
=9 29 @AY (B6b)= T 19 FHA FHQ (36a, ii)e] FH 29
dHEHFo] FHa Y&S BoFEh (36b, di-iv)E ICVE $EkslaL, (36,
)i kis kel (36b, i1 -ii)E MaxE $15FSFaL, (36b, i)} (36h,
(36b)= (36a)2 thE Al ks
Ale] el Qla] (36b, 1) #HA FHE A
g9 kel olefd AWl Eyetal, Seddel vEve 25
WA S dlAd s B R I EAR o] Evdth(Kager 1999 385).
AA, b5 Frlel= 9ol A SyAH 718 FojohA o2
2 arF7IRbe] 23 Aol gltki Aotk =4, dubFow Fejol uwhet

AREAQD Aol & Hol= ARAZE L7 &l QM= TSk @7

ot

iv) Dlbackls $ukstty &4 28 Wy

kd

Wel (369 T T Ak AT FAR AojolA AaA Lrhi Aol
o A, 290] weh Al AolE mol Aokel A wio] WA
=l

Fe F7r2 Q8 s A7) giFatke golrh”

48 °o|3 % QAE

48 A= o134 AAE 3] o] Yate] Aol YelvE A%
Tl A2 RAgHESE T
GG ALe] [bassinét] ‘bassinet’olv} [vonilo] ‘vanilla’ &3 #Zo] A7

& BEHAL Hole delde ZAME Ad9sty] ¢, Hammond(1999:

49) U‘r%% kel A g Bk ARl WE&2  McCarthy(2007:



268-270)% olsh e AAEC] F| Y] AT oHH NAEE djot
o ANBH

ole) (37 (28014 ALHRW EXE SEalo] ojyate] Alae
of Vehbe haHE BEYAS o9H AR 245 Astoltt ela
(BT o814 elEd A e Aekbgeld

3D o157 Qe og BATD o5 M=o Aot

a o194 olaEd] o§ »4
Heap Farrn | WSP
/brékaly/ "NLSV# NH(o) Tro FrBmv
(word) V) | (VV)
i. (brake)ln 2l
ii. bra.ka.(li) *]
iii. bra.(kd).li ] * * *
=iv. (brake)li *
v. (brakd)li x| s * s
vi. braks.lr ] * *

50) FoJEAbE [kaepgortl'kangaroo oAl o S4do] RGO R FAH F&
AAZE et 2e [aréma]‘aroma’b‘r [voré&ndo]'veranda’ 5ol A ©f
deAds AL, ofE A2Sde] Fe4Ad AT o A2 AAVE &
Ttk B3 [omériko] América’ I A H o] TS A-E Alslal o] F A2&do]
AeAYd AHAEe, AR A3FAH FArE 2EHtHChomsky & Halle(1968:
71-72, 74, 78). kA [basmét]bassinet’ o]t} [vovilo]‘vanilla’ 52
of sjFddt Fo] PARY AAEEe] e Bop FAA WES 61 FE
shA o] mAke]  ‘bassinet’ ]t} ‘vanilla’ T 2 <A AAE A
Hskr] 9&l, o3 Ad JHAEE E& Hammond(1999) 7} A|¢kst Aok oz o}
=
Farra(v)(Hammond 1999: 269)

AT} g fai AAF Wi o] Al FU4 Akl

9] 7FA

m

_68_



b. 1314 SaEel AlotE

1. STREsleENT(PatGI' 1995: 21)
If a is stressed, then fla) must be stressed.
i1 . Heap~Marcu(Fr)(Féry 1999: 24)

If a is the prosodic head of a foot and a E B, then B is the
prosodic head of a foot.

iii. NoFrLop~Prom—10(Kikuchi 1999: 5)

If a segment in the input has a line 1 prominence, its output

correspondent must have a line 1 prominence
iv. Farru—(LA)(Revithiadou 1999 27)

A lexical accent in the input has a correspondent in the output.
v. Max-Foor(Al-Ahmadi Al-Harbi 2005: 18)

An underlying foot needs to have a correspondent in the output.
vi. Farrn—ProsopicHean(Lunden 2006: 184)

A lexically marked prosodic head (primary stress) surfaces

faithfully.

ot

|
&

2
-

BNlAM (37a)= FolgAitel Hehbs HanxE 2FHAES °f
ER BA% mxelth (37h)= i Qdole] Aol vehs B

aAretr] flal 7149 Aok FRaze] tE o9 WA A T

o_>L
filo

12

AAFER, o1FH AMEE A AL &) Alekd A pEo|h”

51) (37h)ell Hehd o4 JHAEE AAst= AFad #Fd Bu FAH
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BTN A (3Ta, 1) (37a, vi)i ool vhehd wARR o] )
FR&8l7E dojuix] ol NLSVH#E $wksharl, (37a, i) (37a, v)&
FPRol ZA7 BFH ol NHE)E S, (37a, vide 447} 299
A ggobA Heap(word)E ubslil, (37a, v)& A7 19 &% &4
o) FFHO] Tro SIWETh L# 7APe] EAW A T FAHL
278 Fam(el W8 Bl A, (37a, ii-ii)sh (37a, v-vi)E 923
o = AAZF FHPol fonE of At Audth vhItoR (37
fi-v)E FeAel FAZL YEA ekold WSP(VVIE $1Whehal, (37a,
i)t Hah ool ZA7t @gwo) FiBng $Iukath 3 A (37a)0] 4%
(37a, )7} AH FRE A Wb AR NN} BB W
49 adg BEYAS Z9E H5F A 29T 5 Qe AAE B
Atk el ol3A QAlEe] 9F (a9 APHA (bl AAR ol
o] gol UF ol FAES AHE BaL, o] o|& G4 Fole] PA}
A B4 dole) FARYY 9B 49es dt #AE o

