1-3Q-2

mEMMEREEE A RRO O DS 7 N X 2HREr ZDEA
SRS, BB (MFTK), RILT-, (G, BT, BPAI— (KIRK), VT T (W K)

1 LI

BHEEZ, AR IR EDRERTEEES F
KHETHIePTERVREDOZ L RIET. 2055
PREMER SRR, BEREIBRICHS BHEORTEICK
PEEEETH L. HlzE, OBOEHROEBEETHI
X, BRODOHDOKRHEDTHHT TN B T2DITZERD
mAhEHE LI kD, OREEEOESETHIUIL,
HBEDI-DITEDRE T ZYIFRT 5 Z L TFEOKX
MHBHEL < R-oTLES. Fig. 1 KEFE (EX) &
OBEOFXRE (TH) o¥as T—HEHEEX»D, =a2—
- EEM LIz DARZ v TSI L%RT. D
FOBRWEREZFOEFIX, KA ICZKRAHEI D
Do TWBEITTHRL, 740~y bHEREREER
TRYOEMEHD (1], MER2 2L %5,

A, B ORBEERIC, BRI A
<= 7A DT TVRRAT— A —H - YE
HOR ARG CHHAIN S X5k TW0Wa. Ly
L, k72 EmaRas 27 A3EEE R L
THELN D TH D720, BEEL B 251t %
FOMBEREZEOEH IS FLRMTE T, AAT
HEPEL S, Lo T, MEREEDER T &S
JEICRBTE D AT LRMETZ kv oh
TW53.

By AT LR 2 7-0120%, NBoEF
EPERUT2EE T — X BREARRTH 5. HHEED
BRIZOWTIE, HAFEGFLSHE I — 82 (CSJ) [2],
LibriSpeech [3] 7% &£ H R e SRR 72 7 — &
Ty MR TWS. —F, MEREEE IS
DA T IANS —REOMEND 2720, K&
DF—REWETZeRHE LW, 22T, Wk
EEHDOZHERMRS 2T LA OBFUL, @EEICHN
THYRO¥EF XTI Z2ehkdDohs. L&
DB T — 2 BIMRINRFEE 21T 5 129012, Ficlx
F—RYPLHRICE 37— R DR [4], BEDFTIEICK
HEOMLE 5 R0y 7a—FEilATE .

HEREEAOEFRRS AT LEBETZICH
7o T, 5 [6] 13FHE Z & OO O B
PR L7z IR R ETliaE S » L, FEE A
DOECHEHELRE T S Z LI ko TEA R
Erm Xy on btz R L. B SRE
EFHIZBOTX, RGEOREND B 12012, FiE
TLICKELS BLRIEEOHFERAXANEERLT

_—

=
=

-

— =
= L
o —0F %

Fig. 1 Example of spectrogram uttered for /i q sh
wkaNbakaringyu yo:kuoshuzaishi
t a/ of a physically unimpaired person (top) and a
person with cleft lip and cleft palate (bottom).

WarEZLNE. ZOME, BELILLWEELP
TWEDMT, HFEHMOBED KT BRI EEX
LG, AIFETIE, ZOFEHEZ L OFERROMER %
MOER L, BHHRES AT L0BE 2 L
XHBDITIEHT 3.

BiE o (7)1, CTCHEXK [8] IcHD { HRlaks X
TLDOMWHRERRET 27-0DTFEL LT, EFLDOH
M N 2R THEAZEHE ST 2 HIEZIRE L.
HEERD 272012 =27 VHORTEANERL X N
fHlX, TOXTCRELThsRAEOH N ELE
OETRDEAESNS., ZhICkD, EEERD 3
P TRL, B EIC F—2 Y RYIDEEREHIKY
LLTHEZX2Z RS, STk [7]) T, LHERIVK
7% Conformer EF NV % W TEEEFH I
ZFEER EAHERINTWS., KHX T, 2L
REFEEHEET R R L, RS R
RS 2L RETT 5.

