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Faith-10 » *Ident-BR (onset), *Ident—BR (height)» Ident-BR.
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A study of English Overlap From the Perspective of Optimality Theory

Xue Xiaozhuo
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[Abstract] This paper aims to explore the mechanism behind English overlapping words in the framework of optimization theory. English
overlapping words can be divided into two categories: one is completely overlapped, the other is partially overlapped. Partial overlap can be further
subdivided into alternating vowel overlap and alternating consonant overlap. Through the analysis of English overlapping words by correspondence
theory (McCarthy & Prince, 1995), a total of 4 constraints are obtained: Faith-10, * ident-BR (onset), * ident-BR (height), ident-BR. Their rank

arrangement is as follows: Faith-10, *Ident-BR(onset), *Ident-BR(height), edent-BR.
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1 HRER

G NFET AR ME S, EQ Sapir
(1921: 76) Frift, “WHMALESIG Ik PE kK
FIAMRMT 7, Carl Rubino (2005)KH S & LN “H T X
BBV H A — AN T I RNAMESR 7, XM Sapir
(1921: 76) M ESME SOE 80w, MESE 4
7 = N

E—AMELLCR, ESWGE NI SR OS]
BT UZESHRMNE. H 705K, ESIETHHE T
IRZ T, Hoh i B AR 248 Moravesik (1978), 454y
T KER AARIESWESH . Ml T ESWETI
AILATE Hurch (2005) — B 483, ZBReR T 24 Mgt AES
FERIMEMW I, HE )L #iE 5 T,

B ANRE S P 2 —RIE AT B, X O
N—ANBT SIS BT E S RIS, BATRESE 3R
WK R A S8 AN G 5 i B v et irbl, A R%HT
BN G AT I T BE RS ZE o A SCHIM S8 B
SR, A LR E S B REAT ORIV, DUBE Bk 1
LI AT v, I HLE S 249 460 (AN ) HE B S48 7 9 8
BB

2 JCERGRIR

Chomsky & Halle(1968)#The Sound Pattern of English
CLURRIFR SPED (I th b i 45 A2 il & 24 IR Bk . 48 SPE
t, EESWEAFL AN, —FIRASR, AR
FUNZ BH&EH . Wilbur (1973) s fiFH T 2 S A DU FH 2 2R R0

Z B HA) . #4E SPE, FS AN A& RN (8] %% HA),
B2 Wilbur 2RI T RIFARIZERUN S, EA150 e H & &
MM N A E (underapplication) FikgENA
(overapplication) P&, XWIKEES), JLitZ SPE
R, 2 RNBI SRS, LRI SRS, B
ToIEfERE . Wilbur MIRRRITERTIN—BUREIZAT: (identity
constraint), PRI ZER S HII —BOC R

H Goldsmith (1976) & ARt A 3 BUE RFHIE LK,
HEBMGMZ R T RERRNE, 2R TESNZ IR
=R T Ik, LRIRETHRRESURMAT . McCarthy
(1979, 1981) FEAMHT BTl ] 48 A iy i A oh 24 T o 7
P T —FE AL RIIRE, AR A1 2R 11 BOE R
JE AR 53 B R AR R I A0 — o B A CHP B A
Mo Marantz (1982) 374 McCarthy [FJIX—W S, AN ES
HERERAF AT 0 OV B BB RTRIZAL, A T2 b il
NEBE B EHBAGAN CV R b, SRR ST
RS R AL AR . (AR T McCarthy #4 B & 1 B 5
F A, MESEREE T NS —NET
T ANEREREEERNILEREA Y, A SN
HRAS G TCIEM B A, Marantz 3 A7 fE— B FE Sk 78
AR G K S R e S RS P8 BN, Agta il E
T T dR AT IR CVC A ATk U B, TAVE CVC 21 2 1) 1
(RS — AN 32 B IR B — AN TR AN I s 1 e
J&o. Broselow & McCarthy (1983) ¥ & T Marantz fJFEiE,
K EBIAZE PRI AN T, X — AT S IR A
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BAIFRAA, WRZHES WSROV # 445 R in ik
T Tz b, HidTEaEEEH, —HHE,

B G T ESMEIIIUE Steriade (1988), MR T —
T EMES b5 McCarthy (1979, 1981) Ml Marantz (1982) AR5
o WA AN A E B A 40 B S BT AR TR BRI 4
il HAEDEFE T FRKT SRS ES.

