H A B i TG SR
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FEE B 5 5 PR 5 1 B FEGH R E G D MR
YRR, AR, OEW, AR (I K)

1 FL®IC

AEDEEFZEBMOFRIZ LY, SR
MOREIFIAMEREDL X))V ETEDI DT
5. GERET N AL, BHEGSICEDI NV
A7) —BEENARETH D L WD HEIDH D
728, BEEZFANOHHANRKDLNTND. A5
DOXFRE LU TWD T 7 b —E RN, X
DFEEICE ) HNOABEREE P HEEL, SR
DHEHEMAHHIZRZ2EETHD. ZORE%
BOBEOLIETFENVAHBETHD 720, &
AT N ADORABPRI NG, UL, i
HWOARBEREENEF L DAL S TEER EH DA
WZEEND 720D, EUWREVLRNEE L 255
[EEEZHAELUTCVDIBESCFETD. 77 h—
YRR R SN S B FEERRE A D & IR
BRIZBED)RTL, kol HETHEE L -EH
RIMET NV CITFHIPEETH S.

M = IR BT 2 SR AD AN
RKEWVEFEOHMMNS, FHT— X%tk
TELZEVHNEETHD. TDD, DEOWHE
EEZSHENOEFRSY AT ARZEET LM
EHD., TNETOMEIEES S HRBICE
9 D HF5ETIE, Data augmentation % W\ T
BTF—REHPT7 T0—F (1] %, HHELHS
THUMFEE U ZET I V2 EESESTHICHELCIE
BETINV#IG 2] DFESWMSN TS, Thb
DO TIE, HHEAHETIVE L TDNN-HMM
NA Ty REFTIVR, End-to-End €T IVHH
WHNTWD., Z<OFHEET IV, BHERE
MTETIULINTEY, FRI)SHEEEFIAD
BT HEEDO RS HHRE E /U - Fah s E N
Anbshd., UL, MEbEESIIRGEREICE
HINZBEYIZELSK KT T2 LHRHETH
BGEMNE . Lo T, —BIIZHNSNT
WA IMEREEOREEXKMUTE
57, MiEEESTFRIICHNDIINTLE
WY TIEBRNEEZEZOND. ZD &S BAIERE
BFEFEREL, IR IEE S 12 B B Z RV %
BEZTUFW, BRI - BEEADIRE %
TROTULES Z L ITEN5,

fEEEZNRE Uz EHidan Clk, Acoustic-
to-word & 7V & ’EIEN D End-to-End % 7 38k
ETNOEETHNTVS [3]. Acoustic-to-
word ETIIE=a—F )32y N =27 & HNT,
HEREEN O EHERENANDOEWRZ T, FE
i E A O TICHERAEETEEERET IV
bR EBTES. UL, ZOETIVIREROE:
FER—2ADEFBBET NV LU T, KED
HRT—ANRELRDL, TDD, EEkEES
HAEREICITE L T 5T, AR TIIERDE
FUVNNTEHRINZHER-ZADFHRHTE
TIVEHND.

AR TIE, WMEREESDZODOREEEE D
G2 RETT 5. MEREZEORKIEAL A IVIE
Haia OIERICE > TERARD 20D, MERES
TEITHKERREE R EICIE S, DI, FEEERE
HEMISIED720I17, SHERBETINVTOR
WAE RN D BROMBINNE =V 2oL, F
FHERZBETDIIN—-IVERETD. JEL
W=V W->T, HKEFREIIHEZEBNTL I L
T, NROMEREL ICAFEHS L2 HELIED.
BT, HEEHEEHEICOENM R T D720
2, REBHEE S il X A TOERZITD.
HN XY -iEEE HCTREHEE A RET T
VEFE L, BEERTCIHMEZ1TS.