AFH AHMEZ (TS Lol BFPHL Hol: AFES /4o
BANAE BAGORA A4 S QAT Gl WAA EAe A
Fol A9 A0l et ol FWEs EAY FAF RASOR FHY
NEL 1Y AT F YA} oFe] Gk oFH JHE o]Ee

[ £ bstrekt]'abstract’e} 22 WALS} [&bstrekt]abstract’'® &2 EAFe] 7]

&2 AARN2009: 182-184)3 floll A" HAd=A F=x

_70_



Ao 2 4904 = gl &0l 98 Bedouin Arabicol M R ol

a4y

9
F2HgE BEYHS A9 BARES & Aol

T

McCarthy(1999: 4-7)l oot 7§l &2 F-&(sympathy)olet= 7

17

o
o
=
B
2

o] Xy Z7AAE OTd =8k o2 oz wWx EAA LS
oF(selector constraint) .= A A3 Fo o] Ak YHlslR e SHE
HEeTRZ AASY tggoE HgeRe HA wHde] Ffoke £

o RtgH FAeAE Al of Alke SAHGA GG Akl &

(38) OT ¢t #H&ol&el &3k /gabr/9] #4]

a. OTe 23 #4

/ g abr/ *COMPfCOD A *aCV DEP ID(10W)
= i . gabur ] %
=ii. gibur * %
i. gabr *]

b. ZH&-ol &l o7 B4

52) (38b)e] M Cx'E M e Ve AEAAE 9
[e]

wrEhA eheS ERiW @'t T RE8h, i) i 484 Hblow)-
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In(ow) *Comp .
/gabr/ aCV Dep *Ip(low)
-%0 -Coba
= i . gabhur * *
ii. gibur *| * *
iii. ®gabr ! J

(38)2 ‘/gabr/ — vowel Raising INA — Vowel Epenthesis [gabur]| ‘a grave” ol 4]
Bedouin Arabicel] WeEld ZEAGH fHd BadEg BEEYAY H¢E
ZkzF OT 9 ol &l o3 £4% Aot}

OTol o8] A% (BRa)dllA (38, iii)v +2EEY ASToz
Comp-Copas Yutalar, Az g£Hdel (38a, i) HlojE A4 AR
S@E AYRZ aCVE sl (38a, i -ii)v HYE ES22 Deppd

& ol A
[Flow]7} =olA DllowlE $1%kset. 7 23 AA W] ofd 74
FHQ (38a, ii)7F =xAY] HH FHEHE Ve

ol Zel od AR (38b)elM= (B8b, i)e HAH FHE AdEE7]

27k giela, FHE 19 (8, i)E 4489 [owl} %9

ot

Asl, sAgALS *Iplow)E AdeA Aoz XA 7t o]of A deizt
Aeke fRtshA] &L FH (38h, ii)e #AEFEE AT Fol, (38, ii)
£ FHAH FHRAAM ALty f8) AE&FH]l (38b, i) (38b, i) e
#AE 183 A F Inlow)-®0E HA3te, o] A %FE "Comp-Copakh
b AlekeiAl el el Faevh viA o R A kel o) &R 7F
FHE Atole] FRI-FRY A diF usAAE HE A
(38b, ii)7} Ip(low)-®OE ¢ ¥FSHT].

(3Rl M OTel ola] E43 (B8a)el AE =&3t7] Asl, #A-sol&ol
sl £4% (38b)ol M= A ApA eyt S5 A4 aela e A

®0)& HERAT
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4 5o B4l o8 (38h, Dol AH Fuz YEde nelzr
@9)0] VEhd e 2R @ 7gol

T OBFEa, o] ol& oA thsm e W six EA AL BOITHAA

r

o el Aol

9l - 285 2008 14-15).

AR, ol Bl e AgA Ak Agate BYt FgAFe AA
S Hgol WS Aot webd o] o BelA oy FnE sled]
o uE FEFRE APt BPS AYHE dojAYL WSt
FAgAke) w0 WA, G4 2P Fol S Fark= Hold

(McCarthy 2006b: 12). B4, &0l A&zt AokS AF st 77g oA

Ful wobd % glemz Fel gol mS Zatthi Holthlo &
Mester 1997; ©]-873, 2006: 76). AA, 7+&ol&l ] FTIHEAE HAH =
HQ At geFR] A AL FEAG 2F Fol Mg F

Aol Holrt YA, 7Hgo] &2 3ol Z(Correspondence Theory)2-

G-508 AN FH) wFel dgol 8L ke 4

(Kager 1999: 392). thslAl, #-&ol&2 HAibd B3-S WEsta g7 o

o gl EAE o7 st} (Kager 1999 392).

53) A AFE A AAAN et ol e A (38 AE
et S (38b)1A (38b, )% low)E S1ukalA) 97] wEe] (38h, i)

Ael Az Aoz AgE 4 i)
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[€]
Yt /maekoront/ — Man Stress Rue M&EKITONT — Tensing Rue [Mmakoronil
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WAkl vhept
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gl

4.200 A
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ot 9] A kAl FoEA OT7F 2T F v EFEAEY TAE
sl Adstaz shsvh. B HHE AT Ygabr/ — vowel Rasing VA — Vowel
Epenthesis Lgabur] ‘a grave’ol| A ¢} o] RE&AAo] IHAh HEH EHFEYA
([~ga-D9 A%t 298 & 9ok 28y FFAFL Yt'arad sanam-ih/
— [t'aradis.nimih] ‘he pursued his sheep’ol| A9} Zo] R &azo] A4
Aed FEA(-ni-De A Ayd ¢ oglrh BRF ol g R A4S
OTel A Ab&sthe Aok HAaeWEa S H- A9 Abgshe &

AaFA oA BHASHE dAe] A, fRAASE SdA| ok xehE
T 7] wiEel EAskE shFre A Y] A, 1Eal OTolA F7ste 4

o xuje] o] gk fH) So] Al R e

—m
od,
o,
lo,
o,
(o3
fo
of
2
od,
>
lo,
ol
=
et
ofl
£,
i
fuf
i
rir
1)
iy
)
oo
LI
—m
od,
o,
lo,
o,
Ho

