2=9-4

BT — 2 RXR— 2 % Fif U 7z end-to-end #5 fa 2
S I, I (R K /JST & & %13

1 EL®IC
BUE, ThSE RS TR % #5 AT 500 5 A
ZEE - 2 L IclT Bl

’&EZTBV), %Fﬂé =
DX 6 HALINT WD [1]. BEEHENRNEES
MEfT X 4, FEEEANOKBEEMOMAEN I E TLLE
IZRDSNTETWA, KIgETIE, 77 Fh—EHD
BAVERREI. K RS REFE ZFRELTWS. TT
b — RO RS T, BRI ENEZ 1T 5 BRI T
I"]O)Tlfi@i“ﬁﬁﬁ‘%ﬁﬁ‘ét&b FERHINF I A D Bk
NRIDELSHEITERVWEAERH L. TDD,
JABROANE DI azr—ya i kEeEn3. %
FEISNEEZ ST TH, FEERCE A AR AT LRl
9222 Ta3a=lr—>avieb I LIEAHET
HBEN, WMEREEEDZ IEFREVAEHHTDH D,
ﬁ%&:ﬁﬁ%bb‘tb\l{ﬂﬂﬁ\%i%ﬂ’bé ZTD-D,
HREEZED-ODHFHIZ &L D LEY —VIZiZ+0 7k
——XNH Y, Hn@b%ﬁ#%éthé
BB AT LMIESH XL, HEHEFHEYA~Y—
FNAE—=H =R EEFEOMZ RGHRITHHEI AT
5. LU, TN56DYAT LIFEED RN AE R
LLTHY, SiEREHEREOREEVFHET LI L
IFEEL V., RESPEEREORFEA XA IVIL, B AR
EHEENC X O EEE L RS ERY, BELESN
UL, BIZTHEIZEF TR 5. Fig. 1T
WEEHMEREEEDORG 5 bbb DAY b
TI LERT. RUIRT LI, EREZEDSFIX
B BRES DA DD, EEEDED LK
L ERB1D, MBS FREY AT MIRIAL
27\, WS EEE A NRE U SRl AT h e
T, BEHOREETNEHWSFIEL [2, 3] BEE
INTWBN, l%%@??ﬂitbfﬁ’]ﬁ%@’?@T“
RERVBELT D, UL, WEEESIIRTI
%%Amﬁmﬁﬁ%mtb,kimamT—aémﬁ
THILIEFHLW., EEFEEFEOT—XHLRE LT,
FEEBPEZEZ oD, S [4] 1%, partial least
squares "N\ — A D E A HUT B\ T Fii R
ZHWS Z & T, FEEFEEE IR ER I &AWL
7z. Jiao 6 [5] &, BONHIER A Y M7 =2 R—=ZAD
PEEARIZED, BEHEOEFEEBEELEDD DAL
THILILLBT—RIRERE L2, RifETIX
PR TH D HAANEREEZEDEH 2T TS,
AEAEESHEEZE L HARAABEEOEF2ZHWS Z

i
), FARHERE (Fi7 )
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Fig. 1 Example of spectrogram uttered for /u ch i
aw as e/ of a physically unimpaired person (top)

and a person with an articulation disorder (bottom)

& BT —RILEERET 5.

End-to-end €& 7 VI i CEMEae e TV
EMEBTE S0, EEBAIHEITHON T
5. I T, KW TH end-to-end FHERMME T IV
ZRHT 5. KFETIX, end-to-end FEZHET V&
LT, listen, attend and spell (LAS) €7V [6] %{H
3 5. LAS E5)ViZ, listener €Y a—)L & speller
EVa—VTHEINT WA, Listener €Y 2—)Uid,
o R EE RS & RN L 214 5 encoder TH
D, speller €Y a—ITZFN 5D S5 AFTRFINI IS
T 5 G EDEMERRG % )13 % decoder TH 5.
Listener €Y 2 — )V FEE 5 )b, speller EY 12—
VRS FEET YT S, £z, VF ) VHLE
AR AT LT EEETORMERIZ L v EREE
M LEEE, ESHEOFET —XREWSTI LN TE
BIUARBENTED [7), LAS EFLEMNET
WVF VU HVEFRRBY AT LZBWTE, TOHE
FEAREINT VS 8. 22T, UFD 2 D%KE
T35, 120, MEREEFIIRFARAIVEELRS
O, BEHEHEHOFHEETABLETHS. 2 DHI,
EEOEMICEAD ST, SHEVXFAUTHNIESIEET
WIEHAETES., ZNHDIRELD, REFETIE
WS REE % £ HARNGEE & AMNE GG T listener €
Va—)VEHEFL, HRAFEESE L @EFEE T speller
EVa -V ELETHHEEZRD LAS €7 )L & M
T5. ZIKD, HRAAMEREEFREGDOEY 2 —
NaFd, T—XBEWALI LN TE S LHMFT
5.
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2 Listen, attend and spell model

