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Abstract

Research has shown that linguistic units carrying more information tend to be realized
with enhanced speech signals. Most previous studies measure the information that a
linguistic unit carries with its surprisal. However, such measurement lacks the ability
to model long-distance contextual effects. The current study proposes novel measures
of linguistic unit’ s information by incorporating the GPT-2 pre-trained language
model and mutual information (MI) between text and its phonemic transcription. We
examine the prosodic effects of word surprisal and MI-based information of final and
tones in Mandarin Chinese. Results show that more information of both words and
finals enhance prosodic prominence, proving the validity of our proposed measurements.
Besides, the effects of information are more notable on duration feature compared with

pitch and intensity feature.
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1 35

EEERMEET, FESHRA (WA WR. TR%E) T EEE20mEA TN
S5 HEESEE . BE19299F, Zipf (1929t A LB BMR S HiIEEEREZ BFEE R
R FR: SRR E, EETEREISIK. FRFOHETES Y5 LRIES 2 ME R 5
ERIRHE T RIATIEYE: Howes and Solomon (1951) A& PLHFIA B 1A I 75 22 AL o 2 BUAS (6] 5 AR 4R
BRI RAAME % 1a5s, $olHA b pr 2R SR R RI#E . Lieberman (1963)i#
HEZAE S IEM R R [ 35 A) 7 A AT e, s B S T S & AT T i 5 5
AR E A BE AR -

HIEE X FIRE S G B EIL ML & 55 T Shannon (1949)HI(E Bk FREIRRIES
LI AE BB ARS: EIESER R TREY, HWiE AKEELENEERYEIESES,
M B TEE FRIESESAERHETHE. SEEENYSNMBELEEREN, U
R EIE B L HI &/ NT AR (Genzel and Charniak, 2002). fE{5EIEHIZEA £, Jaeger and Levy
(2006)$& i T8 5 Z 5 F B 2 B B1% (Uniform Information Density Hypothesis), AU
WSO T4 — BOEE T & AL Shannon BE B ARMIEE 534 Aylett and Turk (2004)
FEH T RLUEBRERFRRE S T E X (Smooth Signal Redundancy Hypothesis), ANFZ A07E
TR IR IAAETE ST M P BER BAFENFEEEATER. AR EREERH
H/NEGE R, B E K EEEERT SN EERIEEE S DK FFRNERERE
i o

B %2 i (prosodic prominence) g —Bi 18 A1 3 N8 B 807 75 75 2 BURN _E AR SR Y
5% (Terken and Hermes, 2000; Aylett and Turk, 2004). #)7E%E 0A0 75 2255 M — AR B AE B
K FE - TR EAMEFE L (Terken and Hermes, 2000). #JA% G E BRI LM & ETS
BHRHFEMNELR. FEE%E KIIES $47(Calhoun, 2007)- BE KIEE S 1EEE K H I,
WEMRFIREERRTETHRITHE S BAGEEESPIRFMER KR Jurafsky et al. (2001)
ETSwitchboard HEEHE & I8 H BLIF FE K Bigram 2N TN KA EE M. Van
Son et al. (2004) ET =18 FF 2 HAEEERE L IARE RIFA P E RN FMEMETERNER
SREBKR, ZEREMNK. FiR ISR 5 N -

SHE B ERBIESN R R EEERAENBGERTES, BFRZ AR T i g
= tlKaqchikel MayaniZ(Tang and Bennett, 2018), H #(Shaw and Kawahara, 2019; Hashimoto,
2021) J Bl & 4 15 A 1E S MBS 1E S L (Pimentel et al., 2021). X THUEHIES HAMGEER,
BE201H2260 FARLE T EREA G AR50 IGE B R ISR B EIRE SR R B H B
. FE PR AMEREHT T HIT T (kK EE, 2010). RTUUEFEEESHIBRIIRR, FH)
(2007) FIKAIEA G HEEE RS FRIES, MERE/NEIEARNEE, HIFRHE
TREEMNST 7. Tang and Shaw (2021)FT1EEZEMBigram T 588 & ICE H A HI(E B
XK. FEAERYAE EENRE, BMIT0ERE TiRRREEEN, X EARE R
EBERR(EER - A EEEIES)RNIERERE .