%% ,/fihlm_na/ - Stress Epenthesis fihimna_) Syncope NA [fihimna]

i

i
L)
=

‘he understood us'o| 419} o] ol FLEeo] H}4ad g BEFEHPAS Hole 4
= F8([fihim) =

Uehr] mel o] AW d = A 23y -8 Y-S Ybrakely/ —

AdE SAAAE AATE F Ye AP de] 34 A8d EFEAEY BA5E
Ae 4 gk
450 A= o] 3] A kg o] Eof 9] Batticaloa Creole Portuguesel| 1+
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o JMge OTel =d% ol2oz, A Zd dis) F 7o AFAAZ

2t &% 1S9l H7hE Bedouin Arabicel A 7H<53H7F dhrh 484

Ch
—n
ol
o,
o
o
—o
il
ol

19l M= ‘Max, ki >> "iCV, Ip(back)' 9] | kAl =,
29 200415 “iCV, ki >> Max, Io(back)'®) Alobl A2 AA5e2m, BT
qo EAE ARG Te BE Wk ole @ Ayl gele ¥
A BAR mevth A, 039 Bt $906 9E SHH B8
Rolshd] % grke dolth &
& ol AIAV BAT B QoA e YHA @] WRel, 4] e
A AL BAT SAofol A TbsehA ek o]tk vhAue

=
7 %slol W ANAR Aol B nell= AN AT ARSI W], 357}

A, Ak oz F9o] weh w3l Ao

59 BAGE nlts golt

BAET L FAkeE ol Eolth. HIE o3 A JHAEE Fojd v
‘/brakall/ — Main Stress Rule PTAKSIT — Tensing rue [brakalil ‘broccoli”ell A1, 7341 g
Fol Bah A8 EFHAY 45 AEE ¢ vk 12l oA JAE
et AeFEQl Stressloent,  Heap~Marcu(Fr),  NoFrop—Prom—1o,
Farru—(LA), Max-Foor 12|31 Farru—ProsopicHean ¢ o2l 1o A&
olg] A=At et o3 A AAEC] Mg E I o]of djgh Ao gaE ]
AA = B8k o] o] &2 gole] WAkeh FAZE 22 dolge] AT
=, [ & bstrekt]abstract’ 9t £2 WA} [ebstr&kt] ‘abstract’$} 22 & A<
A5 dntglele dle dAE B
4

9o = 780l Z9 98 Bedouin Arabicd] WEUE E 2o 3

)
—
2
H1
e
roh
0,
ru
lo
i
i
ol
2
B [

e AuA Ak AT Fo, o] Aok
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Bedouin Ar abiC94 ‘/ gabr/ ™ Vowel Raising NA — vowe Epenthesis [gabur] ‘a
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L
i

el

i
T

B

A 5 OT¢ OT-CCel ¢

71 9138 dete® OT-CCE E5HA

stch 1 A3 OT-CC7Y 7)€ ol &

Ag

i

<)
gl

o)

| B 1R}

=

k)

o
a

[€)

|
&

ol

o)

-
Th

B

5.1 OTeol ¢

o]

b4

ARE &

b4

shelled corn
it ends
- 79 -

¢
‘o

[tajo:l]
[tam]

b4

put it in it

375)

¢

C. / .r lkakﬂl/ — Approximant Devoicing NA — Apocope [.r 1kakﬂ]

a. /tajol/

(39) Isthmus Nahuat (Kenstowicz & Kisseberth 1979, Kager 1999:
b. /tami/

(3914 Isthmus Nahuatel v}epL}
(39)2] Isthmus Nahuatol 4] (39a)



-
st

i wHebd (39¢) 9]

k)

T

R

FH 9 2]

[e)

37} dojdg HoFaL, (39h)

W3 [[ikakil]

[e]

=

s
(@)
@
WO
Y~ 0
=R
el X
B Ht
X 0
il H Hme
oo % !
o
X olo
1_r0 _—
< S "
® 5 4
© A
%o i
EIN w
- 5 @
) N o
mw i il
- 0
S
ol =0
T wﬁ 70 %0
Wy B >
YR B
™ ooy W o]
3 5
WG W -
o MM o
LS =
e 7 S

%0 o

In(voice)

&2 Kager(1999: 374,

Vorcep—Copa
!

#2)

*

A

e

Max
Ja=

e}

- 80 -

ke
il

. olel o

d(Kager 1999: 377): /[ikakili/¢] #4

/tajoll/e] B4

Frd
Frnar—-C
o Bi}o}

[e)
=

A

Voicep—Cobpa

tajo:l

. tajol
b. Finar-C

a.
377, 383-384) #zx.

/tajoil/

1.

54) (40)¢] Al oF5-L Kager(1999: 377) wh} ofzfel ko] A ojeth,




/Jikakili/ Frvar-C Max “Vorep—Copa|  In(voice)

i. [ikakili ]|

e=ii. fikakil « 4!

=iii. [ikaki]

*
*

OTel o7t &A1 A3l (0ol A48 FEA-HE Hol= (40a)9]
(408, 1)L S8 Lol FA42oZ EFUAM Vocerp—Copa s H4HHsEL, (40a,
i)™ J8dY [+voicel7} &8 oA [-voicelZ2 WEIA In(voice)E ¢
Hhaled, 1 A3 (40a)ol A& (40a, 1i)7F A $RZ Hrbdr

HaAE EFHAE Hole (A0b)ollA (A0b, i) ojite] Egow &
UA Fivan-CE 918Eshar, (40b, ii—iii)2 €2hd 22 wio] Maxs 9
3FaL, (40b, ii)E "Vowrp-CopaZ HuH3ch Z#ld] (40bii )&= A YA
7} %2 Vorep-Copas S8R B2, (A0b)oll A= Aok Ale] 3 7}l A
AA EEFES (40b, i1)7F obd FHF RSl (40b, ii)eo] HA FHE
7he .