2 TEAHBICHITDIREFE

Fig. 113, SHAMIIH I D HEEREDLE %
RUEHETHS. SETTIVILEY, SELL
THIMEINZBATERINTVWDS., 2T,
T RO N & BEES L UG, Bt
FTEHEEDOHFRMPGELINZFKEHEELZHOTH
FHNIN O HEEFANDEMRELTS. £/, TEET
V& EET HEITIE, WICHGES % 2 RYIAE
ML, SFENNEEMS VL LTS, O,
RIS RHEVEINTVIIGE, #Eo/z
RV ERHWZEE275->TUED. IR TR
B id, SRS HEENIAEHLTL
FOILIZEMND. RN REEREE ISR E
DFFEE KL -EDTHY, IhE@EEHLH

* An investigation of adaptation of a pronunciation dictionary for dysarthric speech recognition.
by Yuya Sawa, Ryoichi Takashima, Tetsuya Takiguchi, and Yasuo Ariki (Kobe University)
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Pronunciation
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(Transcript) Translation ~ (Phoneme labels)
.
j\/v\}\/v\/\/\r Training
(Speech)

Recognition phase

. Pronunciation
Acoustic model .
dictiona

¢ HH AH L OW HELLO
Recognition (Phoneme-level Translation  (Final output)
outputs)

(Speech)

Fig. 1 Role of the pronunciation dictionary
during the training and recognition phases of
speech recognition.

A AR A ISR D EEHOGHREICT
DFEMBHTD LI, BT UEHEYTER.
F7z, MEREEDOFEEOFRFIIERIZEL->TE
R85, AWETIE, FEEHO—RNREEZ
fldl Z DREFEEFICHSIED I L 2lAD.

3 F&

Fig. 2 I3 REFEOBME L RL TS, £94)
DIZ, BHEGSEEENLEDISIZHS LTS
N, GEBMIAATIZEVHLMNITS. v
T, BRDMIEROEGH N —V2n L,
EHERZBIETD OOV =L E2RETD. &
Bz, V=IVZEOWTEBEIN-FELZ HWV
THREMmEETIVEFEL, HEERMA AV T
LAl % 17 5.

3.1 ZHRDBEBETIVICLZZEDRYEADH

HEORVMEMZ ST 572012, MEkEE
HEE e GEABETIVCEY  WHsEE. 2
DETIVDEEDFE N TIX, WRFEHEDEBED
FZ IO BNDT, —MRRRFETERE I
OKEMINNEFHATE L ICHETD. A
MFETIE, —RAZRRFEHFEEZ2HND Z LI &
LMRELDRT S0, REO/EEESE
FAWZETNVOHGFEEITD. —MRNRFGER
T EOFKFTEZR/FIZLTVWEDT, Hil
FEINEZETIVIFIFRE L 52T VO
BEBEYNFEETL., ZOHFFEHLEZETI
EEMEREEEANLHEICT D202, KiFED
FailIx U CTE T IV % fine-tuning I 5.

HERE T IVIZIX, End-to-End ET VD —

S i SR

— 806 ~

Target dysarthric
speaker’s speech

Phoneme
. Phoneme
recognition [—»| o
recognition
model
General
. ronunciation
Recognition result pronut
dictionary

(phoneme sequence)

Analyzing Adanti
mis-recognition | — Extracted rules ——» [ xcap mg}
dictionary
patterns

Use for
Adapted ..
o training
pronunciation &
dliteany; recognition

Fig. 2 System overview.

Reference
(phoneme sequence)

fETd 3 Hybrid CTC/attention[4] €7 )L %
TWd. ZOETFIVIE, CTC LEER#MN SO
VIA—XATFA—=ZETIVOD 2 FEEED End-to-End
ETFINEMAEDLEZEDTHS. DNN-HMM
EFIVCIE, AiBICHI2EREZEEBLTET I
fbZf7\V, #EFEE2 XS5OI THMM O
REL UTEHETD. ZOLI BHMAEEDNDT
T, — AR REEREE & (T BRI
EZITRTWVWEEZLENSD. — 5D End-to-End
T, HREEMAT /) 74V UTERT
5720, TOLD BB IIFUTI)HEEERE
TIVIZBR D L WFI 5.