LAS €7V [6] 1%, encoder-decoder ETIVTH D,
encoder, decoder &% %N, listener, speller & IFE
s, SEREERIINEZ SN2, LASET
WITERRVNDOERHERZLLTND LS IZEIRT 5.

ZIZT,x = (Tl HZyonor) & Yy =
(yla 7ysa' ayS) i%*b%i’b %@%%&atﬁ

EORNERT. =, y,, T, S ExTNhZEh,
TV —LIZBI2EE8REE, s %E@Hﬂﬁa
R, ANRBEO 7V — L8, WhEHEROH%E
# 9. Listener X encoder-recurrent neural net-
work (RNN) ThHh VO, ANEEREERY = %
HIRE h = (hy,..,hy, ... hy) ~NEHT S, 2
ZT, h,, U< TIEZEHnZTH, vFEBHOD listener
77, listener @ )1 RFNE % £ §. Speller 1
decoder-RNN TH D, h z A1k L, ERZRFDE
BHER y 2 HEET 5.

Listener |& pyramid bidirectional long short term
memory (pBLSTM) IZ X 0I5, €I I v R
MG, FHROEM S LPURRRZ BT, L0
KWK A Ty I o BEREREME T %
WREIZ T 5. Listener (2 X BH NI FOXTRE X
ns.

h = Listen(z; fyss), (2)

ZZ T, Opis & listener D/NXT A =X TH 5.
Speller (FIEEHREREZ W /- 510 LSTM 12 & O #E
b, FERENZEWT, speller I$ZNETOH
TN o YERA O I 2 KT 5.
5T, EEMICXD, AJTEEREERSOMEHR
ERNRZEN L o2 EKT 52 e TE
5. Speller IZ& BHNIEUATORTRIAINS.
HP

(y|h; Ospr) = slh Yy os:0sp1)

(3)
(4)

P(ylz) =

= Spell(h; Osp1),

ZZT, Ogp ldspeller DNTA—=XTH5.
LAS € 7VIZA F O AIESE % ot d 2 £ 51

FHEINS.
Lras(D,0Lis,0sp) = Ex y~p[—log(P(y|z))], (5)

ZZT, DRERABRIIBONIET 2 ERRFINDER
Th5.

R

i SCEE

Output English phoneme Japanese phoneme
E-Spell J-Spell
D-Listen C-Listen

|

English Japanese

dysarthric speech ~ dysarthric speech Healthy speech

Input

Fig.

Japanese dysarthric speech is uttered by one target

2 Overview of our proposed method.

speaker in this paper.
3 REFE

Fig. 2 IZREETNVOMEEZ RT. REETNVIE
LASETNER=ZLLTHH, 22D listener & 2
DD speller 1IZ & DFER S ND. B TIE, HAA

M EEEZLZIFMEXNRE LTE D, DI, HIEGEEE
FZnz2IRT 5.
3.1 EFTUVY

REETIVIE, EEH listener “D-Listen” & %

# F listener “C-Listen” % £§D. D-Listen |d# ¥
EEFRFOHARGEGS (“HARGERES) L RiEaGs (¢

WEERER) CHAEI NS, Tk, HEGEH
THDHHAREREZOFZE T —XPPETHH->TH,

HEFE 5% HOEFRT— R KRRICHARTS 2L T, +
SIZFHINT listener 252 VN TE S, £77,
RVF ) VU HNVEEIZ LD listener 23 & D BWRHEER
BEMERT 2 Z e WfFTcE 5. C-Listen (35
FHORCHAGETES (“HAAMEREH") OEFDAZE
ABre UTHS.

