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Abstract

This paper is devoted to Wu Songs (Wuge) and aims to uncover the statistical regularities and gen-
erative mechanisms underlying their linguistic and poetic systems. Within the framework of quan-
titative linguistics, Zipf's law, Busemann’s coefficient, and rhythm modeling were applied to system-
atically examine Wu Songs in terms of word-frequency distribution, part-of-speech proportion,
rhythmic structure, and stylistic clustering. Wu Songs are found to embody an open and redundant
linguistic system that exhibits a dual discourse tendency combining narrativity and lyricism. Their
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rhythm, shaped by tonal intonation and affective cadence, forms a speech-like prosodic pattern dis-
tinct from both classical and modern poetic forms. The poetic nature of Wu Songs is interpreted as
a self-organizing process emerging from the interaction among phonological, semantic, and emo-
tional structures within the Wu dialect, providing new empirical evidence for the regional diversi-
fication and oral formation of Chinese poetic forms.
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1. 3]

FAAE Iy R 5 i BACRIE I RS AR 2 —, B WIS DR iz A% 1 70— o Hil 5 R0
WHEYIR, B, PLRIET FOvEE, MR CEE SR EE, RS TIERRA “FE7 £S5, X
ZH TR SO R 1 R SRBUR #S AR, RAGEF W A 5 R Wi, B e T
ek sk, AR, S, AREL A B AR SR 2 R [2].

WP SRR SRR SCAC IR v B W 2B e 2R P DUR I “ SRR RS S, (REBIK)
“Rf OBRRG” 2 TR, SR R YIRS RSCEREIN3] [4]. BJE, MERHE AR B R
FESCHRAARE L, RETEVL /K 2 IR ARG S SAR PR BT A i Wi O RR IR U B [5]-

ALK, BsNIgEe CRACHEE) , DIRHI— s i, RGHESE. KlhIF BRI
A, EEmALN S RIESCANE T, EFR S T RS E SO S IR R AR R 2
Br[6]e XIEARLEFF SO R R AAETE 5 - M5 2R LREAE, 17t DT 5 3 s R 48
NG RN T AW BUE 1 R RN - MR 2 ARG EN S m B R i SR OOAS R O 3OE R &AL,
NFETARRH E BT TSt T 2 %A

HoeRAE “REFHI ARGRIIRR, FREZNCELE IR REITHE. RRE (ERE
ACHURIT AR T h R G H S CRFRE) P CRAIRD) BIER, $REART LR “ R /EILR
T SO R AR B AL, OB SR AR P SE AR AL TR R 5]. R RIAE (N CRFE
Ao (PEHE) AR REER) —SCh s, BT A AT R T AR SR 4 D, HRE
B 5 JE SR AR A S R M L R BRI SR [7]. AT, RAOFIRILCAR, MRFEKRTH “%R
PR DRI R g

HEABURBLR, R FOZHE AN AR 5 O ZE . FRA5cda i, RakAFN “Rp b it
RIS, PAH TS d S M4 S 7 SR B R REAR “ AT . BLE e B e B 2],
= AR SCAG I 7= WF T N R . B3 5 A% K RS DT T R G R A, B SR A D R
BUSEA: fir Ty IS A EL8] AR M DX EL B0 A7) JEE 7= SR s A B K ()Y el Y IR S R 5 (9] S UL
I, SERWM T EXE 5 COAS” WMEMEESIME. (RAPE) FMCH RN, RakfE
HRERDPHREFRSNS, Wi ERE KR § 5ERARE, Ak bREA). EE5E%H

][l
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HRHIE, BN SR RIERUR SIETE I EE R (6] [10]. AN, AH¥EMN “REESHA7 “REFEH
7 R HNTF, s HA IR NGB i 5t s m, YO8 RIAE— e R ER “ REBT” 1)
FIRSLEG (5] [6]. SUATN S, WAPIASIE 1R SOR S ULl BT LAURERG A A, W EAAE
B wS. A5 RN RAEREL .