RG JIEZ HEAN-gramE R K T EME RIS EREES HUREERE, HIRTTIELE
S K B B R OB Yk R T E (Daland and Zuraw, 2018). R T BEARIGIAE, AR L
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PO TE S BALE B ERTTRE . —MESIATIIGESHAETEF AN EER, 5—
FEGIASCR- HIEEE RN TETESTMERNERR. HILESHKN-gram EEEE, ET
REARIN R TZ50E A BA H Rz ALEE Sy, BT 54 A AR BT = LI AT LA 5]
FIKPER B BRSO SRR R e UK PFEEAS BT A AR UR-F - SO Fiti A (Zhang
et al., 2008; Zhang et al., 2010)J &AMl £ FEBFMAITIREREM TS, ZTEUENFES
RIXTHERTE L) DT RAFE B (Zhang et al., 2010; Wu et al., 2014; Chen et al., 2016; Zhang et al.,
2021). ZITER A —MEER P DFEFFEME T 20 ARESENEERR, BFFE R F
Y B FZE(Wu et al., 2014; Chen et al., 2016). HIt, FATHEHFREESEMEEE RN
K- PrEEERMMAREND S EANGEE. ETIETHRZENSSIE KU 17108
BRI AN B B B RN, HE IR ) TR 5, BRI S AT BB S EE H
LegiOEIPREVEES

2 HXIE
2.1 ETEEEMNESEMNEE=S

BRI E B EMEE T BRI R FERAET AE RN A ERIES RUNEEE,
= (1) R

—_

)

Hrfcontext®nZiE S BALHILIATE 5544 818 BB BRI 7 — ot B 5iE 45 €
Ain/MAZE NI B 1E B (Jurafsky et al., 2001; Bell et al., 2009; Tang and Shaw, 2021). &% H
ERMIB A, HYE B AP EE RS E A IES RS (Van Son et al., 2004;
Priva, 2015); WHEMFRINERLE ER—TEEFH TEEZRMZE (Malisz et al., 2018; Shaw and
Kawahara, 2019). L7746 B IR AT DL B 89A] 55 B B 7R 45 8 R EPARac R RT BumifE, (B0
EXER - BTIR(E B S5 KRR AY_E R UK R A TA R (Daland and Zuraw, 2018).

STunit; = —logy P(unit;|context) (

2.2 NAR-HEEERER

SRS AR BHIRTE Zhang et al. (2008)F B X# R, DA THICGEIESRAIEIT S
8. FRIZERENATERAERHR, ARITEEMIINEER E(Zhang et al., 2010; Wu
et al., 2014; Zhang et al., 2021). ETIZHEIRNINEEAFME R T EMAEX T LN BRI 5E
HTIMNESEEFENEERE, NRIFERARTETRAAGEEEEFEZERRE L. 1A
HAS B HIUR-F - SO R B A (1) B s -

HAPWHRREROR, UGS ANEEGRNER, FERAWKNUHSEER, WERNF
RIS FTE SURIES . RGBSR BE TR, RIZHEW =W. RMES
Rt P REH TR - [ GRS R AEE BHE. WH AN FFEERBZESHIER
WG, TF MRS RAW TR ZE ReFE S HEALM. WE5HESEEAFZENEERE LR
7 (2):

MI(W;F) = HW) — H(W|F) (2)
EEEENT —THMIILZEECDH S — THILZE 8B 0T WD AT E
MI(W; F)RRRIEE R T I FEY H IR I6 SCRW R AT BE . SOR-PF & BE B K, UiEA