X 51T, FEET T IVIZEEE speller “E-Spell” & H
REE speller “J-Spell” 2D, TN 5L listener £
Ja—-VothrEANEL, ENTEh, JEEE EIZIK ﬁ
DEZDRERMERE LK T 5. HAGERESEDO S
AJ1& U7z D-Listen ®H 77, &U‘Elzliﬁn@-%%@ =]
Fa AJ1& U7z C-Listen D /71%, J-Spell %@ L T
HFROERHERRIINERI NG, SFEETIVILREE
DAEMIZEDL S THAGERGECHATE 5720,
FOEREZRAWSZ LT, +oItZEE I Nz speller
EHRBTHIENTELLHffTE 5.

33

w

2439
B I HEBFHMERIIP A I N &1L, 2D

3=
ﬁfﬁaﬁ% DL HEEEZ R KRLT D LD IZET AN
—ROHEEERITS. HARGEEEZEDOT —X2y b
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& UT, Dyp 2 ANRIIBOHIGT 5 & HRIIDE
“L9%. Dep & Dyo BREKKIZ, KFEREEH L H
AREEREHEOT — Ry P ULTENETNEHT S.
REET VI TOHMBEE 2 /M 2 & 512
T s,

L145(Dep,0p-Lis,05-spi) + L1.As(Dip,0p-Lis, 0.5-5p1

+ Lras(Djc,0c-Lis,01-5p1)s (6)

Z 2T, Op-Lis, Oc-Lis, Op-spi; 05-sp1 1 ETNZ N, D-
Listen, C-Listen, E-Spell, J-Spell /35 X — X TdH
5. ZOETMIZBWT, £@TOEY 2— LA FEIZ
mEfbE N5,

4 FHMEER
4.1 KEREMH

REFHEIIEFZRHR X AT CiHi 217572, FHiliEs
HELUT, MEREEEBE24OEFR2EH U,
EHhEEEEA L, ATRFEHBEARGEEHE T — X X —
A [ ITEEND 216 HEE R L 72, 1 ANHOREH
(“Dysarthric speaker1”) (% 216 B.3ED 5 [A# 5 755
ZINER L 7-. 2 NHDREEE (“Dysarthric speaker2”)
13216 HiEEH 6 HEEE2 FFE TS o2z, KD

D 210 BAFED 5 [MEGFREE 2GR L 7=, 1 FaEH 25T
flli, %0 D 4 FFHEN2FHIMHAL. BEESTAH

X, ATR MIZEHHAGES H T — X X—Z0 6 5 1
H BN L, 5240 HEE27Y, EEREEEEH LM
—® 216 HFEZE FEMICHA U 72, HEEEEE SR L L
T, TORGO T—&R—2Z [10] ZH L. M3
&, BEAZDEENS, 2,726 BERZBERLZ. &
T—RAR=ADHEBT—RDH>H, 5% % ET VD
By bhel, BOZ2FLy b LTREIKT DR
DI U2, SERHEIE, 7LV —L4Y 7 b 10ms,
Z0E 25ms THIH X N7z 13 R7TD MFCC 12 A, AA
B4y 2 A 72 39 IRTTDRZ ML E AW, HHEE
#1% E-Spell 2859, J-Spell * 56 (Zhif - #&itz05 %
HBL) & U7z, FRERMEREDFHIMIZ I3 7F3R D % (CER:
character error rate) % F\\ 7z,
R=—AFA4VVATLE LT, /KD LAS ETIL
IZHDLK 20DEF I ERHELZ. 1 DHIFHAAE
WHEDEEDOAZHAVWTEEINZLAS €T, 2
DHIFHAEREZOEREMATHEE LEZET IV
TdHhB. Listener TV 22— )LiZ1%, BLSTM B0z
512 2=v b® 2 & pBLSTM JE@ 2 N X 72% D%\
7=. Speller €Y a2 —)Vizl, EFEEEZFEFDO 5122
—v PO LSTM EDO#IZ, HAOBXLTY 7 <y
JAEEBALZETIVEHRAWEZ, Ny FH 1 X 64
L, IRNVAL=Y VT EFTW, Huditicid Adam
ZHWZ, FERT led & U7

S i SR
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4.2 ZREBRER

BN, N—2A 51 VETFIVOFMFERIZDOWTHR

N3, Table 112, HAGE@FEZHEDEEDAZEHANT
FEUZETIVORBHEREZRT. BEEICHERT,

PEEZORMEIIEL<HMT LI AR THNS.