55 S RRAIE T 00 T A% e T B B G R A2, TH R 5 SEEDOE TR RS 1B A 70 AR R IR
XFHELE GHEIEF22R) TMRAND | Zipf e, BRMNEZS5URERETNE, RIGE ARG
ITARAE T ERHESE[11]. SR, XERE R A SRR AEAN R SCAE W A B2 22 R 12]; 5K
MO P ERER CAEIL 7 MBTFTIER “TE)L” SURRIES AT R A Zipf €48, I Busemann
REEHR I FIMIRELET , NRBGHE IR AL 7 IE[13]: X W E E R Zipf-Alekseev 15
TR 2 POEHTRE I T 22004, WAEFT Rk b 2B HARE 5 MR 454 14]. 4, Pan 5 Liu 1)
MR, AR EE 51 28 704 AT VR X 7y v B0 558 15 (Y B 4R AR [ 15

Bt 7 IR BRAL T B 7 A 1 JE 7R o Popescu 5 Altmann 25 A\ K J& T Zipf-Alekseev 5 Popescu-Altmann
B, 0F ZAEM RS, 528 & “ BRI ST RHEET REBOU S, R T W fE B R A
Q HETRPR 7R Frafi W% 22 51 [16]-[18]o Fang X 4 APGETHETE 5 ¥ LR TEH, RAMBIER S 2803
W& O A E RS, HASCTIEIET 2 N T RS R 7T 19]. 300 FF/R « ) S AR et v wilyT =+
WY ERIRFFNE S RE AT, BEEER T “BIL” SHiEt AfsREE, #— PRk 7 RO
A Zipf R RESE S AR EE[20].

SR, A5k, MK EIE S ZINERGNH T RIERPT . RIGEFHAT S HiE
PSRN, HAEA), ES5 M RUE ARSI AL A EARBG T i ). AR SCHERT ABEAL
Hab b, ZE5iaH Zipf 2. Busemann %5 Zipf-Alekseev #2751k, Xt REHGERMFAME . #)
MR R 520 AT RGN, ARG~ IE S B HLWIH 5 75 REARRHE .

2. RIS Zipf B2

RAAENTT SRR, HAE S HLUR EIEE B AE S W — B, 2RI rE N S R AR R
EEYIN . Nk, AL CRIFE) AIERFER, 48— 8 R T 5mgit, St
RN =5440, IEE V'=2917. HHULMEIRI-FAL3 A0, FEAEXC AL bR N AT Zipf B HLE i .
Zipf W, 1180 A S HFAL r Z AHFAE R R R

f(r) =cr’?,

Hh a8 o RWGAIC AR RS, WHH THESCASE “ARIBT” 5 “SCHET” 2R mE
Fo Ma=10, WARMBEEER BRI Ha> 10, WA ESED, BA B R
PR B R R AR A ]

MRS (R MG R, AP AL 53 A 7E RO B A AR 00 R A Ze ity G
¥ R*=0.9839, Zipf {64 a=0.6524, #HE logio(c)=2.0840, LI 1. X—45HREN, RPBAKENC
Ry Zipf B RHERAE, WA S ARG RS AL 40, HEERMRNBRIESIFE. SERMGE
RN E . BERH)HEE o > 1 WER AR, RIAFEE BRSSOy 5 s 15IL

B I D SRR O SR R

TR RN AE, RIAER O LTEA, HSCPREIE ] RefAE i, mKE 5 ESEE, 1MiX SRt
FESCA B B AR AT AT A 0, DRI RIS A4 Pl B Zipf 23 A B S W A R B S AR 2 T E S 41, T
A TERE I 1 S 2R ML
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Figure 1. Log-log plot of word frequency distribution and Zipf fitting of Wu Songs