B PTG F AR R, SRA6TI-ARE5TL, FS, P, 20224F10F14H 2 16H .
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Figure 1: SUAR-F (- O LR A

RS o NBFE A R B IEFR B SCAR N 25 - iR#EShannon-McMillan-Breiman E¥#, IR (W, F) [F
I AR (stationary) 7 H AR & BT B (ergodic), AF(2) I LIESH(3):

1. ,
MI(W;F)ZT}ggO—Elog;P(WQ) (3)

How, F#oRFTE PSRN NFRCR, BIWHEICE. A0 LURIEE S HE T E5
B P(W,). (3)EMHEE N FEISCAMERBA, CR-PEEE BN
3 AXFHE
3.1 FNZGESEREGPT-2

Bl & R 2 ) TSR SR AR, SR EN G REEN ARE S BRI
EHITEE ST . GPT-252 FHOpenAT# H 1958 — AE T Transformersh 14 B K HUR T 2575 5 1%
T (Radford et al., 2019). HBEAIZEM) F Transformer FIfEIS 2R &84, IR B VRN T —B 4 €
SO T — 4 BIA pI 40 A . GPT-27E A R IARONER SURES LRI, IFR
TEZ WA A KE F A (IR sh &R ) E R T HAB T 25 SHAL . B0, Wilcox et
al. (2020) HLH T N-gram, LSTM, RNNGs fGPT-2 #& AT A) FIn LA AR Bh# B _E AY
R, KUMGPT-2ER R I A E. Hao et al. (2020) A IMCPT-2 HERIZETRM 252 A) F KR
SR BRI TXLM « Transformer-XLEEAMT)IIZEFHER .. ETULEER, KR
FFGPT-27 IR 15 S 8 N A Tl PG B0 e F 86 FREREEE, #MRAEREN
HE T MR EEER . B BEAESERA, GPT-27] DAEET 45 7€ /) b 30 A T &2 37
HILAER . BATEE T @) HEATHE: M RiFTeMBEFER, HETHG)IHTEKENNG
AFEREUATEETE A PIENERFR.-

SI(wy) = —logy P(wi|wy, ..., wi—1) (4)
N

SI(s) = = logy P(wi|wi, ..., ws 1) (5)
t=1

3.2 ETNA-HELFEBHESE
BATET OR-PFE EE BEIIR I —FT EOEE RALE R BRI A, EINERETIXRERR
B bR S KR 6T o5
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W FEE AN R A TTRARE AT AR B0 %15 S AR R R R 2R (BT
HEANREENZEE), CASEEERMEDER. MEEFAUETEEINEERE L

MI(W;F) — MI(W; F) ©)
MI(W;F)

Hepa] IR REMEST B0, BFFEEE. FHSE. PRRCAWHMER S, MEFER
RpERETH A E . A (6) BN TpRRIIFH T A-PF EERBEDMRERE, BEBHRAEK,
WHNZEE ZREMARAREEB A, AHZEEHERE. EQ)ER T RERSCENE IR
FE=MARKESREENL TEBRETE, HFFRRHFEANLE, BT HEH.
HRENMLAE “ni(3) hao(3)” K ATREMRIDISRIGRE “IREF" - TR . EHSCRFPIIES -
MY e PR E G R E RN, B AEAWY X, ARESIEME TSR <&
G cwpErr B CfeREr s ik . HEREEFEENATERIEL T, BTSOREEEMN,
SUR- PREEAERED . WREINESOREER N, IR BE BRI N, WIZIEE BALR
BRI RZANRIEINE AR, A2 %E S HIE B

MIloss(p) =

ni(3) hao(3) | m—)
RS fR55
{747 ==y n_(3) hao(3) | mmmmm)
w
ni(_) hao(3) | mmmm)

