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WA HOSH/EHMOZ HAEGIA L2 HOES QX6
2 gy 2EUA NLLJIt”(NegaUve log-likelihood)2
HYGI= HHdS0l UL XN&EZ D QUL 0l &t
2 . AN AZ2Eo 24sY 2T F=F(density
estimation)2 S&t JIRAISF & 2LE EEol= JIRAlIC s§§; 2 2(Gaussian Mixture Model)S HE&
OlULH =2 EMAIZN HHI2EO A B ml—i—%QI S0l et AoIst HAHULISES AFE6tH KA
cletlle B2 2 1006t%0H 0 A48l ARE 2otS 0 E'?Oil/\ = st=20 Jlgt J2Ql KoBERTUL
KR-BERTEZ Wt St=0{2 &0I8t REQ A HE 01I S U2 galoz Helg 3= A=XE Yot
X StCH 012 <loll, 2 AR A= 8= 2l 20N B l2ss2 *4o6td 1, o o
EZ‘E’ HIgtez st=0 J|8t 2Es9 4 urprisal gap) &%+ AHl&toldd ZOGHRCH &2
] g MECH EElSAIE B 2SS Halg W

A x|

SOME =0 Jlg 2UET 90| x|
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FHM0l: KR-BERT, KoBERT, &0 H&, =ctES-A(surprisal gap)
1. A& 3 sEo] A Yedts AL BaT AFAA &

gl o232 2 AFdoisty AT AHfE Wwols

HAZ EdAxn mdo #Halo] Holx WA olE &8 o FHIT 2 #Ad dojEEd= Ao WA FFol wet
3 AT AA B3] o] Fojx T Ut EF], EdAxy 7 2YZF(hidden layenolA & ‘E=2he-Fl(surprisal
mde AAoixZ(NLP) FANA B3 435 2 gap)’ WS HAF=AE B8tk 152 BERT
oAFoh tiFEe] A8 AFES #%i}iﬂi Aolma [5], RoBERTa [6], 18]a XLNet [7]¢] &4ZFoAY &

9] o] F&H/ATYE AHRr] 95ty tEAY A Se(surprisaDeS SAH3] st EE FA(density

(multiple-choice task)S Z&3te] FaEojgrt. = < estimation) & FE&3th A CE dojrd = W73

olrge gutry o Folxl EWoA HHaz grn o= dof WAL FRE TEITE HS AU

AdEE dolrRt AAI doyt § EL % [2]9] A+ AHE Wolso B =EodAe AASSE

(likelihood) & Roist= Aoty A 70—¢% Lo{—;—o] (pre-trained) ¥ EHM Lls °1°i+*ad KR-BERT [8]¢}

Aolst/E Pl ZHolA ojgA N=Z e 44& 2t KoBERTVE » (fine-tuning)st “goldt TR/ &
o

A& TESE dHe oy gel Aok (1l 01316& A Tol ¥ 01]‘301 FoRe W, °l&
T8y 95t A 20 dojude dojxe #H& A=A AWEIA G olF fd, A3
Boh o FAFoln AAEA AH R st pSAh  ALsk lo] WH FFE ISR WA onH W
&3 = d(Gaussian Mixture ModeD)2 A+-&3}93t}. 2 F 7R URde a8a TheAt £ RdSe
o] W= (linguistic anomaly)e o1& ZHF7} 2tk KR-BERT®} KoBERTS] 24 ZFelAle] 7z Fof B&E &
RauEdth. Bl FHBAEZH WA ouzx WHE ARG AHHOo=, gh=o] TNk md A 7]E G

TE3tAtHe.g., “colorless  green ideas sleep IR EWM2ET dojmdo] RAFH A3 wpzrhA]
furiously.”  vs.  “furiously sleep ideas green = F°I¥ TR/ dof WA wet Ay FFES HA
colorless.” ). 3N, Algddojste]  Ap-FHEAY Tk

(event-related potential, ERP) 7]8F P EdA= o 2 =7 74 ued 2o 2FddAE d-E AT
WA ol FHo wet $g9 Hrl gE2A vty B § &iEa, 372}01]/\1“ AP TS AT 4% A
o oAl 2, omE W LEoA N0 E3 wA & d=mo] 7k mdo] ofgA ZF 2YFoA Ao FR