) TN, MEEORFEAZANPREZLE KER

RBE-DTHBEEEZSNSD. Table 212, HAEE

WHEHAGEREEDOMGOEA ZHWTFE LK

ETNVORMAEREZRT. HEEFEDOT —XEHWEZ
& T, Table 11ZHART, X D&\ CER BG5S,
MELEOEFRLEZER L AZFEM TONZ-DELE
Y (7

Table 1 CER (%) of a model trained on speech

data of a physically unimpaired person only.

Test speaker Top-1 Top-3
Controlled speaker 12.2 9.2

Dysarthric speakerl  72.2 69.2
Dysarthric speaker2  76.3 75.3

Table 2 CER (%) of a model trained on joint
speech data of a physically unimpaired person and

a person with an articulation disorder.

Test speaker Top-1  Top-3
Controlled speaker 11.2 7.2
Dysarthric speakerl — 27.2 22.2
Controlled speaker 11.2 9.2
Dysarthric speaker2  32.1 27.0

RIZ, RETEOFHERERIZOWTIRAR S, Table 3
WWRT &I, BETFEIR—-ATIAVETIVED
HEWHERERE SN Z. BEE TV, Table 2 THE

fifi L7z E 7V & [A U721 O HAGERER OEE T —

REIZHELSTHENMELTEY, ZHITREE
FIOVINREEELZD T — X2 H\\W5 Z & T, listener
EVa-ABL0ENREHEREEETERLIL
2. JATHISE [8] LAERIZ, LAS €TV E MWk
TV—LT7 =7 IEEEEFIIILTCEAENTH S
ZEDNRINT.

Table 3 CER (%) of our proposed method.

Target speaker Top-1 Top-3
Dysarthric speakerl  23.2 19.2
Dysarthric speaker2  30.0 24.9
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Table 4 Example of ASR results for dysarthric
speaker]l predicted from our proposed method.

“pau” indicates the pause.

Ground Truth | pauur ay a- m a sh ii pau
Predicted pauum aaaasiipau
Ground Truth | pau d a ky ou pau
Predicted pau d a k ou pau

Table 4 (Z 1 NHOBEER ORISR OH 2 R T.
KEY, FEPRELRTWHEAVHER TS 5. HE
EEEERE L, HROAMEHEEIC L FE2HET
LZONHL L, SENPHEED D545 20 SR
NhHbd. HEFELLRBTETEY, ETANIOD
X REEEGFOREMERA TSI EEZOND.
BoONTZFAY DA Z ST 2 Z LT, ZOFEEDHE
FHLUOOLWHEDHKRIZEN S LI N5, X 5IT,
BMOFTESMZ2IGHTS I 2T, &0 EBEE 2
ExEondseEZONS.

50

O Top-1 4 Top-3

40
S
o~ 30
[sa}
O

20

10

216 432 648 864
Number of words
Fig. 3 The correlation between error rates and the

number of training words.

BIBIZ, FETF—RBIINT AREFEOMRED
i 2 T o7z, 1 NHOREEE ZERL, B
T5T7—XEEAHEE 1 RIFGES DO 4 BIFGED £
TZAbL I 7=, JEEREE S KO HARGEME H O FY
F—RREIFB{EERW. fiFEy MIHERET, T
Ry 7850 L UCTETNVEFEE L. Fig. 3I1TRT
XDz, FEUiFEE DFEE T — X &S & R sE
HEHLT B Z 5. HAGE speller 1, HAZE
fEEH L HAGEREED T — X2 AL LTZIT 5.
HAGERES DT — X &1 T 5 &, MHERICHA
EHEEDOT—XENKELRD, HARGE speller ¥
HAGEMREED T —XIZEDFEHILTEET 220
BENSILZEEZOSND. £/, HAZE speller
B2DODRAAL U DOD AT ZEH’D 7=, FEPH
Lo TWwWaBeEZONE., T, FAA V#EG
REDOFEME#EMT 5 Z & CTRIBPHIfFTE 5.

S i SR
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5 HHYIC

ARTIE, LAS EFMICHEDL, MEmELED:
H®D end-to-end AR AT LAERELZ. WS
P2 R D EEEEE, HAANEEZEOE S ZH W
T — XAEER AT\, BRI HARGEME R & » HARGER
BEEOT—REMEAELUTHFE UG A L HRTHE
MabETsZ 2RI

HEE REFZE O —¥E, JSPS BIEFE JP17J04380,
JST & &%) JPMJPRI15D2 Ok 2277~ DT
Hb.
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