3.2 JEMEFEDIEK

AT, HFRERBTTIITH T D R R
MOEISTREEEERT 2 FIHEZERS, £, §F
fifir— 41210 [ BT 2 S FRICEHL, T
NS D F FIZE MR 72 DR S 5
BT 5. REZRIZONT, TRTOMAH/S
2=V DOHBEEZLTD XS IZEIETS.

OCCi_>j

Ratei_> j = Oce:
7

(1)

ZIT, Occinj B& U Rate;yj 1%, GFi%H
Fj LU ZmE, BMEEThThELTH
5. F£72, Oce; \$FHMiT— 2 AN DFHFE i O HBH
BERT. 0T, TRTOFEBHNZ—> D
THAHR Rate,; BEH @ EAL 5 DOMAE
bEZHET 5. ZoMAGDLEIRK>T, —#%
(R FEEHREE B X TN B BEED RS 2 B IE
U, #5585y N&28INT 5. #HlZIXFig 3
WCRT &L, /p) — /b L BBRT DA, Fi
R CBRINTVDITARTOD/p/% /b/IZEE
P Z 72N —V DREEH-IEMT 5. /2,
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General dictionary Adapted dictionary

(Word) (Pronunciation) (Word) (Pronunciation)
APPLE AE P AH L APPLE AE P AH L

APPLE AE B AH L

Fig. 3 An example of modifying dictionary
based on a mis-recognition pattern /p/—/b/.

BEDOEBBNZ — 2V REZLND55,
TOBEHNE =V 2 FHEFITEMNT 5.
FETEEZEIGI T8, SESEESIC
UT, ok %%wfﬁmwﬁ&xa%ﬁﬁ
HGEERE TNV & UTIE, End-to-End €57V T
1372 < DNN-HMM N 7 ) REFIL 2T
5. HEEL ~)LD End-to-End & 7 IVIEFEHIZK
BOT— R e BBEL T 5720, FKiEkEE%HEY)
SIS T EFAULDNN-HMM N 7V RETI
DHEDNRFIZHE L TWD EEZOLND.

TR

4 FHEsRER
4.1 ZEREH

REFEOENEZ T 2720, 77 h—¥
RSV g 2 R DR PR 2 44 (SPK1/SPK2)
ZRGIT, HARGEKGES i & R D R %
FEEL 7. F5#F SPK1 & SPK2 1IZ2WT, ATR
HAGET —ANR—A B IZHEENDERENT VA
X%, TNTINA429 X & 501 KR U 7=, Kk
IZDWT, 50 & FHliT—4&, 50 X&BFT—
R, BEBY) RN 22 UT, TEZRBB LT
HEERME T IV OFHIHAL 2. FiikiEx
CSJ I—/8SA [6] # HVTHEREL /2. ATR 7—
Ay MIFIFHET DN CSI T—RL Y MMIF
FEURVWHEEIZDOWTI, BEEMFT Y
MeCab[7] Z T, ATR 7 —XLY hDAY
D 7 MR U TIRREEMAT 2 1T\, REIGE % &
FITBRRL 2. BEOMRIEFELEIIH 73,000 FET
Hol.

T EFJ 2L, End-to-End & & 3 i
Y — )V v~ ESPnet[8] % T, Hybrid
CTC/attention E 7 IV DFEH & 782>/, A
NEERHMEE LT, 80 IRITTDAILT 1IN A
NV 7RI Yy TR IR 725 83 IRoT D
ReE % W72, Mo iU, 558 39 FiE
W R H X <unk>, Bl 5 <sos>, - AU
5 <eos>, ZM A/ 42 otk U7z, Hybrid

P m SR
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CTC/attention €7 )DL Y I—X|%, 320 Ik
TTORNEEZRD 4 B 5742 pBLSTM & L
2. TA—RIE 300 RaDBENEEFED 1 E
MHRDHEFA LSTM &, TOHED 42 IRIED
J — R%&FKiD softmax D IEN SRR I ND.
EEMENEIZIE, location-aware attention % 5
U, mifbiZix AdaDelta % W2, Y ILF X

75K CTC DEABEBDOEAZ 0.5
WCERE L, @ik D CTC O IHERDEAL
HL<05& Uk HBERRBBETNVIIONTI,
CSJ F—4& Y MIERI N TV 2HY 240 K
DOREFEHEFZHOTHIEEZ L2RIZ,
HFhEEZDIIM T — X TETNHEISEITR S 7.

