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(19675, , ; (19505,
, “ ” (tonic promi- ,
nence) ,
» [5] (P179)
[6] (P286)
[71
’ (8] « "
[11[2][3] ;
[4] ( )
(gress) (pitch accent)

117



(Hilliday) ! “ ”

" (Jackendoff)

» [10]

Ceorge has flowers for Mary

:(1) Who has flowers for Mary ? (2) What dose
George have for Mary ? (3) Who dose George have
flowersfor ?

Ceorge , flow
ers , Mary
Ceorge , flowers,
Mary [t (Eady) (Cooper)

[2]

(Ladd)
(broad focus) [*%

(narrow focus)

: (1) What did
Manny break ? (2) What did Manny do ? :Manny
broke the vase , vase
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broke the vase ,

(Nooteboom) (Kruyt)
[13]
(accent percola
tion) , (
) “ " (focus pro-
jection)
[141[15] (Terken)
(5] 10
, mayor of Gouda
) mayor of
Gouda , Gouda
mayor ouda ,
Gouda
(Birch) (difton)
[16] (P36)



[2][16] (P36)

, (Dia) ,

(end-focus principle)
(end~weight principle)
[17][18][2] 2
[19] (P67 —77) (Quirk)
(end-focus principle) ,

[14][15]
(201 (Botinis) ,
[21]
, ()
(Monaghan)
(linear order) (part of speech) (open class) ,
(semantic weight) [22] (P9 —24)
, class) (Hirschberg)
; 68 %
) ,
(Behaghel) (citation sentences)
(Newman) ,
) (expres
sive accents) , (heavy sress) (26]
(nuclear heavy (Styaev)
qress) (intonational unit) (271 (P12) ,
(Halle) , , , ;
(Liberman) (Prince) “
[ XY]s, S , (26]
Y , SV/e) ()
[24]
“ »[24] w ”
“ " ( ) .

[25] (P36 —37)

[10]

(closed

77 %

34
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[2][28][29] ()

, (S=lkirk)
[28][33]
[19] (P67 —77)
, ; 1 ,
[27] / 2. ,
! FOC ,
, FOC ;
[12] , : FOC
: ( ) :
[13][14][15][30]
What did Mary do ?
Ei Mary bought a book about BATS
) ,bats ,
; 2, about
() ; 1,
, ;about bats  book ,
, book ,
: ; bought ,book
Q: What did Mary do yegserday ? , bought ,
A: Sheread a NOVH . , bats
novel ,
, (Q@ussenhoven)
In [A(X)P] or [P(X)A], accent A. , (Schwarzschild)
. — AP ) ,
C [1 ) . ( )
[31] [33]
[32]
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[34]

— (SAAR, s+

tence accent assgnment rules)
[31][35]

1994

[36]

: Where’ s the canary ?
1: The CAT Skilled it.
2: The CAT S GRACERULLY

KILL BD it.
) 1 ,killed
cat’ s; 2 killed ,
killed gracefully
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An Advancement in Studies on the Relationship Between the

Focus and the Accent in Natural Language
WANG Dan, YANG Yufang
(Institution o Psychology, China Academy o Social Sciences, Beijing 100101)

Abstract : In the course of gpeech interaction , the prosodic feature is an efective form to transmit i nformation.
Asone of the leading prosodic features, the accent indicates an ascendence of the phonetic pitch and a lengthening
of the temporal length. Smilarly , the focus shows the semantic gress of the sentence , namely , the key point the
geaker intends to express. As some sudy shows, the accent is closely related to the focus, whose prosodic form
can be realized by the accent. Thus, the accent is digributed according to the following rule: The accent occurs
later ; content words are sressed while function words are ungressed ; the new information is sressed and © isthe
carrier of the focus. Up till now , there are two theories with regard to the projection of the focus: Selkok’ s focus

projecting principle and the accent delivering principle.
Key Words: natural language ; proody ; accent
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