E 1. RIE

FHAS ST K Zipf & E

FEREAIA SR, SRR AR I ARIE . BhiE SRR E, AR 1, W Uk (109 IR). “R” (75
W)~ “BE” (5T P~ “A7 B8IK) “BF” (30 ¥K)~ “IK” (30 )55, SLISmsiinl SL[FR a1 S i “ 11

EHESE” , RILH 9

Z

W

(R 5 HARAE, 8 TS AR S R R B CK R it i) R

THE &R FRIL 15.7%, SonbB I RATER R T E B RE ThRE . XM e b 345 Rl
AL R L R A R, TR T PSRRI N REANE R, R T E AT IARHIE . JCHGR
R - B ZonsE MR R B, M T R AT AR A A, AR L DU B LB R 1 SR

Table 1. High-frequency words and Zipf model parameters in Wu Songs

* 1. RPEIARIT R Zipf REMUESH

Y
(G
Eia
i
A
F
K
"z
El

Bx

109
75
57
38
30
30
28
28
27
27
27
26
26

GERSETES
0.020036765
0.013786765
0.010477941
0.006985294
0.005514706
0.005514706
0.005147059
0.005147059
0.004963235
0.004963235
0.004963235
0.004779412
0.004779412

EIp RS
0.020036765
0.033823529
0.044301471
0.051286765
0.056801471
0.062316176
0.067463235
0.072610294
0.077573529
0.082536765
0.0875
0.092279412
0.097058824
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A 24 0.004411765 0.101470588
il 24 0.004411765 0.105882353
H 23 0.004227941 0.110110294
= 22 0.004044118 0.114154412
PR 22 0.004044118 0.118198529
H 21 0.003860294 0.122058824
r 21 0.003860294 0.125919118
Al 21 0.003860294 0.129779412
& 20 0.003676471 0.133455882
LS8 19 0.003492647 0.136948529
i 18 0.003308824 0.140257353
+ 17 0.003125 0.143382353
A 17 0.003125 0.146507353
N 15 0.002757353 0.149264706
A 15 0.002757353 0.152022059
v 15 0.002757353 0.154779412
my 14 0.002573529 0.157352941

BEAk,  SRAR RS AR TR I [ BB “ R, RPKEARSUR AL, X— “KE” R
WA A B E RIE ZAMRE T NGRS ], TS RUR S AT TEICRERS RIS HEA R R 1
#, WIS RAEE SIS SR X ST0R ke gim “ B H ek ” FEENLRI OIS, B5%
BT E BRI R DA EE AL, BT, MG AE, RAGE S BT & BRIE S Zipf
Tt SO IR A ) S RSB BRI — R BAR SRS MRS,

AHEE Y, RAGERH Zipf 73 A 45 R HAE 5 RS RRIBERAT AR DK B 41230, 308
AR R ICR £, TR AT R R R S T A, RERTETE S 450 LA T B AR DB 5 3041
PR 18], ARBLH RTE TR AR I RS AE, 9 R SCIRSR M 512 R R L “ BRI
Fefit 7 E R AR

3. MRS HEENMESTH
TE RIS R T REE 2 2R, RS A A U BB R R, R T SO < 1R 4

A7 —RICARRERmASIE. AT NERRN “EMET , EREMmMAME .. BESHEEERN ‘W5
£ [21]. Busemann Z ¥ (Busemann’s coefficient, Q) IF f& #j & X — Wi /m] (I FE B S 4L, HoE UM
_ N, verb +N pron
9N N

noun adj

Sk, 40T AR R ARSI SR, AR E S E S 5 LR
(B SRAR). 40> 1M, CARARRENLEDE, $IUTN. WESTHSM: % 0<1nf, Wi
IS, IR, RS B R 2],
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XF (R EREATES T Eon: fEMIE 5868 MRV, FhiA 1493 A4S, & 25.4%; AR 351
A 15 6.0%; % 2172 4, 15 37.0%; FEAETE 264 4, 4.5%; HARIEZE 1588 4, 5 27.1%. BT
519 Busemann R 0 = 0.7570, W& 2. ZRHULT |, RPRFEEE L Ewm “H5HEE” , BILL
B RAMAHEBRNFEM R ST, SP0EHMRFR(—& 0= 0.5/, & O HHEHES, K
W L B A TE (R A SRS RIS, 584k TR S5 AERy, RBLH “HT1E R s e .