F

Figure 2: 7~ “VREF" EHHEE BT /IREI /UK FE WIFIL N 1% 65 5 ARt 1

TRETHEFRWEFAMNEEENEFIRNT. HE, —MOTHREFMIE, Hit
—IBPRRRME AT BNRETHERWM, JRIAE O FII AR ST E A RERI SURFPS1 - X
FHTHOFE—DET, BEZE T HREMESBAE B ERE E LTI R BTE ST
F. HJeilid B S RERGITE ORISR, FHRIEN(6)ITHEEKp/aMEE BIHK-

4 SENRE
4.1 BEIER

ASRIG BB ERLR B AL RUE T R DOE R AIETERE (B Sand 5KFH4, 2009) HF B EEES
g3e WERSURE &k BXMNOGEH M AI3016)1E, A ANEF12TFHEEESE 651, 6 1
) o FATHSEREEE T H A 189 N FENS N F- AN B A F - iERE R & & T S FH BT
HFEIRRE . AV Praat BA7ED FAREFIEM FIRI T BN E TR K. 5K
B/ ME - FIREAE. ERRERREERNETZE, RERNRAEIE 1245915

B bR S KR 6T o5
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o EREZEST, BATNEEEEIRET T 28 NA— s, HR KNS s 2 BosT
UM EA T T IES 240 -
4.2 EERE

A 5T A8 B B A XTI ZRGPT-28E 2 D (2019) Y145 9 & 77 ZEGithub M Huggingface
AJGPT2-chinese-cluecorpussmallf& | WM EEM 512 NE, 1270F B 1 L7681 FE )2 17
it B@ﬁ”?ffﬁ?ﬁjﬂjCLUECorpusSmall(Xu et al., 2020), EEFEEE . X EoER 4E
EARHERFNE IS EIR BRI 5, BEURE B 114G 5012F . FATRIB YIS T 170
HHH H BBigrami® 5 4 DLE ’?GPT UL LG R AT X i - KenLM T B A (Heafield,

2011)#4TYI%E, f# Fmodified Kneser—Ney?‘i/z“L:(Heaﬁeld et al., 2013) AT FIFL B, JIZRER
HCLUECorpusSmall ' (IS EIRET 7>, B &2.3GAA A A0

4.3 itk
KRR ALER AEBE R 1L, ETRY wﬂMﬁFEﬁlmerTestr“ X AH AR BT R T AT
?Jaﬂ]ﬁ!:/l\l S & 5 FBigram MGPT-2 & S KA HIE BESD 5 #ﬁT@%r IRAEAIFE .

A EIRR RS T R E%EZ%E@T?E?’ﬂﬁa@@?—iﬂﬂ’]hﬁ%ﬂ . HESTARLZEAN
EI’JEJILxﬁU” BRAEFHEE . EHZEMEEEZEW FrR.

o NZE BRI K, FRHEAE, THEEH, HHRAE-

o BHIZE YFIE T A/ FR, B/ RRETER, FREYEL, BN/
BEEAE, BAFESAEINEANG/EET ML AITFNE/EE T, ATiER (B
Ti/8F), HTHULAC TEA(FNEet al., 2016)15 BRI -

o FEEDZE Hid HfE B (Bigram/GPT-2), BIEAIEMEE EIK (Bigram/GPT-2), &
VISR (5 B4R K (Bigram /GPT-2) W EEEMAL BRI, HXFTEEERTE
AT T VA— LA

FEEVASRES, B Ien & E 2R R L A P 2 BT R A E R, i AR
BRTEERARZENESZE R, &5 AREEHEEEELET o3 AZT Bigram &7
MEEEMETGPT-2 REMELRE, NS IMHEERAFIEL . BigramMGPT-2 =1
[E)ARET o SRR AT 77 Z M REUGIE ABIVIF<2.5, Ui & RTIBI N AE S B -

AR

5.1 (EEEXEEIFENF M

VIR &R B ST 5 2] &5 B 214 & U7 1% 20 51 4FR ) F AR A 1 B /8 08 M B2 1 4
F5APTR. HAEEMNBERREEEX BB IER IR K /NFJT 1, p (ERRPIE &
P, IHFERp < 0.05, BIEERN B3 -

