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Haraguchi, Shosuke 1977. The Tone Pattern of Japanese: An Autosegmental Theory of
Tonology. Tokyo: Kaitakusha.
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Hyman, Larry M. (2006) Word-prosodic typology. Phonology 23(2), 225-257.
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2. Obligatoriness, Culminativity
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M OBLIGATORINESS: every lexical word has at least one syllable marked for the highest
degree of metrical prominence

m (D5 ER1DDTAIRU R (OIFEF A)
B CULMINATIVITY: every lexical word has at most one syllable marked for the highest degree
of metrical prominence.
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w[58t1])
Word domainD4FE D H X R ET B, Phrase-level DFFTEIL RS,

“this study is limited to prosodic properties which hold within the word domain vs. properties which make
reference to the phrase or utterance levels” (Hyman 2006: 227).
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“this study is primarily concerned with properties which are present at the lexical level, whether from URs
or introduced by rule” (Hyman 2006: 227)
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Ao INFNTT=H 1 INT L= 1
Uwano (2012)& Y
n JOsRUR: BN 1 BK [+obligatoriness, +culminativity]

- Stress language
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