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DHACH L THRETZ 2T, ELSHEBETER
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TH3ZenEL, FHEPERL VO LERII 2=
r—a Y ORFFEEDENLWIGERZ VW EE X
b5, 2Dk, MEREEEOEHEHICIZEY
Z—XWHY, MEOBENRDHZLZZ 5.

JT4E, Deep Neural Network (DNN) % W7z &7
R OFRBICE - T, MEREESH TR0
THRRA BRIIFEDTON TV S, SR ESE TR
WBWTIE, FAARER T — 2D v i
KERFEL 72 5. MEREZIIRERICHEAD
BHEPKEL, HiET— X2 PoclGRd % 2 e
Lw. JERIFZEICHEWT S, FITT— BN EDOME
WHDHATE D, MEEES S S 2B AR T
% Data Augmentation D7 71 —F [1, 2] ¥, K&
DR FEE A 2 AW THEY L AR & 5
WETNEVBOMEREEEEH ZHOTHEYE X
HZETNVHEIGD 7 Ta—F [3, 4], BT —R~X—
ZEMGHT 27 T 0 —F 5| REDPREEIATVS.

INFETOMETHHAINTERLFE T —XIE, #
BREEEDND O UCDHBINIERDXEL A
L, ZORFEEFZRELLDDOTHE. ZDLD
RINEHFIIESFREEZ I > TRHEIKEZ W=D,
KEBDTF—XE2HEDL e HARETHZ. L hHEL
DFFET — X EWET 25k LTE, BHFAEHE
VRT3 WS FERH 2. HEEFEOBEEICE
2 HHEAEGEEZ IR T 25K, BRDFHA LTI
X2IERE L THEEREFICE s THIERADH
HANX W=, F— X OIEN RN AL TH %
rEZLNS. UL, MEREEEOHER XA LIE
BEHELRERZZep6, ANFIILDHENEELR
MUFHRZ LEITS L IEREETH D, TNLDE
WEHE T — X OIERGTERRD STV 5.

TRNVDINT =R EZETNVOEEIZHNE 77

n—Fr LT, HO#EMD D EENET NS, HC
i H¥E X, BNDOXRZAZI2EWNR T — R DFF
RB 2 HNELI R X 2 7 2 Z itk b &
/T2 THH, ANF—KIIRHLTHEENRTE
LEMEHEI T NNV LTETNVDEEEITS. A
RTIE, ZNVOMWEEREEEOHBHREZ AW
THCOHD H 2 E2T», FHLI-ETLVEERH
IS S 2 Z e TEARMBE DM EE21TS.

2 Autoregressive Predictive Coding

AWETIE, BOHED D EEDOFHEL LT Au-
toregressive Predictive Coding (APC) [6] Z {5
%. Fig. 1%, APC E7 VORI ZRL TW5.
APC 7L Unidirectional Recurrent Neural Net-
work (RNN) & Z 0RO PHEED» bR S, RNN
WEoTENINLBEETO 7 L—oEW2 o,
RDIZVL—22TFHTZ. FERDO 7L — 20T,
B 7 L — L QRFTHI 72 #EFR I BT 2 PRI S
3, KO KEBHREH» S 7L — 2 TFHZEITS 720
W2, n A7y THROFHT L —LBHERIT S, EFL
D¥ENZE, AR x = (21, 22,....,07) & THIES
9y = (y1,y2,...,yr) DED, UTFTERINI 3 L1
HRE2RMET 2 X5 IiThbhs.

T—n
Loss = Z |Titn — vl
i=1

3 HBEEREEEEFEOECHMHDFE

Fig. 2 1%, REFEOWMELRLTVWS. £33
DI, BEEEZFDO S VEL HHFEFEHE A0
T, FRZV—22TFHIT2HHEED DFEEITXD
APC ETNWEYET 5. ARF T, APCE7/UX
3 J& @ Unidirectional Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU)
&, Tk 1 oefaEroMlEhsd. 7
~AOVIEL O HHFAEGEIXHBNZ S 07— 2 2 IUET
5N TELN, MEREFOTHICHL T
WH LR AP, 2070, HMEREES
FOATHCHEMD W ¥E 21T 12356, 7T—X&R
RBIZEDETADPEMLRHERRZ +0ICERT

*Dysarthric speech recognition using unlabeled speech with self-supervised learning. by Yuya Sawa, Kento
Fujiwara (Kobe University), Ryo Aihara (Mitsubishi Electric Corporation), Ryoichi Takashima, Tetsuya
Takiguchi (Kobe University), and Nobuaki Motoyama (Mitsubishi Electric Corporation)
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ZRVAREEDL D 5. 2D BHETNEEY
SEZBO7 T —FL LT, HFEOYEEAET
VR LTHN R X A v ob&ET— 2% HWWT Fine
tuning 25 %, EFNVHEICOFENEZONDS. £
CTAMETIE, BEEOIREFEEET LD oM
EHREEEOREREETNVEMET 2 ETNVEICE
179.