Hn, e EAH W2 FRA PA0 T LERGT
= Aolth. F, Aold FF Aol WAl wel ERP A ) piipe:/github.com/SKTBrain/KoBERT.
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2 Qx/A st @ AFAE BRI 5FAE
AZd g 71&3Ih
2. FHAAT

BERT Zdo] Y} & e AFEo] dojrmdoi

ofgsl o} Hurt AelE A watel Aojmde £

Y3l BAY e YYAA BT 0= el
sl FAAA 7 edFe sleiwg Arnsl slst

‘B ©3l(edge probing)’ 7]34 X3

ol &staL, -+

7P FE5E ARE EEsiY. &, T3 249Fe 5/\}
A HAE s o “EHZﬂQE o s 104 3k aL,
H dee 293des oA Ao 3l 71042
o= Aeoln. (1012 BERTQ] =3t OuZo}w Ax =
< I FFo FEES F TEdGE HE B
o ®2 Al d7scl FFHOE 44_64 =351

BERT/] T 2930l ?:i&xﬂ.oi A ARE A
Bk TRtk A AFolA o
140}7} 2] Ao W= %% niglo g Zhzho] &

Futt 543 ?*_01 AR AuEo] U=A HHst
J—Z} 39T o] vHlE o2 dojmd A Aoldt =F
o o] W wt & WAUEFES ol &3t ﬂﬂ%}
T Adve AHAES FAsAT. v ZolA [2]8 ATE
XWI’B‘M] Ao Rz 3ot

2.1 Li et al. 2021
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ERT, ROBERTa,
S IRIFY3HA
f& 27H4 O”iﬂr
A% e &9 3ol doen. BE TolE2 768
AHE HEZE Hol AAHSE R Qd¥oew
t}. The British National Corpus [11]eA4 FZ9| 2
FEoto] 7heAIE £ RES FHAHOH,
212 Hrtstdoh AF vloly FAOEA Ao
THE U 2ol F 7HA JIEeE U

AC)
*‘w

[ Lo rulo J}L k

E
Utﬂ/] ?-/HT__ u

Mo = 26 0 G L
o) ojo e
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c
=
o
= e

22

e
1o
ol

1. FHEAE ®2: ©@ojo] =4 FH o 2R,
22" SAF AlA] (e.g., The cats won’ t eat the food
that Mary gives them. vs. *The cat won’ t eating the
food that Mary gives them)

2. omAd WA {FAA(animacy)# A el 7] oF
(selectional restriction) 9%t (e.g., The cat won’ t eat
the food that Mary gives them vs. #The cat won’ t bake

the food that Mary gives them)

S o

=

22

(219 4% 714 4ol $& wdle RoBERTaol
®. ROBERTaR®e o|vld WH urks Fe5Aed
WA FRE AT 0 HY 9N FAHCE §

g wehgol Uehdtm nusgd. o Ane
olmdo] Aol WA FFo| Ho|E AR}l E}Eﬂl
grhs 2L omath aoF Ay the 1Y 1%

m}i)&r

LK)

Surprisal gap Morphosyntax — BLIMP (Subject-Verb)

24
14
0

Semantic — Pylkkanen and McElree

a3 1. 9o 7]¥F RoBERTa EdoA YEIG F 71X
Ao egzd =ehg 7 A

3. 4%
3.1 gk=ro] H Ol

T3ke] B ATNAE F A
otk FEEAE wHe (2]
2 wEol TAS}AL, vl
= AT HolE AL 7]
woz wEgith 134115161 g & 14 & AF

ojol EZ] =4 HE%
T
(D) a. ofo]7} W& o
b. *o}o]7} wr& 9 01\]9;11:].
(2) a. grprt &2 agsa Qo
Y E AL b. *dvr} %él%_ 8834 Yt
Q) a AAde] 2 g5& A B2
Rk
b. *AAdoel 1 e Al BE
Rk
D) a. ZoAr & ZEH FYT
b. #7otA7l & =W HE
<1 k.
(2) a. gr7} 418
b. #Arh7h 545 W3S

% 114 R o} W2 F8o e} 270710 A
24 AL, 7 B4 AEE AET WF 3ol
HHgH o2 o] FojHTh

3.2 =&&-7(Surprisal gap)