Table 2. Distribution of major part-of-speech categories and Busemann coefficient in Wu Songs

£ 2. RLEEIRES WS Busemann RE

EES T Lt 451

17 (PRON) 351 6.0%
#ii(VERB) 1493 25.4%
Z1W(NOUN) 2172 37.0%
K251 (ADI) 264 4.5%
HAh(OTH) 1588 27.1%
Busemann £%{ O - 0.7570

MARZREL EE, SRR ahia SR S 5 Hk 31.4%, HAanafkE L, BmE Ok, XL ML 1z,
LMEL K7 FHEAETA, RaESRETAEERNSME S AL “UR7 <R iz,
PR T P NG 454, 558 0 A A 45 R — B0 RIS SRR 2 B 15 TR A 5 R BB R .
KR “AR - 37 B RO IRIENLE], A8 R IETE R IR “XEETE 7 %R, TaER
AR 545 .

XIS, 4 5IEA AR 41.5%, FERBIES 3RS SRS HHEEM R ThEE,
e CORTOCERT i “TTE L A, T G R s AR T U X — RS RO I HL R
il RAEE F B HRE 7 5Pt AR BECR, vl VLR R “ AR REE” Rk, AT W, R
KA Busemann RECEA G, AAILH AR TS ——EIFEM R R B IE U e
SREE S Nr o) SEI S AL ) “fEpit” Kk,

ME 2, RHESE AR — M B E I SRS IR EPIRES, L ESERETE F 3
HEZR R, MRS WAER T HIT YRR E . ERAIMPFE 2, RRES RGSL
BT 77 AR R A, 8 DR TE AR VRS T AR A ORI
4. FESTKSH

WREEM R TR AL R E AL, R R HE S S DR R OB fe b . T RAER
KEKFHE XA T, WEMUEZIETRRMAN, HE5RE, WETRNEVMEC. @l g 7K
(BERAT T & DU 80O I AT Zipf-Alekseev BEAIE, AIE/R R 22 H AL 5 B HLRHE.
A DU AR AT x HH IR )X R

f(x)zk(x+b)_a,
Horr, 388 o R ZEENE, b ATFRSEL kOAHIER. 4 o (HEORE, FTKE BT,
W EMNAHRAE: 2 o BUNSERIEFN, WFRTRAT KA 08, I BRI B B ERHE
XFCRAFEED) 1) 95 | RABATBATS G, IL3RIT 95 DT, FRATKN 93.91 F, FrifEEmk
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111.57 77, WA 3. ATKAAMBIEINRK, RFRIMIEL ) EAAAET R MAT A e 8, Wb REiE s
MFETZEH BRI, Zipf-Alekseev ML A5 N a = 02321, b=0.0000, k=325, HIEH « HEMKT
1, o SRAAT KA AT s B R A B X P “IERABEHL” 9230 A R RIRTE T 23R |-
JUT- 56 A Bt 28 T3 T R R e AR, T PR BR T IR B IS IR F AR B Bl LK 20 FsE b, AT RS
BT IR, W S ME DR A T R A S R AR R . S e e, LSRR R R
e FE R RE T SO B T R A R

Table 3. Rhythm statistics of Wu Songs (mean, standard deviation, and model parameters)

F 3. REMRGIUTSHATRE, EESEERY

EGELUN HfE VLW
ST 95 ERLEATH
FEATK 93.91 FHT V75
RIS Al 111.57 RS T it
R a 0.2321 TREPE R
FHSH b 0.0000 R R 2]
ELA5 % & 3.25 TR L