SR EHAK GO R R, BMETE BEEEYEERMEZERM (Bigram: 8 = 0.037,
p=0.01, GPT-2: 8=0.038, p=0.04), BIRFEAGEEEBA, BENKEK. X507 AH
g S HEEEMNET ML RIS, tH5Tang and Shaw (2021)% TE IR L5 TR HH — 2L
PR H I E T Bigram FIGPT-2 FIEEEEAF B LN B KEEH IE M A E&E 7 (Bigram:

=

ﬁ

5

2@10H 14HZ16H.
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a - Bk A ONE ERCEE R oNI:]
BB plE B1E plE BB plH BIE  plE

i (A Bigram 0.027 0.01 0.012 0.18 0.022 0.04 0.003 0.81
GPT-2 0.038 0.04 0.019 0.1 0.033 0.07 0.038 0.82

L s 1 4 Bigram 0.062 <0.001 | -0.008 0.55 0.027 0.06 0.014 0.31
HELRRRR GPT-2 0.05 <0.001 | 0.011 0.23 0.009 0.44 0.024 0.05
= B Bigram 0.012 0.33 -0.037 <0.01 | -0.019 0.27 -0.003 0.87
GPT-2 -0.013 0.14 -0.034 <0.001 | -0.044 <0.001 | -0.018 0.25

o BEMHACED < 0.001 #*% p < 0.01 **, p<0.05*, p<0.10 .

Table 1: {5552 &0 BRI A [ € RN I 2 1

B =0.062, p<.001, GPT-2: 8 =0.050, p < 0.001); {HFEFHEA(F BRI KA T
(Bigram: 8 =0.012, p=0.33, GPT2: 3= —0.013, p=0.14)-

NTEERE, FEERMNMEZEAEZE . ETBigramMGPT-20F W BF B AX & &
BAMEAE REMMAN (Bigram: 8 = —0.037, p <0.01, GPT-2: 8= —-0.034, p < 0.001),
XEBATITEAE R - BT Bigram A B BX E R BEA EZIERZM (8 = 0.022,
p = 004), ETGPT2MHBIABFEEN T SEEBERLZENEMZE (3 = 0.033,
p=0.07), ZERESESH AL Tang and Shaw (2021)—%(.

W FEmREAME, SRERAEETGPT-2 WEHEEBEM ARG EE /L [
(B =0.024, p=0.05). PLESCEGLERK, E=MBIEIET N KEESZIEEERNT
R, T A R DR BE BN AR . BE B F B AR A A B R B AR
MAEE R ), X5 ARG R LA TEER . ARG R EIE SR
ZHEALEZE, ANEREBIAMPN, SEATOTART. 5 APFFRAR DM S B AL
FRE, RIMMEHMFEAELEEMAENBERAMEEESEE T HZAXRNVIFSRR,
RRERRFE— PRI

5.2 XEUUASRIEELEL

7T BRI % T BigramFIGPT-215 5 B2 1) &5 B 8 28 8 0 B9 AL 1] VT 1) BT AR
B, FATFINT X ELUIRAE B 28 L (AlogLikelihood), TR INIAREZD & 5 5 H LB I
WERLRE R IR T (5.2) o XFEULUREBOR, U BIRE B0 B EE AR AR A3 & S R 8. IE
#IAlog Likelihood 7 1% (5 B & 28 B X BV EAFIE R m AL A 5T . R ER TRCREM
WIS R