HOHAD D8k, MEREEDOINANEF
FEWTHEREMRX R 7 2175, AT, &/H
B 7 L1Z Connectionist Temporal Classification
(CTC) &, Attention t#% 7z Encoder-Decoder
ETNEMHABEDE, Hybrid CTC/attention[7] €
TV ERMFEH T 5. 6 Encoder DRIIZHE L7z APC
E7ND GRU EE2 2D 17, RrEEmmhsge U
TS 2. ZAUTkD, —RIVBRIHEEZ AW
B RVEHRIIC X 2FENAIEEICKR 5 ¢ ]
FENd. FLREFAETRBEARZICBVWTD, 7T—X&
RROMEZENT 5720, HEFICIZETLO
HAE 2175 . FEEMEAT 7 TH 2 GRU EIZ
HOHED D FETHEELIET VDT R =R %
WIHAEE UTHERA L, 28R GRU BOEADE
I LD WCHELT.

/J\E'i‘—

4 FHM@EER

4.1 RERZH

AEBRICBOWTHALET—Xty s OEICD
WT, Table 1 123, MEREEDOER T — X,
77 b —C RIS L B Fi%%@1%@
IERE R 2T 5. MEREED 7T EE
X, ATR HARGET — X=X | ICEENDLEEN
5 YA 503 XD S B 429 X FHA LTI DTH
. TOVEEL HEFGEE A I, MEREENRY

T

i SCEE
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TEZ T o L ROINGRE A &, FiHOXEZHiA L
W%%@Wﬁ%ﬁ,éﬁ2m5i%ﬁmbt ETI
DEHIFEAEH T 2 @EEEH, HAESELS
Fa—,2 (CST) (9] IcEFN 51 660 RO HHE %2
L 7.

ANEFEEHEYLY LT, 80 RITD AN T 4 RN
VORI RV, BOEEDH D FEE BV, 7
AOVIEL 7 — & 2,185 XD 5 b 215 LEFHFET — X
eL, WOzl —X2 & LTHEA L. BCOH
B Y #H 3 Autoregressive Predictive Coding % {# F
L, E7MI 512 XTORNEZRD 3B 6745
Unidirectional GRU & 1 JBO2FAETHEE N 5.
KREBRTIX, FHE7L—o% 1 ITHREL. R
LI2id Adam ZHH L, #ZEHBIX led, TRy 7E
X560 & L7.

A d T RBEATOR#M 2TV, HHER
RITENFE F 39 MEI RIS F<unk> - Ia¥HaL S
<sos> - sl T <eos>Z MRz 42Xt L. &
FRiICBWTIE, FNAFETFT—&X 429 XDHH
50 Xz a7 — &, 50 XERFET —&, KD ZIlH
T—=Xe LT L. EFE#E 7 LE, End-to-
End &A%Y — % v b ESPnet[10] Z T, Hy-
brid CTC/attention €7V D¥EZ(To72. HHED
Encoder 1, 320 XITORNEZHRD 4 @1 ok 5
Pyramid 2 Bidirectional Long-Short Term Memory
(LSTM) & L7:. Attention ##% 7z Decoder
(& 320 ZTDRENE Z RO 1§22 572 % Unidirec-
tional Long-Short Term Memory &, Z DD 42 X
JLD / — R%&FFD Softmax DHIIED SRR I S.
CTC & Attention #$#{ = Encoder-Decoder D <L
FRRA7HETIE, CTCHEIBEBOEAZ 0.5125%
L, #aiD CTC O IHERDEASF L 05 &
L7-. &zt Adadelta ZFH L, ZEEIX 1e-8,
TRy Z7BIE50 & L.

Table 1 Data set for self-supervised learning and

speech recognition.

Data set | Existence | Number of
of label utterances
Dysarthria Yes 429
No 2,185
CSJ Yes 1,213,203
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Fig. 2 System overview.