2 ATolAe) Behg A4 B

Ao
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I
i
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o =kl Wi HAHo=E AT 18 HE
I Ao Wz FAY zolE =ow-A MR ded
2o TS vg o E ALte At
surprisal gapy (D) =

[E{surprisal (s

(s}) — surprisaly (s;)}1 4
o {surprisaly (s;) — surprisal (s;) }7_;

33 #To] BERTS ol &% Wy 24 £4 =9

B m=RoA= AdstEE o] )M BERTS WA

24 240 Hgdrh & =89 4 2d2 139 29
Zo] jh=o] 7]Wk BERTY 7|8 Fx%9 EdlAZw o <l
Y 127 e¥Zogrny 7z EEE EW Juy HE
& FEIG 5o, 4 oY £4 g6 FE3 E
2 9" HEE ARt TheAt B RdE FY
Sl

a8 29 7o) wdlol %+ Hugging Face
Model Library?el| Al A|Fst= AbdEHAE KoBERT 1
3 KR-BERT9] #lo]2 W& AHEdth FE|FAE =
ouz Wz EAS dojrdel 2yFHE ¥l
3, 3h=of 7]HP BERTS] 2oz dwd ¥WHE
FEot TFAIRE Bl ol Age kA £ 2l
(GMM)& Arg3tdth. 2dS FHAT7] el 3y
9 T X (Korean Corpus)ellA F2LZ Aeist A&
< At a8la 1% A dEd AsES v
o=z A" A3 EF9 dd(Test Corpus)s =d 4
7hll AbgskdTh stgE GMM o] wWE =dd(GMM
Anomaly ModeD)< /\}4‘—‘—6}04 el SAE a8a /]D]FQ
W2 AAEE Fojzl ZA4Y thy el s ii}w
JqL 2do] HgxE Hristdnh. 18 vheF W F ’?—XJ
stk A7t ALY ARG sud 49 Fﬁa’%}
AA-s AEET 3

A=)
w4

dorr

rlo lo

Gaussian
Mlxture Model

ENCODER

ENCODER

2) https://huggingface.co/models

= 9 g=o] AuAje shadls] =24 (20219)

4 )

+ Gmm_scores on syntactic pairs
* Evaluate sentence pairs

f GMM Anomaly Model

Sentence_encoder

1

® snunlp/KR- BERT char16424

‘ * Calculate surprisal gaps for
tasks

% Hugging Face

-

« Generate sentence pairs:
Morphosyntax, Semantic, ‘
/ \ Comnlwnsense /

‘Korean' ‘ -
Corpus

‘ Y\ skt/kobert-base-vl

Test corpus ‘
(*.csv files) )

a9 2. 3o

ol
=

7%k BERTS ] &3 GMM ¢lof wWi# =

£ ATA GMM o] WA mue 9
ko] 7|¥k BERT o=@ 12719 &

TREY. 19 3% Zo| el WA HAl B
™ KR-BERT7} KoBERTR.O Hz E& EAd digk A

=7t 22 AoE eyt mdo] oydsdE #H
A ®W KR-BERTE 10 &4 =o] 71% éz——% HAIAEE
R om, KoBERT+ 4¥ 24=9 ATV 714 &

Ao FAHAH.

1.0 /_ . S
081 l‘\\
3061
©
3
& 041
KoBERT
0.2
-4 KBERT
p.o
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Layer
a9 3. 2493w @=o] su BERT 4=
FrtH o w7 B AFdM= 7 BEFAM w8s A
o E2 W WE AoloMel woje AR A

(Pearson correlation)S A4k} 4 th.
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=0~ KoBERT
== KrBERT

Pearson Correlation

a9 4 BEF f9d =2ks Aok 29 RlEg Aol
ol o A
% 49} #Zo] KR-BERT7} KoBERTHE T} ¥z &4 &
Ao g EF d¥ sohs Fe 8 NEs 3
FHBATE A RE 24YTAA w=de Ae & F 3
T mdoA =g FFe 23 HE Aol e
*Jl?ﬂrﬁlﬂ YEFRA R, 249350 wmopdesE o @

(

AAH o2 ZolEQTh AT, ko ABIAE viAY
274 A&HATGE Fe FAY & ok

1L

S
L.