*Intermediate loss based on simple labels for speech recognition of organic dysarthria, by Kento Fujiwara, Ry-
oichi Takashima (Kobe University), Chihiro Sugiyama, Nobukazu Tanaka, Kanji Nohara, Kazunori Nozaki (Osaka

University), Tetsuya Takiguchi (Kobe University)
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HiEr R 2 FAT 258, BREHS AT L0
ETNORKE e FREETEhZ N R 218K %5
B3 2225, AFFETE, TOZODERESE
CEUCHEET S NV THEE T 20T R L, Bz s 400
TRNTHET 5 Z e 2MEs 5. BRI, Ff%
BIZBWTIRER T — ZOIGRICHH L =2BEAZD
F ORIV S NV E WS, —7, PREI
BOTE, BEIoEVEAIEZERL TARDL S
NEZ BRI EZ T~V EH WS, RFETIES
NBE2ZNZNEERT NN, 55 L ITRRT 5.
CDEICEREBEFRAVERNTHEET 255, &
FRRik s AT AP HEEo R 2FEH T 2T
i 7 i LTk, 2 X DB
EART Vo TRGEbENS. 2D, HF
RIS AT DIFEE T L O D EAEHE VRS D,
ARMESIN TV REEEZF LR L X 5 RE8GE R %
HAOT2ZeWAREICRZEEZONS.

AWFFETIE, FRBO RIZBWTHS 7 ~LEH
WBERE R RS 2720, FRBENOEGE R
AR L BEREITS. ERIIBLTE, £7F
FE Zr O EME R T 5 72 DI KRR E D
B CREHEER e T VEMET 2. 0T,
Z DFBBAER D & BN DR & — > & T
T5. BonEEHRE - IZHIWTHAEARTA
NEHERILT 2222k oTHS I NLERIERT 5.
ER L T=f65% 9 "R RWT, 8Kk X 35ER
BERRBETNVEEE L, 570V EHVTIC
FEULIGELBERLK T 5.

2 FE
2.1 BERIVBETINICLZIBZRDERDEEDR

HIDIZEEH Z r DR @M E 2T 5. 32D Em
BONTT B51E LTIE, EMFRIC X 2 EEECHIE 217
5, N AERBICHRD b5 — R A
WESWTRET 2 HEREDREZOLNS. LHL,
ZDOXIRAFICKZ0ME, BREZBMETVICA
NUTGECHAET 2 EBEOED 21T 82 % ARtk
HIFET 5. £ IZT, RAFRICBOTIEAFIKEL
RO EITS.

Fig. 2 3RRFEOMELRL TS, 7, MH
EEAEFREYE I REMEERTRET N E
T 5. ZOETNLOFE DR TIE, MRFEED
REOREIX T o=, E5 7~V 2HHL
. 2O, R T — R EXGIC U TR R T e
BT 5. ¥HEADT— R L TEHEDED 235
BT HERE, —BINRREE L NREEORE IR
2o THED, B EEETS LI TIERD 2 BIET
LZENAARETH DD eEZLLNS. A

S i SR
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1. Extraction of phoneme error pattern

Phoneme
recognition [ Recognition result

model
}—) Extracted rules

Phoneme
recognition
Reference

Target dysarthric__|
speaker’s speech

2. Making simple |abel

Extracted rules
Ipl—/b/

—>{ Use for training }

> Simple label

Original label APPLE :agburu

APPLE:aqpuru

3. Model training with simple label
A A A 5 Phoneme recognition
model (First half)

X Training
Intermediate output -
with simple label

Phoneme recognition
model (Latter half)

. Training
Final output with original label

Fig. 2 Overview of our proposed method.

(Speech)

T, 20X 5 2f@EH L 02 R % H RN R
LAY, FEEDOREE LTI L 7fii% 7 v %
TERRY 5.

2.2 BEHEINILOER
BRABMETNVORMERE L, FERICO
WT, TRTOHEBEBAX—OHREANEZLITOD
EOWEET 3.

Occi_s s
Occ; ’ (1)
ZZT, Occiyj BEY Rate;; 13, BF/i/2H
R/j/ LR L, ez ehrhELTVS.
%72, Occ \3FHlli7T—2NOEFEHE /i) D HBEE Z £
T BNT, TRTOHGEMNNEX — > O THAER
Rate;_,; D@\ i olAEObOEZHIE ST 5. 20
HAGDEZITTICL TAER T N2 b5 7 L%
ER 3 %.