HEERERTE TV OFE B L OFHEI %, & A7
Y —I)bFw b Kaldi[9] Z Wz, AJ1& LT,
406D MFCC ZHitk 1 7 L —An#EAL, I
512100 ¥RITD iVector Z il 2 TR HI BT %
WALz, SEETIVE, 2FEEE L time-delay
neural network (TDNN) B2 56745, EAIVED
J— REU%625 TH Y, FEMELBIEUZIE ReLU %

AWz, F8E 7 )VIE LF-MMI £ [10] % FW
THEHELU . ZFE%RIT0001 &L, 70T

Y hMOE—ERE 01 DEATHEHAL, THRY
IEIF4 L U SEETINELT, tri-gram €
TI% CS]T—&RLY hDTFFANEHNTH
HU 7.

4.2 ERER
4.2.1 BRRYIEBRODT

Fig. 4 1, &ehi#& D ERAFRICH T DERFAT
WThHbH. F/-Tablel i, ;@(mlilﬁﬁlhb%
LN RARHENE N AL 5 DOBEHRDONRT %
RUTWD., KL EIZTFEOMRMNE <
RN, ¥ /p/R/f/D &> 5B % < R < T
FrENRREINIIS W Enngnd. TD—
JiC, GhFERAE OB Z — > (SPK1 D /ts/
& /s/, SPK2D/ch/ ¥ /e/) LDV, FHEIT LD
FattEEICSBETHD L ERD.

4.2.2 BLHEERAWE

136 NI FRERH/ S8 — TS T, KEEHITHE
nﬁﬁ#%’i’kﬁﬁi“‘i‘f_. Table 2 1%, —MZRFEERE
LGRS TN T NHW 256 O BEERTE
TN BT B HEE Y # (word error rate; WER)
ZRUTWS., BHEEES SRS 2 HN
$252&7T, SPK1T9.27%, SPK2 T 3.93%MD
M MERERGEZ ZER U2, ZNODFERNS, i

e
=AY
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Table 1 The extracted substitution rules
with their occurrence rates Rate;,; of each
dysarthric speaker.

Speaker | 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | 5
SPK1 z—d | f—s | ts—sh | ts—ch | s—y
0.190 | 0.143 | 0.143 | 0.107 | 0.098
SPK2 f—s | p—=>t | z—d | ch—k | e—i
0.294 | 0.250 | 0.185 | 0.179 | 0.169

Table 2 WERs [%] of word-recognition models
with general dictionary and those with adapted

dictionary.
WER
Speaker | General Adapted
dictionary | dictionary
SPK1 51.88 47.07
SPK2 64.57 62.03

HEEFICHFFHE2ECIEDL LT, FE
it o OVEBEDN A B9 B Z LM S.

5 &bHYIC
ARWFZETIE, WS REEE SRR E R

e RRERE OB EIT R0 /. FRaEttE 2 BIET
BIN—IVEEES D, &HRidasi RIZH T

B i/ R — KT U, RIS 15 A
WINPT WEHADNDH D T EAHS NI
DTG R 2 IV CRGEERE 2 ST
JHIEBH LT, HEED E%Eﬁn‘éﬁ%bfﬁd"é‘é Z
CRMERR Lz, SR, HMIRERRD DM
i NER Y PHIFRER Y, BHET S ai/\@ﬁ?ﬁﬁt

o,

I H

Wo o, KVBEMERIL—IEER L -REEREEE
R EMETT 5.
SE SRk
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