3 ERER

AT SR RRE 1 2T McCarthy I Prince
F-1995 FHEH XTI (Correspondence Theory), i%H
WA A B A T o = Ao 2B Y ) T 2 2 A LB e R T K
Ca ) AR PEHIZIAE, @idArid tER I (b ) RSPk 2y
oA, TERKRZRAARZERMEE: (¢ ik - EHI—
BOPEH 29 21, SR A] JH 8 43 R 5 0 4 AR )

RO R N B I8, FEE M A, HREER, RHEE R
PR e U AT ) 2 A5 T s T 3 DU 2 31 % T o B T
AL oy o PR 1) B SE ST NS R, X R Rl 10-
Faithfulness >K3iA; MRl AN H B I 8] 1) — B R N B BR-
Tdentity RAHL. X BIRAT AR U1

(1) HEAHAY

ﬁjj&?ﬁ% .-"r AfRED

+ Stem/
t ItFFaithfulnezz
fitHim: R i

BRE-Identity

=}

4 MRERIHT
4.1 FEE TR 2K
M4k Minkova (2002), JEHEH T2 =Rl I E B R
D el S; 2) MiEcuER; 3D LB ES.
(2) Group 1 (G1):
a. clop—clop, tick—tick, chug—chug, drip—drip,
tap—tap, etc.
Group 2 (G2):
b. airy—fairy, argle—bargle, even—steven, boogie—
woogie, handy—dandy, hanky—panky, etc.
Group 3 (G3):
c. fiddle-faddle, flick-flack, kittle—cattle,
snip—snap, etc.
4. 2 T A A AR SR GBI 2 2 A
HOE, IGLIEHE R, BAIT 2GS RIZ AR SRR R
FIEXRRZE AR AR . B, RATAFA AL Faith-
10 SRR B2 T 3C R L2
(1) Faith=T0: i th ORI A IS 20AR ] o
SRI, WR AT A Fai th-10, FATLAFI ARG TEE ML R .
BEZ, BATARMR I ERSERNER, GARRESMNLIR.
Banii, 213t sairy-airy RFFHFRIISR . XK, Tdent-BR

10

WA T ERMAC, ZHASMRR T ESMR ML, W
TR ES IR AN Kk, AR LU Tdent-BR 2k
BB E S, B2, JATTHEPIMAFEAN Ident-BR:
A G2 A E N, SRR G3 e A A
AT LA A 557 *Tdent-BR (onset) Fl*Ident-BR
(height) WAHILIZA. K, FAIMTEE Ident-BR, K
HEIE T ESIMRINHERHE

(2) *Ident-BR (onset): A fuifia) 3 Hl S Wir 5 —
A E T EH .

(3) *Ident-BR Cheight): ANFVFREMER I H
AT A

(4) Tdent-BR: ] HE AN HL A ZHAN ] o

(5) A ZAELS

Faith-10 » *Ident-BR(onset), * Ident-BR(height) )
Ident-BR

(6) boogie—woogie

FarmE-I0
/boogie+REDY
[E3 =
boog le-yoogie
b.
boogie-boogie

. !

wnogie—boogie

/EEDHmogief Farm-I0

[ES a.
boogie—wonzie

b.
wongle-wongie

. !

woozie—honzie

W ERPR, JoiR 2 boogie M1 4T EE, 52 woogie /E4
TR, FATIHRT DAL B IR 45 S boogie—woogie. [AIFE, WK
i (7D NHEIG3, Iyl ERIR.

5 SWE

AWFPREET 0T B, i THETHESNE . KioE
MM ESIHG S AR, —FEEaES, MMy ES.
ooy 8 o A Te A Rl S IR . G5 TR A
FIA LKA G P ESMS: Faith-10, *Ident-BR
(onset), *Ident—BR(height), Ident—BR. ‘EiAITHIZEZHESN
J% & Faith-10 ) *Ident-BR(onset), *Ident-BR(height) )
Ident-BR.,
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