A= (A0)ellA OTe A48 F3848E Hole (0a)e] 4d¢e= A38F
T UARE HAaAE BFEAEE Kol (0b)e] Are ABE F Yes

2 moEch ololA OTo] o8 R4 AYAE FH47 Hrpdg BF

9ol Ahg obefel A Aelsl molAeh. obe) (4D Turkishol thehp
AN S TR HoE s BEgyel B Aol

(41) Turkish(Sezer 1981; Kager 1999: 373)
a. /baf-m/ [ba.fim] ‘my head’

/jel-m/ [jielim]  ‘my wind’
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b. /inek-1/ [ine.il ‘his cow’
/ajak-1/ [aja.i] ‘his foot’
C. / inek—m/ — Vowel Epenthesis iLnekim — Velar Deletion [lnelm]

‘my cow’

(41)9] Turkishol A (dla)T 4&&0] AST o2 By AL T3]
Y] ool dojuts A-F-o]a1, (4lb)e E& AloloflA] A7 SE e o]

Ao F5Ago] oa YR (lo)e] ¥

/baf-m/ *Comp-Copa ViV Max Drp
i. bafm |
=ii. ba. im *

55) "VKVE (Kager 1999: 376)el whe} ofefof o] A ojwr},

ViV
2 Abelel veh= k1€ =3

A= FERAAGR EE’: Abolo] thEfLE= 01?7}13 ehs wgked gl Aokl
Kager(1999: 373, 376) %

o
°
2
o H
r
-1 2
__>H_',J
X
rO
5.:
rlo
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b. #hA§ BFWA: finek-m/e] 4]
/inek-m/ “Comp-Copa ‘VkV Max Drp

1. inekm |

il. inekim | &
= iii. l.ne.m & |

=iv. l.nem &

AAE FHAS Bols (A2a)dlM (42a, 1)L FHDE yehd A
S0 Z Comp-Copas $IHFSIAL, (423, i1)E HHE E&oF D2 $uH
sto], (42a)0l A (42a, i1)7F HA FHE Frtd
EEPAE HolE (U2bh)T (42a)9te U8 AWRE HAETH

K4 Abolel vhebd k]2

)= 22

Ao g 25
(42b, i) "Comp-Cobas $1uF8}aL, (42b,
VEVE §libsit. (42b, di-iv)E gEtE AbS il MaxE
glubslth, 1 AT} (42h)ol A

v)7F HA FEHE

i) BELAIOo®  Dip

FHFE <l (42b,

Q] RkshaL,

= A%k

(42h,
iii)e] obd (42,

A Hrroll A A A
H7he o
R F7FA] 5o AFs A3 OT

BolE (40a)% (42a)9]
I (40b)%h shehe g BT

3] B
A%

52 OT-CC ¢t

520 M Sg-@abel vehte
2% OT, #¥4F, %
1

T A 7] ke]
4, teel B7h o15H JAE
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7] 7 Hite®) Prec(A, B)JE =93 OT-CCE EFHAL A 4
&3cto], OT-CC7} 7]€ o2& & EFHAe] A& 2459 A 4

B F g Holth

ol (43a)& (A0b)ell A HAAE BFHAHe Ay OT7 dAE =
HY] Y9 Isthmus Nahuat® Sf=Z3A o)1 (43b)= OT-CCE -4
s7] $13F Prec(A, B)&] A kA olw, (43c)= ol Bhst SR AHolt)

(43) Isthmus Nahuat

R = 56)
a HrHE BFYA

UR /[ikakili/
Devoicing _ — "Voicep—Cona >> Ip
Apocope Jikakil — Fmar—C >> Max
SR [[ikakil] ~ ‘put it in it’

b. Prec(A, B)
Prec(In, Max—10)

c. BB E SR A

<[ikakili, [ikakil>

(43a)= (39c)ell M W oksol 71 A4 /fikakili/el tFH e Fx£7=°] 55
WA Gobd, HAISTFAASEE dofubx] fal ofbgEEe] dojiuba, A
TS A AEEol M Eol [Jikakill® vebd EFEA ] A
= HojErh 43b)= olHd wAAR] mEdH S tgety] f7 A 3A

Prec(A, B)olth” (430)= 329 (1Do)A Ryw A8A 2AE %7

It In(voice) & YERATH

A
57 sedd= Adstr] s Ao oAH Aes FAsE ook e B
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ol

g, "4 aela =54 HGd(ERAN+H A Auh) So] 1k

d g FrAfolth

olef (44)+= OT-CColl 93] (43a)9] Isthmus Nahuatol] Vel 342 &
EEYAEES A% dijolth
(44) OT-CCe 93t /fikakili/®] F4AAE B A 24
Frvar Prrc “Voicep
/likakili/ Max Ip
—C (ID, MAX) _CODA
a. <Jikakili>
!
< >
=h. <[ikakili, [ikakil>
<MAx> k *k %k
(BFgst 1)
c. <[ikakili, fikakil, [ikaki]>
<Max, Ip> * * 1k *
(Fgsk =x)

(4Dl (da)e FdEFe] Egl® EuA Fya-CE  $ukslar,

7V dABEA] ol InE fIRFSITE. whebA] HAH S HO S Prec(A, B)

¢l Prec(In, Max)ol €3] A4 Et} Prec(A, B)E H7lo A (d4a)v FHEA

AE AR otA Preclp, Max)7F 5438 S5, (44b)e Ipel $wt

< Fo| McCarthy(2008a-b) 7} AlQtel 23143 2] (Harmonic Serialism)oll =
viERATL ol disk FA1AQ1 W82 McCarthy(2008b: 273-275)9F gt=rofe] Al
o yeE /e/ g9y #AHE SAES/SA TS 013 4 (coda/onset
asymmetry)2 493 Seo & Jo(2009: 9-11) F#.
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glol Maxs HHFet Prec(Ip, Max)E oF ¥ 9IHFSIARE, (440)v Maxs