4.2 REER
4.2.1 BCHEHLFEOEELSIUVFEMFEDE
H|ICEHT BMERELEE

Table 212, BFEERICHIT 5 HHRR D * (Phoneme
Error Rate; PER) 27”3 Baseline |35 A il B
WCHCHM D b EIc X 2R EmMmES 2L
BV, bbb GRU EZHD FRW5E DR
THs. RETFEOBCHED 2B 2R T 255
TlE, HARME T VO ERICREEM L7 O
GRU D 7 XA — X BEHOHM (5: unfreeze, HE:
freeze) \CB8 5 % ik Y, Hybrid CTC/attention {23
J B EHEEEF T OHEMYEE OEEICEY 2 e
{To7-. Baseline & IHH 3 2 LIERFETIIERRD
BMETLTED, HCHETD DB X 2R ER
B EREEERRMCBLWTHAEMNTHL L
DRI Nz, F/2, BOHEAD hFH B W TR
FEFIC K 2 HA1E 21T o 7358 A8k EE A3 L
LTED, HACKBROEEHEREF CHCAHID D
B2lT5 e & D AMBREERBEOERICTFS
L7zeEZHM5. 51T, Hybrid CTC/attention
DHEFIFEE 2T o758, v b7 — 7 RUEHEEH
BHRECTHEMYEINL Ik D, BREDEDKET
LTV ZeDERTES. GRUBDRIX—=X2D
&2 12 B3 5 LT, Hybrid CTC/attention % 5
VR LHIHED BT 258, 8T X=X EEE
LD ROWHERZR LTz, NIXA—-R2EHTS
FEDRH BB Y LT, 7YX AIHED H¥E
THILTHARBMET VDRI XA —XDHEHHK
ELRD, ZOMETERFE SN GRUBD (7
X=X RELEH SN, HEHED D 2H
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TIELNLEIENFE>TLE o2 EMFEETH 5
EEZOND. —HTEARME TN HEAEYE X
NTVWBIEEIE, GRUBD S X —RE2EH LI
HBiHREm ERR SN, ZOGEEXEFRRMT
TADINT X=X DBEFDLENE 725 Z 8 h
5 GRUBEDRRI X -2 RKRELEHINT, HEH
filidp b FHTHRONRE S AR R T
TWBrEZILNS.

Be#MH O FHICERT I T—XEICET
BEHELEE

HOHD b RIS 2MEREED T — X &
BAEBELTC, SHEHRICBT 2 MRER LB L. Ta-
ble 312, HOHHID DB HEHT 27— 2B E
FHEDROEFRERT. ZOEBRTIIEHCHD D2
BBV TIIMEEEEFICL2HMEEE2T-oTHB
D, BT 7 VORI IR ER ST
»% GRU DEAFEHIT-> TRV, LD, 5
T—RICEEN D FEEHE M X 512D THERE
BEEDHRINNX LD, BXZ 500 X &b FGEK
EHEP LGSR HEDE D 5780\ 2 & hTE
WTES. ZoZe»s, HEHAED H¥HITBWT
gD T — X BTHERM ESTZ 228D
RBXN 5.

4.2.2

5 &hHDIC

AIFFETIE, HWEFEEED 7 LD VT Wiy
HHEREE A W THCH-A D b 28 2TV, 8
LEET LV EBERRBREAZIHERNTS 2T, &
g Eom LAz, EBRoMERE, HOHN
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Table 2 Experimental results in terms of PER [%)].

Pre-training Data set for GRU
CTC/attention | self-supervised learning | freezing | PER [%]
CSJ Dysarthria
Baseline - - - 29.9
v freeze 26.3
v unfreeze 25.7
Using self- v freeze 24.3
supervised learning v unfreeze 25.6
v v freeze 22.8
v v unfreeze 25.3
Baseline v - - - 16.6
v v freeze 20.4
v v unfreeze 14.7
Using self- v v freeze 21.2
supervised learning v v unfreeze 17.5
v v v freeze 19.0
v v v unfreeze 13.7

Table 3 The correlation between PERs [%] and the

number of training data for self-supervised learning.

Usage rate of | Number of | PER [%]
training data | utterances
0.125 247 25.0
0.25 493 23.6
0.5 986 23.5
0.75 1,477 23.1
1.0 1,970 22.8

HHFETERLNHMERB L EHER X R 712
T2 2 CRMFEENSM EL, X THOHE
HHEFIBVTREOREESE & VI HY
EOREMTHZ e 2R L. &I thoH L
ffid b 22 E OFE L O EI TV, MEFEEHICE -
TXOEMBHCHND D FEOFEEHERT 5.
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