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Background: Beside prosody, lexical factors (e.g., word frequency, part-of-speech) have been found to play a

role for the perception of prominence in previous studies (e.g., [1, 2]). However, these studies did not
consider discourse context. We plan on addressing this gap by including discourse meaning, i.e., lexical and

referential information status (IS), and syntactic factors, i.e., grammatical role and sentence position.

Methods
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» 47 excerpts from 8 stories, produced by 8 speakers [3]
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Conclusions

Variable importance
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Predicted prominence ratings

Categorical prosodic cues and duration are the strongest predictors of prominence ratings [1, 2.

Task instructions could have drawn participants’ focus to the prosody rather than the meaning [4].
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