WA Yukst o pE Yutslr] wlEo Preellp, Max)E + ¥ $Hbso}

it

Wk (4914 Prec(A, BI7b RASA @iy, mude Hd Fn
WDV (o2 e Zelnz, uns 2 Bans TEYge 59

A9E g oglth 29y D)9 ExE T8 & W 34aHE BEFEEAY A
]_

of 7]& o]l&E2 AE Prec(A, B)E =S 2HA, (44b)7

ko Ho

AuEe nezt,

ol OT-CCol o8] Hridg BHEwUAe) 498 LA ES o
Ak oke) U5)E (2b)lA AHHGE Turkishel HHE$ BEW A
sk OTY A4S s14dst7] s, OT-CCZ #438}7] 3 Prec(A, B)
o) Aokl Aok BEE TR Aol

(45) Turkish
a. JrpAE EFHA
UR /inek-m/

Vowel Epenthesis inekim — "Comp-Copa >> Dep

Velar Deletion ineim  — VKV >> Max
SR [ineim] ‘my cow’
b. Prec(A, B)

Prec(Dep, Max)
c. B}gst SR A

<i.nekm, inekim, ine.im>

)
lo

A (dlo)E YAl 2 dha)e 71AE /inek-m/ol B

2
ot

Neeeto] Adz A4d A3 ¥HEO] [ineimlez® Yepvnz 1S
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=
d Prec(A, B)olaL, (45c)= (1D A4 x£xE0] wdd v©dd Frd

e (46)2 OT-CColl 93 (45a)¢] Turkishol Webt FrhA8 B5373

g wAH Aol

(46) OT-CCell 93+ /inek-m/¢] #Hr}# & EFHA £4

*Comp . Prrc
/inek—m/ VKV | Max Drp
-Coba (Dep, Max)

a. <i.nekm>

*)
< >

==h. <i.nekm, inekim, ineim>

<Dgp, Max> * *

(2FEH TR
c. <inekm, 1.nekim>

<Dgp> x| *

(FHE $H)
d. <tnekm, inem>

<Max>

(dfa)= SALE AL uiEo] "Comp-Copas $9FslaL, (46¢c)+=
Abole]  [k]7} VERUEE VEVE §ubett (46b)9F (46d)= [kI7F EeEbH
o] MaxE #IRbslaL, (46b-c)= E&Fol AA¥ o] Depd $HFSITR whelba
Prec(A, B)Sl Prec(Dep, Max)7} 22 SR M2 AAet=d, (46a)=
FRAANE FE A %ot Prec(Dre, Max)7t &4 A& 5 1L, (46b)3= Dep
S #REE o] Fe] MaxE WSt Pree(Dee, Max)E HRESHA] &=

(46c)= DpptH2 $159+3FYd Prece(Drp, Max) S 9 HFsh<] X2 (46d)+= Dep
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k=)
k)
>
~
@

0
&
v
)
OFO
oE
o,
to,

(A7) 0T OT-CCell #4483 HrpA & EFHAE 4
a. JA88 E5FYA [fikakill ‘put it in it’
i. OTo] 9% ¥4 (Kager 1999 377) = (40b)
< (Fnar-C >> Max, "Vorcen=Copa >> In(voice))
ii. OT-CCell o3t 4] = (44)
= (Fvar-C~ >> Max  >>  Prec(In(voice), Max) >>
“Voicen—Cona, In(voice))
b. #3484 594! [ineim] 'my cow’

. OTel 23k 4 = (42b)

—

=(*Comp-Copa, VKV >> Max >> Dep)
ii. OT-CCel gk B2 = (46)

I§(*COMP~CODA, VEV >> Max >> Prec(Dep,Max) >> Dgp)

OTel AFA (A7a,1) B (47b, i)l & &4 (40b)* (42b)=, 2H
248 EFHAAY AvH e EFEAY A9E A F flee HolE

.28y Prec(A, B)E =993 OT-CCe] Ak Al (47a, i) < (47b, ii)ell

MU/

ok ARl 4h)et d6)2, A4 HaAE BEFEAAT JE S BFEAY

73

=
=

)

43l e s RYErh

Ho



5 =
Hy o] o]F9] FAE B F AT OTE Isthmus Nahuat®] ‘/tajol/ —

[tajol] ‘shelled corn”@ll M HSFA537F A48 FEde Hole 4

Ho
rir

Awet = JAA T Isthmus Nahuat®] ‘/fikakili/ —  approsimant
Devoicing VA — Apocope [J1kakil] ‘put it in it"ol A, HF 4371 a4
4 EFSAS Holv Aee A9 g 3tk ®g 0T+ Turkish®
/baf-m/ — [ba.fim] ‘my head’olx R4yl BEAE& FHAEE Kol

T: 73"?‘% }\éugﬁa} —)l: 9/]\%}] Ell—, Turlehiﬂ ‘/inek_m/ — Vowel Epenthesis

inekim — vear Deetion [Lneiml ‘my cow’ ol X, E4¢de] A g ¥

b2elM= EFEAS] ZAC gt ARl 23 OTE *33- A

[
©

7Rkl 252l FAE SHshy] #1% Hte®, Prec(A, B)E =9

ot

@,
%
Q
@
il
A
i
oR
o,
o
Bl
Y
=2,
)