R (5.2) MG R ERZHEEEZEH A DRI BESHHI SRR, TEENEFE KRS
Al E R R . B, ETGPT-208 1 HE EX RS Hm e #EH ), Haiit T4
FBigram KIEFHER, XUHAEANR HOETIISGESHA N RIE 5 EERERH. £T
SOR-HEE BAG BRI A BAE BRI A AT LU RIS IS ROR, Ui T 3]
REMETEEENGERENESN. EETIOK HEEGERNPISMERAEEES, L
EHFIEEE BRI BRSH A, ETHEALERNHIL; HAHETBigramiU# £
B BRI TARES NG AR, £ TGPT-2 KEEEE BRI KRR SR N (E

Fot P ET RIS S A RRIRSUE, 4605500, ME, P, 20224E1014HEI6H.
(c) 2022 HIEAPXER¥EWHHIETFLNERE
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FERE B A FK HEEAE | BFELlE | HmEAE

e Bigram 29.49 -3.18 0.67 -6.42
BIFEEE

GPT-2 47.64 0.25 7.73 4.76

. N Bigram 115.5 66.7 74.17 70.13
BIEFEAF Bk

GPT-2 41.77 -2.99 -3.06 74.62

Bigram 37.57 6.74 -1.31 -1.51

FREEFERIL | GPT-2 16.44 1.7 3.14 2.67

Table 2: 415 B2 TTHAFINEULIIAE Alog Likelihood

i 0 Bigram BUH, ZEMRTRE AR S BN FURSS T Bigram B2, FINE EEMRELKS
B EEEH BYCE, BETBigam@HIE BRI TCPT-2, WH ABAREL 5
B

6 SESITIE

ETHEREABEMENESMRINNETHNHERESES UANIEREEE M
% (Lieberman, 1963; Aylett and Turk, 2004), HiZISHE S SLIFAEEES 1ER (Malisz et
al., 2018). ABFFTIE T B TIERIERISRIGRA T ROERES 2O (BRiE. BIEFERE) 1ER
BENEEREEE (FK. SEME®R) . T BFHAHERG B TEE, iR
TETMINGRESEEGPT-2 MR- HFELFEEMES AN EERENEET . ERINRE
RIPIFR T 15, 2T GPT-2f41HA 517 5 B 2 4H H Bigram R AU B S B0 & H I B4R T
XULAA T A TR, TIZRE S RS IR (E B2 T AR I g ARIES 7 R
HRUIG,; ETIXRPEEERNIEHE BEEN TR HEN KF EZMIER M, ¥
BT AR IR ARUE . BATERZE R T POEF G BEXNBRSIERR, (HHBN S
ANEE, FERRAPFHIE LR SHIAAT. MilEBREREEERIEST RN K E R BRI
b HE— ST EH R TINS5 A % S AU S (Athanasopoulou et al., 2017). ZARAF5T
T EREERENPIFREMNZ T MPPERR, HRERZ R TESER OE SRS
WERREM, ARARA-PHRRREEE.

HATHITHREE RS T FAME 5 TUREBIZ (Aylett and Turk, 2004), BIEIREREAESE
SHES T HEESHERENIER, 7 B AR DOE H F Z G BB RN R AL -
FATH RN BT N-gramZiT HIE R B S 18 1l /BB R 20T 5 ©F &9 5% SEIa k1R M3
W, (EXRE S BRI AR R BIA R R 5 ARIE S RN Z R R RARFIEER D . FA
PISREE Y, BT GPT-2 AT R NG B &5 HE T Bigram& A 105 B & X B AR RS AE T3
PEERR TGS, EXNEEZERNBLRETI EFEE - EER. ERRIITIRF,
FATHR 2t — PR R VOB PR E O 5155 (5 R EARRRIN LM EIER, HEd5IA
HARTONGRE S B MG T A GO F 20 E R BT E A, #ERREFHAFEESA
RIEF 7/ HRHR AR

Bus
KTEBEFRERERBILSET R4S (20YJ040002) « Jb 57 E K248 01 #5°F

B R E A F KR WS, 46055500, EE,
(c) 2022 FREFfEHESITHIES ¥ E

&

] [, 20224E10H14H=16H .
B3RS

NS

I

53



HEESY
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