409 oo —— Zipf - Alekseev &
o RRATH

3.5

304 oo

° °
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
7€ (F%0

Figure 2. Line-length distribution and Zipf-Alekseev fitting of Wu Songs
E 2. RIITD T Zipf-Alekseev 1 &

MG B3, RAAT R A4 A X TR S b BER G, M P AT 2B IS 45 M, TR 2%
M “KRE” AR XTSRS T R TREN LOPERE: K—, ERWRE, TR
A HRE S MR, TR R, MRS, =, EROZET, A RKAT AR
W T RS EREIE NS, MARMETE LARE “DiR” 5 “RIME” o ZMUEAINER. K
TR RS, 5RIETTE P E MBE AR R AR B R VIS, ARBL RAKNE S
TR G RG] HNAE— Bk
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B, WRHT KRR GHRIES, RACFTREZRGTASLS . LEHRERE, ik
HEZEERBEBN(111.57 TR =AM m AR . X AR P LR QRS R DR
o EIFAREARAHURIL, W5 RAAAE PG SRE T “BINARNE” B SCTEN N, 52, R
M2 AR S L AR AR, T2 — A “FiE1T227 (speech rhythm), i#id B ARERAWIE:, HE 5ES Y
BAFREAT . R EEAG SILE T S NSRRGSR E, A RREY &R RE RS E
2K
Bk, M Zipf-Alekseev HAKIZEI AT W, RAAETTZ2GESE 1 2 I SRR ARLR 1 B 2L AR -
AR E R E A R RGEEREMR, M7 KRR ME 7R 1 0 Sk R A7 15
B R SRR R I AR . SAORE, KA REAR N SRR A R A, thARDUAC E i e
LBEHL, T2 A TR F UL B« Pa 224507 o XA AR PRI T RERIE D 1 Sk WA A B
2, RLEME SRR 575 5 R R AL, A AR AR R o

5. SR RIMHIRERLE

Nk — R RAEDOE R RGP PR R 515 5 S WA, RWEEA OIS M Zipf fE4.
Busemann REN TR SHERESIE, RAZAERESNIE, B (RTFL) SR| “4EIL” [13].
POEHTRE[14]. M TLF FR(15]15 B RFS1ATRAR LA Horh “28)L7 « Brie SOl MRp iR i Si it a5
AR E[13]-[15] TR FURER . W 9T BB SR RIAETE 5 A ES B RHE & 2 855 7 T 5
FARTRAR RIS AR AT FAEDOE RIS R AL E 1] [12].

MRIEFRUEACRFAER RS, W3 4, SRERI Zipf 1530 a. = 0.6524 B F (KT HAD R, B oiadsi A5 i1
G FNFFICE ;s Busemann 24 0=0.7570 WA TR “4EJ)L” (0.81)5H117(0.63) 2 [A], KU RALETEE
i AR “FEBOR” 5 IHERHSE” FIXERHE: RS 6= 02321 5HE AT KERIEZE(111.57)
AR T AR LS A B S EN . X RS RBEEEEERT “9E)L” SR
Gt FUAE ELEE, SR SRR RS AR = SR MEARRAE , (HAE )51 23 2 R I 1 B S X AR 38 Js 1 13-
[15]. A, SEAEE FERPES 7 5 B 5 R A A b4k, TR e 5 o Bie 2 LR R
A7, IXFPSCATEAS IS —E50 0T B R AR i 1) B2 B 25 ) 7 A — e

Table 4. Feature matrix of poetic genres

4. BERHEFHES BAER

ik Zipf $8 44 a- Busemann &% Q TEE R o  TRRMEE FHTK
ES 0.6524 0.7570 0.2321 111.57 93.91
RER “FEIL” 0.6900 0.8100 0.4200 48.60 19.30
DUE BT RF 0.7100 0.6300 0.5500 35.10 21.40
A E R 0.7800 0.4900 0.6700 8.40 5.00
HREF R 0.7500 0.5300 0.7100 9.70 7.00