L3 A1, OT-CC7} 7]E o] &E W
sl EFHAY TAE A5 A AWE £ US5E BAT. OT-CC+
Isthmus Nahuatiﬂ ‘/ .r lkakﬂl/ — Approximant Devoicing NA — Apocope [.r 1kakﬂ]

put it in it"lA HIEFAASEIE HaHSd BEFHAEY A9E
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‘F[NAL—C >> MAX >> PREc(ID(VOiCG), MAx) >> *VOICED_CODA, ID(VOiCG),

o] Ak A o3 Myt =3 OT-CC= Turkish® ‘/inek-m/ —

. . . . I3 124 O
Vowel Epenthesis Lnekim — velar Deletion [l-ne-lm] my Ccow oﬂ /q 2= Hl(ﬂ O] 34’

UAed BEFEgAe 495 “CompCops, VKV >> Max >> Prrc(Dep,

Max) >> Dgp'el Ak Al of &) Hrgstsitt.
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A 6 g Fol WAZA BFPAE] OT-CC 24

0,
o}
=2,
>
rir
(L
2,
of
2,
o,

Apel olgede] vERtbE 1R eT ped

FAEGe] HaHgG BFEAAC HI A 7IRel &3 0T dAE B

©,
5

2
of

gt ol o] =Eol A AkEE OT-CCE ol&l3 448 EF

oR
o,
2
L
=
of

o
0
)
oo
i
o
il
x

X0,
o
o
f
o,
ot
0,

61014 o] Wil ZARA ety FEdd 2%
2 AuE % o] WAl ojRgid Urhb: 1FESH #

gdel HaHg BFWHAAC O R IRll &Y AHS BES

o
%

L od
o,
i fo
o o
x o

ofi
hd
3,

obef (48)2 Fof WAke] AAlAel YEhs TS EFWEACd &

& Aol

(48) dof BAke] A

a. 773 (Chomsky & Halle 1968: 71, 78)

—

. Am¥érica  asparagus cinema metropolis  javelin

asterisk  andlysis arsenal labyrinth  vénsio
ii. aréna hiatus arbma  balalaka  horizon

corbna  Minnestta factétum angina  thrombosis
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fi. syndpsis  veranda placénta consénsus  uténsil
asbéstos  phlogiston appéndix agénda amalgam

iv. refugée machine kangar6o canbée cheréot police bazaar
Tennessée  brocade regime chandelier caréer magazine
brassiere bar6que attaché chimpanzée

b. 2784

i. Chomsky & Halle(1968: 74)
macaréni  volcano bréccoli  albino casino fidsco shillélagh
Kiktiyu chianti comméando embargo attérney jujitsu
Ypsilanty

ii. Giegerich(1992: 183)
gazétte hotél cadét canal duréss catamaran

iii. Chomsky & Halle(1968: 148)
confétti abscissa Mississippi Philippa Kenttcky

iv. Chomsky & Halle(1968: 73)
giraffe cemént burlésque ellipse

]2 Chomsky & Halle(1968: 72)2] =74 A 2 &

WA ol WAke] ARGl N FHAL Weli (4ol e AL o
AR A B G8a)dl A (48a, )€ O|HLAE A9 oL A28 ol
@ Ao Eemora® PAE SH AL, ofR 3L ZA
(Amtrica)’t T ECE U8a, i) A BLES A5 o 28] 71
gEgola F oo Beb PAE SH FLEE, R A2g A BA

(aréna)7} &dEh (48a, i) o L5H& ALfstal o A2FH o] K
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I A AR F Y EeE gAY 52 S5EE, ol A2
Al (sy.nop.sis)7F AT v O ZE (48a, v)T oY &40l [+tensel?]
F 9 retE Y S8ER, TS Ao FAl(refugée)7t FdHL

o ® gojo] MA A A FEE Hole (48a)9k HItHH S Ko
T 48h)e EBFEWA #ek o5 AHHuA k. Chomsky &
Halle(1968: 72)2] F7 Al vF# ol we}, (48b, i) (48a, )l AT  of &
240l [+tensel2 FAE IR EoE of g de ZA(macarond)’t &
i ofof spA Rt ot A2EA e AAl(macaron)7t EE= FAaEE &
TS BojErh (48, i) ol B S AT of e A2EH ey o2 A
35de A7 ddr ool shx|gk, o @5l ZFAl(ga.zétte, mar.zipan) 7t
gy HAhHE BEFEAEE HolFErh (8, i) & olEEE S Alelstal
ot A25Ae] AEHRE o A3FA AATE dd o of sp=d, ol A
2848 AA(confettd)7t TFH = BAhHE EFHYAHS BoErh v Te
B (48, iv)E A ol FHo] AL oD AR2FH ] AT} ook
AlRh ol g Ho] AAl(giraffe)”) @3¥H e HaAE EFHAY S BHAFEH

(48a, w)oll “epd T4 9] 459 (48b, i)el vebd HaAE EFHA
9] 7-%-&, Chomsky & Halle(1968)¢] F& 7|Hlo] &0 & Vel of el (49)
oF Z%Tﬂr.sg)

(49) gol Ak ol d e NHR S} FAES

58) ol&t A6l GO A " ofEgdd vetd F7% SHA= [tenselE
sty A& dgd 7 Aol



UR /refjudsi/
Tensing Rule .
Main Stress Rule re fjuds.i

SR [refju.dsil  ‘refugée’

b. EFH4

UR /mé&karont/

Main Stress Rule ma.ka.rd.nt

Tensing Rule ma.koréni

SR [mekoroni]l ‘macaréni’ “[meakoroni]
(A9a)v VAEE37} FA88d o FAAM7E @9EE BT

(49b)= FHAZE ddd Fol NFRFIIE dolds HAEH (49S

o
&
Ex
)
o
A
i
oR
o,
o
e
oR
ol
N
o
o
@
=
@]
=]
wn
2,
<
&
an
o,
o
=
o]
(@)
x
r
juied
o