Table. 112f#i% 7 NV OEHHIZ R L7, BIZIZ,
Tk t) 0D B % — R 55, Bk
Z ~VL (Original script) ICELAR SN TV SR TD /k/
Z/A/ICHEEWZ 5. ZUT KD, fli5 7 UL (Simple
script) TIXREAT EOEROFBEMNEPI LTED, A
KT RVCHNTERODEZITS Z e o3ffifuciz
5. ZOXIIHER L M85 7 NIEFEE DFAD %

Ratel—_n- =
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Table 1 An example of change from original label

to simple label.

Substitution rules

[k/=/t/, [2/=]8/

Original script nyu yo:kuoshuzaishita

Simple script nyu yo:tuoshugaishita

FTWEROMEAZ L TlilgLEns. 2ok,
FfiE r 2RI S 7 N2 WIUR, B RS

ETNVOEERRESES LI, aiE DRI
M3 2HEAiERZ S22 ek eEZHNS.

3 FHMEER

3.1 SEERZMF
FHfiEEE & LT, OBOEXRER M 24 (CLP1-2),
EHUIRRER O DS R B 4 4 (TC1-4), Lt 14
(TCh) ZMRIZLTz. HET—Xe LT, ATR W%
FAHAGEER 7T —XRN—R 9 ITEENIERNT
A, FRFHEOGALTEREDGRL. 20
ZFR503 3% 1 EFTOIERL, TD 55 50 X xR
T—&, 50XETA T =R L. BRhE¥EET—
Ry LT, BRBRETNOEEIMHEHL-.
FEERTIE CTC T V2 EEIER L7z, Fig. 312%&
ETLOMEERT. ETNV A1, GFEEI LD
DAEA 2GR 2 72 DIHERR L 72, 320 ZoTORENE %
5o 5 ORI GRU [10] &, HAEICH 7 524
BETHRINTNS. 2, T X—XEIck 3%
REDZL RN B /-0, FERORET 8 8D MM
GRU 2HOE TNV A2 BIER L7z, X512, FREE
a2 FHAT 2T VR BEER L. ZhbldE
TV A R RO T M GRU % 8 Eiib, H
MEn ZHOH B ks A EBIML TV,
HE 7 NILOMBEFANS -0, FEo 225K
SOV THAT 3858 %270 B-1, FiEn 2 %42
RoWH 7~V THHT 2558%ET VB2 3 5.
EETFVHEORBSEMFE LT, 1BHE 2 BHT
ANTVL—2% 275D 1Y TH T LT
NRTeENE, ERA0FEHICRAER L CTCOT 7>
7 PINZT=42 %008 L7z, FEERDO ANy F9 4 X3
5, FIHAEEE0.001 ¥ L, miE{kicid Adam [11]
%%mt BHRET—ZDOY > 7Y 7RI 16kHz
Thh, HFERHEY LT, 7L—2437 b 10ms, &
& 25ms T X N7z 40 RITTD X VT 4 VRNV D
e W, i 7 VR IER S 23, RasED
e E BB E TN BT 23R 2 —
5, AR Rate,—,; 5 EAID 5 #ZHIE L7, &b,
TAMEFOH NI EFZEBET NV OREED 5T
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Model A-1 Model A-2

CTCHoss }

CTC-loss
with original label

with original label

Model B-3

BGRU x 4
e [rmeressan]
BGRU x 4 CTC-loss
with simple label

- l
Intermediate output

Linear
CTC-loss
with original label

BGRU x 4

CTC-loss
with original label

Final Output

CTC-loss }
with original label

Final Output

Fig. 3 Overview of each model.

HBDOTHY, BRI NNVIZESWTHEEZ ML /.