JEREES TR M Ward /N5 7218, ARKIRFREONFEE, FrSRRREmIE 3 s, RRERER,
T T FE S EEREREON 3 RIS S a5 B e Sk K, Ak “fELY
HUUEHEN I, SoRmEAEH haE S EamERHE L gerEaa e, R ONAE s 2 L
Mot —A, SN R R R ERRR . X SR, REIEG T A R oS R R T,
T BT AR AT — SRR A 9, AL 6 B 1) DR AR R 515 5 R GEIOL [ 16]-[18].
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Figure 3. Hierarchical clustering of poetic genres

3. FHAFHERIR BB K E

N T IR R G TR I, AW TURH 0 7 i (PCA)BEAT i35, WK 4. #5%
SERFIFRR, RUFEAR SO TR RIA R, SHRGEEREAHESE. R “LIL7 5305
WEE A SR, VLB H G SR S ANEREE B R PE o SRR AU T A )
X3, s AT 3R % SR SRR . SRS BT R I S R EE B IR, EDIE AR TE A R
H CHEXTRR” AL BEARSERAKAI B S, SGBEGE IR PSR, 5B L BRI —F
“TIE HHERE” FERATEA[14] [17] [19].

= ath

0.75{ &K
0. 50 P S
0. 25 1
0.00 4
SRIBHE
S -0.25 1

-0.50 A

-0.75 -

-1.00

R (FEIL)
3 2 - 0 1 2
PC1

-1.25 4

Figure 4. Similarity of poetic genres (PCA projection)
4. FHAFHERE ST (PCA #28)

MIEFTHREAAER, RAEEEF SRR #7875 5 WIS R IR -
— 5T, SRR Busemann RES K Zipf FRAGLFERY], HiE S HHA RN B & B3 BUAE S = E B
oAy T, WESEVRE TS b O L D A I AR . S 2, REESE
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THE S ERBLH —F “Apps R - mish” MR AR, HARF R RO A RERMEh A, miAR
SRR LIR 18] [21] [22]0 RAMERPRFAER M, AR 5 AL AR T B TA] 1 Sk Ak BACTR P 2R
RO B, MRS TT F R S BURDOE R AR (1 F ML

LREKRE, RIGESLN U] AL G 2 8] LS T A Geps e i 5 BT i i 2 8], TR —
MEAREFET SRIES SR ERTE RS X RIATOY R B IR EE T BAKE, BAES IR
A R TR T XSS R O] S TR AR 2 X LR AR

6. 4518

RN RTLF T S SR, (675 5 450 LRI m R SR SRS 1 o A Sl i A 1728
TR GRERNUANELR BN A, RO A 2IRE T ERITRUA R, EinEWR L
TRABL B 5 TS AT RO M, H AT ZR A ZUN B 2R R 2 AT ) i B R R . X — %
PR AL 7R SR R R 2R BT AR O R A S, TR T B E  18 LSRR GE K R (8]
e B AL BRI RS . RARITE S AR, 7 SRR R A W ST A R, Her R
TR A BRI Eh AT 5 3AGICIZ B e RIE . BRI, RO R FHERISEA, B2 DUE R
fEsIgA . Ak 5 AL = FE ik TR R R — Ao T

E&UH

AW FAF BN T IT T A Ak R 7 — I H (Y 5. 2022STYB1069). To85 T 4 244t 25 Fl 2441
PR (45 : WXSK22-C-83. WXSK25-C-02)ff %t B 5

BEE
(11 EFESREEM. RERTEARE B T 430k [EB/OLY.
https://www.cssn.cn/skgz/bwyc/202309/t20230912_5685076.shtml, 2023-09-12.

[2] BRPsk. RERGERRS: R VLR R (A SCAL[EB/OLY].
https://www.chinesefolklore.org.cn/web/index.php?NewsID=9568. 2011-12-14.

[3] 7M. RERM]. i RIS AR, 1986.

(4] F#. RS M]. B Wi R G, 2004.
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