59) A= (48h)e #4HE& EFHEAA B3 A5E T AYH
(48b, 1)%& FFA 7Nl E OT gl OT-CCAl ¢& #4¢v};.  Chomsky
& Halle(1968: 74, 147-148, 151-152)e 9JstH, (48b, iii)9 conféttiF+ o &
A3gAo AAMZE s ojop sEA| R of A2g- Aol At EdET. wheha
Chomsky & Halle(1968)+= ol A35-4Ad A7 @5 AS AAs7] 9
3l (48b, iii)9] conféttiFot 22 A oF A2e&do] Z|AYAA oGRS
FEASY Ao FESAR Ha o ARSAHd AAE gy

panorama, candeldbra, pellagra, Alabama, Koala 53 #2& FH ol A2
SAY UEY 222 VAFPS ARG oR W oy|d FRATHLS AL

3t}h, E3] panoramaf e W olA (48a, 1)9 AméricaF et AAEdol A
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6.2 ol WAZA BEPA] OT-CC ¥4

(@)
Do
2
)
rir
of,
2
o4

>~
o
o
2

\a|

‘4

o

X
=
i
o
i
rir
™
o
td
o
I
r )
(1
i,
o
X
et

A ool OT-CCol 93] Bads BEWHS drste] B43] 2
S22HA OT-CC7} Aweo] 9lee Holaa "

o}z (50) 6.12] (48h, 1)ollA] 2w K kel Jojgate] ZFA|dAbol Vel
= BEGAY #d A8E 0T OT-CCE B8y 98 A|okEolr),

(50) Gol WAkl ZhAl A oF
a. ‘Nox—Low Short Vowel#: "NLSV#
oj o] WA GRE &S 3]
b. NonHaen(d): NH(s)

FRee guel Yol 9 5 vk

¢. Hean(word)

o] EUXE H et} Chomsky & Halle(1968)= panordmaf= ©%& #1234
HEld 7143 RS AAdde] dojut Fo o] TS| FF o)A
ol gR L ubACk B3 (483, 1)9 América® 2 799 od A2e
dol &L 7|4 E o]gRGo R HARE ALY 3y

A2&Ado]l A&Holt}, 1Y panordmaf ©olE A2
3L, AméricaF = ol Z A|3&Ad ZAA7F @t web] o A2l v}
By 2o 1A #3#EE Chomsky & Halle(1968)¢] o]
EHAS Hol: (483, 1)9 AméricaFE 7|AHS olgR
WS Hol= (48b, 1) conféttifr$} panoramaf T 7] %
o

=2 1
S DFREoR By Wi, conféttiF o] ofE A2SAAAE A A
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EE &9 e sty 1 & E9tsof gk
d. Trocuee' Tro

AAlE SE 9% dddr
e. WeigaT—to—S1RESS Privepre: WSP(VV)

DARFoR F48 FT5doe A7 s ojof gt
f. FrBiy

SR A ojd A NE o B gl il

GO BF FEA AGER, 4F 2), 26), 4% T AP A
FES WAE 93 A GAB el

(50a)E ol WAA omeAe] vhehti ulA
b AP B E Aol BbE FAW
Foee UBa, (0oE Ewelsl WEA st ZAE 1d A2

et G0d)= FAZE SR 5 €9E Ae avekal, (50e)= X

[e]

=

flo

(1

(R

L

e

gol gnel 3 Lol

FEseR 74" sodd FAYE @ddE Jle 87d v Ees

61) x84 - 447 (2009a: 50)ell M= gole] AAldde Agstr] flal (50f)
9 FrBng Hewitt(1994)¢] F4-& wolEo] ofzeh o] FrBn-X"" o}
FrBn-X"" o2 A 2358t
FrBn- X" (Hewitt 1994: 24)
a. FrBn-X""
For the elements of category X (0, N, u) contained within a
foot assess a violation for each element that exceed 2.
(FRE A A ol B e S48 28 ¢ flvh)
b. FrBn-X""

For the elements of category X (0, N, 1) contained within a
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(49b) 2]

gl WAk vhebd ha g

OTell ¢f3] H7psk A& Hold (51

(B

OTel 9% 4

=

EFHAd 92 ‘macaréni’ &

ciany

54 /mekoront/ — [mako.(r6).nil ‘macaréni”

=

/makaront/

"NLSV#

NH
)]

Heap

(word)

WSP
Tro
(VV)

FrBmy

. ma.ko.ro.(ni)

(FE )

. mz.koa.(rd).ni

(FFHE F)

!

iii.

(m#.ko).ro.nt

!

. ma.ko.ro.(nf)

!

. mzeko.(ro.ni)

vi.

me.(kd.ro).ni

!

Vil.

me.(ko.ré).ni

x| *

Vi,

me.(k3).ro.ni

!

IX.

(ma.k3.).ro.ni

!

. (m#&).caro.ni

Xi.

me.ka.ro.nt

!

Xii.

me.ka.ro.ni

]

foot assess a violation

Tl oge) meh) A Fwlole} dul)

elements. (&HE:=

if the foot contains less than 2 such

FrBIN-XMAXMNG) 33 (2)9] FB-X"™= Sust A 7] o)ite mel = &

Ae FHE + dvks Aol R
gAvoR THE & g
= 9 Bt E AgEE
& A

e RS

A etol .

24 TS AR
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. (09 FB-X"Ne

2wk @ A9 me} EE
A6l M= 25 - A w(2009a) 2
@71 wWitel #Ae)d FrBm
§3lA ek FBIN-X""Ne) ggh e g9 oo} A g
Z& 8 - AR (2009 50, 52, 75-83) FHE.



