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Phonologization: A process whereby a phonetic process
becomes phonological (Hyman 1975: 171)

Chen (1970):
V - [+long]/ __ [+voice]

C
ViV,
English .01 Korean 78
French .87 Spanish .86

Russian .82 Norwegian .82



V = [+long]/  [+voice]

C
bat bad
/baat/ /baad/
[baet] [bae:d]

Q: If the final consonant becomes devoiced, will the
vowel length in ‘bad’ return to normal, as the rule is no
longer applicable?

A: No!

Somewhere between the phonemic representation and
the phonetic representation, the vowel length is
phonologized and becomes independent of the
environment.



Hyman (1975: 172-73):

‘Since there is a tendency in English to devoice final
voiced obstruents (such as in the word bad), the vowel-
length discrepency has come to assume a phonological
role, and perhaps ultimately a phonemic role.... It thus
appears that English is in the process of losing its voice
contrast in consonants (note the loss of the /t/-/d/
contrast in most intervocalic positions): the final voice
contrast is being replaced with a length contrast, and the
initial contrast is being replaced with an aspiration
contrast.’




Consonant liaison in Mandarin:
a5 nau wa

RNz ai ya

1R K’'an na

(e ch’ong a

AL K'eh a

1% > 7 > f > [T How are they represented underlyingly?

Do they have a uniform representation, or are they
represented differently?

English
an ekename - a nickname
a napron - an apron



j—*é:jiﬂ (1966: 129):
s TR, SORREYL Ag,”»‘J'FJ‘{JE-ﬁFII@Eﬁ' TEY, E‘fﬁ’lﬁ%’@?{ o
The particle ‘a’ changes its form because of the
influence from the coda of the previous syllable.
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4% =5 1991 <<~_E%1ﬁf Eﬁ?—lﬁiﬁffﬁj) pp. 135-136
26.1 HETREIWIL

BFEROBBZHMNE » HEFFRERS » TEIZEERE
FEEBE  THZAFp ~t ~-kZE TETEVNEFED ~ 1~ g
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thiap* a?— thiap* ba? [#5E] (5F)
hip* a°— hip* ba° [t&a%=] T)



siap* e°— siap* be°® [ ##Y]
~chat® a?— chat® la? [BH]
ut* a’— ut* la° [®%] (B®WT)
tit® e®— tit® le® [EAY
lok® a?— lok® ga? [FEME]
ak* a°— ak* ga’ [ER&| (ET)
lik® e°— lik® ge® [#&AY]
INRBEFARMIE » RR—ROORFE » @¥ TELEESML » B
FERRan I ERRER » FRFIUEHENRERIEREE - fIi0 [#T ] iF
H# cap® im! » BAEE [+—] HUTTKEZR cap® bit* (< cap® it*) o




AEBFA] (R H ) iR ST p. 114

L CRME)  BEERARFEIN -CFEMKEESN » S4HEE -
HEE R SRR SR EFTEAL » T4 ve, me, ne, e, pe, te, ke 4R

= o
/e/-—;l(ve‘ r’uw B~ B~ JuE tiau ve (B)
me | m |  =f~FHA sam me (={H)
ne n Z2E~ sen ne (L 5)
ne n | #~ A~ tun ne ()
pe p T ~E 1ap pe (FET)
te t HF~—{E nit te (B F)

ke, \\k/ ET~AM@E sak ke (FF)



%éf%éi‘i‘é%ﬁ} p. 294

% TIRAFNREBETL » BE RORBREFAR (eul ~ DA
B (e) REIFABR (i) pyBFHIEEEEA
OBy AR
B+ e —EEER] -
% e, (kK'ong ne,, ] CETWY)
Aif en (tsok, hoy e,]) (FIFTHE?)
B5E e, [sia;, van), ne,] (B7XE7?)
B)+e— KT ¢
F € [kK'ong ne,] (F@T)
1 €, [tsok, ho, e,,] (FUFT)

B5: e, [sla;, van, ne,J (FE57T)




O 2 Gl vl BB B 4t
+ess— T .
i e;s [(hoy ves ] (HFHY)
# e [suky ke ] (FA)
7 +e— R EERT -
i €y (hoy vey] (BFTHER)
# e [sukg ke, J (B THER)
Jo+€:— FKFEIK ¢
fif €,y [hoy vey,l (3H-7)
2 e, [suky ke, J (BAT)



Theoretical accounts of liaison consonants

(a)gemmination (b) ambisyllabicity (c) resyllabification
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Wang and Kao 2004

Syllable inversion f“[ éﬁﬁ—%@i

fi ko [khiabe] = L [be khia]

= =" [kima] - 7 [akim]? [ma kim]?

- [[# [tsabe] 2> ? [etsap]? [be tsap]?



Frequencies of responses to —a in Syllable inversion
Experiment

E.g. =~ [kima]

count
[kima] 2> [makim] 45 16.3%
[kima] > [akim] 231 83.7%

Total 276



Frequencies of responses to —e in Syllable inversion
Experiment

E.g. 1 [[# [tsabe]

count
[tsabe] = [betsap] 16 13.9%
[tsabe] = [etsap] 99 86.1%

Total 115



Miao-li Hakka (total tokens 62x36=2232)

Type Onsetless

V 237 31.9%
N 268 36.0%
Adj 266 34.5%

Total 771 34.5%



Mei-nung Hakka (total tokens 22x36=792)

Type Onsetless

V 82 31.1%
N 80 30.3%
Adj 81 30.7%

Total 243 30.7%



Chu-tung Hakka (total tokens 62x24=1488)

Type Onsetless

N 389 52.3%
Adj 437 58.7%
Total 826 55.5%

(Note: the perfect form of verb is not counted for this
variety because the morpheme is [le] rather than [e] as

In the other two varieties.)



Degrees of phonologization

Miao-li > Chu-tung > Minnan
34.5% 55.5% 83.7%/86.1%
Mei-nung

30.7%