4. 49 23

B wRlAE dd AT oA ¥d drsg
Yoz 7tz @=o] s BERT ¢lojnde] oY=
kil BE7E TFH A=A BT
A= 5% H¥ KR-BERT®} KoBERT 2&-& T3S
F 49 i dEeM vebd 2x F4 %}ta u
7/4\0]1:}‘ OeA T2 AFYTFE O 5L &
< ozt 7 dojrdofA (9] Lla KR- BERT
13: KoBERT) FE|EAZ Wz EAo 35199 &
A L =% HeE 29T «l”lﬂ E"JZ%‘
dAo R gele] 29TelA R 301 e
At o] A4F dxe] HEe Ay ATolM Ba
Aol A8 [91

é%rﬁ;é

Qb > fo © 2 oo I o

32 B4 o ol
(@ oo 2

10

Layer
Layer

o = N W b U O N O ©O

Layer
Layer

o = N W » U O N © ©

&

a%“’Fq%}%@

a9 5. KR-BERT($)9} KoBERT(e}eh)E
AR R ETEESE ST EIRCEY
= 33

o] &3 FHF
(e =

29 63 ol o] MHe] FHo| weh dojmulel

ey E Hg$-7 BET 24 et RS A
ATk FrHA o E dFS FZuEe AdE F dom
do] RoF+= ESH-F @Y ExY Aololth
KR-BERT 2o FelsAA w3 oiEso] ddiz e
2 F2 -4 #FS 2HEE 11 24YS7A R
FRAT, oz WA JoHoz e a3
< BEE %—. ZoA UAZ FEHoFT XN&EHOFT HoF
9t} AW KoBERT ZdoA HejEAZ WA o LS
& 3o A 11 eY=7lx] AgAoZ =& =gle-7Y
el =3 4HA 7

UEbt e, ouz W dqEE2 5
YUZoA Ao r Fe =a1e-7] zho] JERG
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Morphosyntax - Subject-Verb Morphosyntax - Subject-Verb

N

o

Semantic - Pylkkanen and McElree Semantic - Pylkkanen and McElree

Surprisal Gap
Surprisal Gap

01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011 12 0 1 2 3 456 7 8 9 101 12
Layer Layer

o eygEd =88-71 (KR-BERT €%, KoBERT

sl=ro] 7]¥k BERTS] 24HSHE=Z &3A
& B2 £ Bxo 94 AWugth o
EX(principal component analysis,
ZYPToY IH AN FASE FF
EAES F MY do=2d KR-BERT# KoBERTe

=

=48t

o
PCA)E ©] &3}t
§—l_

,,,,,,

a9 7. KR-BERT (£D)¢} KoBERT (e}&h)ell A 1, 4, 7, 10

2% 7oA B 4 Qo] <=7 o ojul: A 20%
o) WEs B2g weln, <wuwlr o ou: uEx

80%E LT F 7HA AlojzolA RF IH, 49, TH,
A

ghojol A UERd o] WFe FiFol wel o]
718k dojmelel KR-BERTS KoBERTE &4 oA tf
2ZA Agste dES RAFAT B AFoA #EH
FFELS T 2YZTAA F2 A FRE AA/AY
sta, 49 24YFdA F2 9r] HRE QAA/A gt
= A3 A Li et al.(202De] 27 ¢} =2 & B o
ToE FHEAZ HE EES ou|z HE EER
o JA 2YFdd AAHA FuFez ¢ =& e
#e RAFA. dk=ro] 7|HF BERTS} o] 7|9k BERT
o] o]} Ze Aol HYH Aol EFUolA WAl 7]
A%t &, 4% "gojxr] @92 E-3d T EE
o] FEEE gojgt 2, T=ols wEojolr] w o
gojxy|vto 2= tho] BEES TR oH YA AE
Y Bd A S ARSI tA] e, EE 2d i
o] Ao} APolx J&Fe F3 Ytk FHAY. 2EF
o7, B Ao Ay AxE Eo o] bk =
X0 dojmdo] ZF eYZoxe <ol ARE QAX|5}
7] f18te] Aolgt oz F 7iA] WA dEES AHE
ot HE R FQoh

AAke) 2
o] =EE 20209 YBAWE WER FRATA Y U
MFEATAANGY LS ol F
(NRF-2020S1A5A2A03042760).
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