BrEHAL Hol= G 28 BW (61, ii-iv)ek (61, xi)& NLSV#
S §1Wkskal, NHo)ol 3 H7bel 4= (51, vi)$k (Blb, vii-ix)o] SHE
ol FAE Eobr o] Aeke #utdtt (51, xi-xi)e= Hpan(word)&
fwkstaz, (81, vi)# (51, ix)& TroE WHSIHE ®3F (51, i), (B1, v-x)
agar (51, xi)= WSP(VV)E #Rbstar, (61, iv), (51, vii) 2231 (51, x)
TS Hele GDAAME A 29

25
ol BEWE F1H (Bl ii)7F ofd, FHd FH (51, i)e] mxAe HA

AR e OTel o8 ¥A# GDe BAARRE Fol Watd e
g Bang 294 498 A9g 57 4 dusd Bans B
e wolt Gl tie AoksiAe] WA, HH Fri A4 ww
K wek R (51, ii)7F ofd, FHI Fx (Bl i)E ey o

g Ao e (GRS

ri
o
iu) s
o
2
>
f
¥
o
@
—
Ir
of
2
ol
>
o

of #3t OTY SAE
atef wAE slds] ®aah gl

ot (52)& (BDelA HHu kel o] Wate] ofdFde] vehtes 7
244 BEYAY ARE OT-CC2 43817 9ar =E34, Prac(A,

B)el AkA el FHAME AHE 77 Aol

(52) =& 37, Prec(A, B)ol Ak A], SR AH

=, 62)
a. =&374

62) (52a)9l WEY Dep(pro)$} Dep—Morats oFeli 9} o] Ao Hy
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UR /makaront/
Main Stress Rule mazko.(ré)nt  — Hrap(word) >> Dep(pro)
Tensing Rule maeko.(r6)ni — NLSV# >> Dgp~Mora
SR [me.ko.(r6)ni]l ‘macar6ni’ “[me.ke.ro.nil
b. Prec(A, B)<] A <F$] A
Prec(Der(pro), Dep—Mora)
<makoroni, mz.ko.(r6).n1, me ko.(r6).ni>
c. FHRAH
1. <maksroni>
< >
ii . <makoroni, ma.ko.(1d).nr>
<Dgp(pro)>
iii. <makoronI, maz.ko.(r6).nI, mako.(r6).ni> v/
<Der(pro), Dep~Mora>
iv. “<makeroni, .ma.ko.ro.ni, me.ka.ro.(ni)>
<Drp~Mora, Drp(pro)>
v. “<makoroni, ma.ka.ro.(ni)>

vi. “<makoroni, ma.ko.(r6).ni>

(52a)%= [meko.(ré)nile] =& eyl oz (9h)E Fal Bk

a. Dep~Mora(Shaw 2007: 7)
=93 B JE el ds4s etk
b. Dep(prominence): Dgrp(pro)(McCarthy 2006b: 38)
=239 e 9@ deAas Zteth
(a-b)= TEAAAGerm AHz ZHII} AHP Abole] HEket A

Aol #A8 AFda =8k Alekolnt
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otk (52c)v= FHRAMERE, (B2, i -iil)™ Prec(A, B)E 5ok BT
FHAHEIL, B2, v-vi)E Prec(d, B)E Sitste BlEshA] &2 F
BAEet a2y BEE FRAHNE Jhed skl (B2, i),
OT-CCel Adx=dEd =719, A4 2ga =54 HAd (&3
AN+ A ] fh) ol vigd HA FRAHIH BHYF FRAHE
¢l (B2, i-ii)elA, (B2, 1) FEHAHNE FdstA &7 wol

Prec(A, B)7F 438851, (52¢, i)+ Dep(pro)?he §¥kstr] w&F 9

o
=
g
ja!
=
2
=3
il

Prec(A, B)E 5 8h (52, i) Der(pro)s $1uke
uksty] wiitol, Prec(A, B)E 580 BHYoA &2 FERAHEN
(52¢, v-vi)ellA, (Bde, v)E Dep-MoraS $14E3E o] Dep(pro) s $ukst
7] wjZell, BhgelA e FRAH oIk HF (B2, v-vi)E A

AL 7 Bl vrAEy] wio, OT-CCo AdA z4d4E 71ed

o
Pl
>

(53) OT-CCe 93t /makoroni/ ‘macaroni’®] #4A %L EEo

63) (634 "N, H(w), D-M, Prec(D(p), D-M), W(VV) 231 D(p)= =
2 "NLSV#, Hean(word), Dep~Mora, Prec(Dep(pro), Dep-Mora), WSP(VV), L
23 Dee(pro)S vebdith, 282 B3b-d)oll A 7188 =, <macaroni>% &
6%e] ol wEel AEFstAdh ek, (52¢, v-vi)oll YERY BFEERA 22
A= S et welx OT-CCY FERAMZ ved 5 g7
ol 52¢, v-vi)E (639 =xNA A

-|~
o

T

2
i
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i. "N
ii. NH()| D Prec W 1i. FrBy
/makaroni/
iii. H(w) |-M|(D(p), D-M)}(VV)}ii. D(p)
I\ TRO
a. <mzkoronr> #1(§),
< > *( i )
b. <ma ko.(r6).nr>
*1(1) *( i)
<Dgp(pro)>
=c.<maz.ko.(r6).n1, me.ko.(rd).ni>
<Dep(pro), Dep—Mora> * 3 *(i1)
(BEFHg &1
d. <ma.ko.ro.ni, me.ko.ro.(ni)>
<Dgp~Moga, Dep(pro)> * Lk *(i1)
(53 1)

(530 ol WAty ZAgFe] Vet RaFg BEYAS 498
71 918, Prec(A, B)S} o] Akat wed AAFe] 1A F, D-M >>
Prec(D(p), D-M)'& W(VV)RT} 4¢lo] Fo2X, (5305 S A4
| 0Te A4S 58 9lee nozEn”

(53a-b)= N&, (53a)= H(w)E ZH7F $hwbslal, (53c-d) HYE 2o
mEo] D-M2 fuksith welba] Hz FR
o}s) A4 A} Prec(D(p), D-M)9] H7bolA (53a) FRAMNE A 514

o] 28 Prac(D(p), D-M)e]
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