3.2 EERER

Table 213, HRBREXAZICBI2EETNLDE
FFA D # (phoneme error rate: PER) Z7/RLTW 5.
DL, EFINLALEETILA2 BHKTE L,
CLP1-2, TC1-3 IZDWTETFIL A-2 DITHAE| LT
W3 Zenghd. B GRU 2P LZET LV
A2FI T A —=ZEHIREIEIMLTWSB28, SlED
FEF—XBEICH L TEEEP R ELEL > TLES
rEZLNS.

—77, BTV A2 IHHEE e RO EML 72
EFNAB-11E, EFNVA FICHRTIZFL ALY D
BTHEISEL TS, BT [7) oFRE,
BRI CTC EF L TS IREE ST 228 L
GBSO ENTH 2 Z e PR TE . 2B, TC3
WOWTDAETIL B-1 1B B REEHE mbfm
5. ZOEE I E R GIEI R BN e,
ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ%b<ﬁm£%k WU, ¢W%n
22 K BHIDBIMZ k- T, 8-> THL < 72
LrEILND.

72, BT R Z2ER T NLTIERLIEROHE
G5 ~ROVTHELEETIL B2I220WTE, EFL
B-1 IZHART TC2-3 THEDOWEN MR TE L.
2L, TC3IZXTT 2REITET N A-2 X h{ERWIERE
WEE->TWVWA.

CORRITHBEL T, &BiEE OE Rl ERAG R
MoEoNT, HMEBEIGVLEM, DDOERDOR
7% Table 3I1TRT. ZNSHDRTIISHEDERICEH
WCi 5 7 NAARKIEI NIz DTH 5. flig 7N
MIE > TETILB-1 £ D ETIL B-2 DREENEE
U7-56% (TC2-3) IKEHT % &, i@.ﬁm R
PO FEE IR TERWEIC R > TWE Z e
T%é.l@it#%,%@@?&ﬁ,ﬁot%ﬁu
ZHIEEITIORBRBENAR VRO E LD D,
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Table 2 Phoneme error rates [%]| of phoneme-

recognition models.

Speaker | Model A-1 | Model A-2 | Model B-1 | Model B-2
CLP1 15.47 15.51 13.95 14.36
CLP2 16.82 16.9 15.7 15.72
TC1 25.32 25.34 24.07 24.12
TC2 19.62 20.05 18.75 18.17
TC3 33.01 32.99 36.76 34.75
TC4 28.61 28.07 26.52 27.11
TC5 14.84 14.74 13.35 13.55

Table 3 The extracted substitution rules with

their occurrence rates Rate;—,; of each dysarthric

speaker.
Speaker 1 2 3 4 5
CLP1 gy—j | z—g | hy— sh a:—a ch — k
0.21 0.11 0.09 0.06 0.05
CLP2 gy —j | a:—a ch =k z—d ky — ch
0.23 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.05
TC1 by—d | ry—vy p—k gy — j hy — sh
0.15 0.16 0.16 0.12 0.09
TC2 p—k | gy—37 | by—gy ry =y a:—a
0.10 0.09 0.08 0.06 0.06
TC3 gy —j | a:—=a | ky—ch ry —j z—=r
0.07 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.02
TC4 i1 a:—a py —t my—m | ry —vy
0.11 0.32 0.09 0.32 0.18
TCs a:—a i1 e:—e by — b ny —n
0.40 0.29 0.15 0.11 0.08
MRAWERICRD 25| 2R I T X5 BFEEF X —

EROGEE I L TAEMMERNE W LR EINS.

SEWERR L7285 70U, BDROED) - 1-5H
R L T—RICERZITS 2 TEkL. 2oF
ETIE, RO RET AR EWER IR S T
ELL BB TEZREMELEWED b EfI 5 2
LI b, BREZBWETVIHRE R R TS 7~ v
ZHOWTHET 25, REETIELVIRERGERZ
NT37D12iE, ZOBERDEHIC X > THEL 515
FRIVEBART L E DBWVEWEREIET 5 0ED
H5. 857 RME N7 E R OHEFEFEIK
WEEFICB L THIS 7 XL ORIEMRD 5D,
BWEVOBIESHBERICITZ 7206 TR0
heEZOLND.

4 FC&

ARWPSETIE, A0 E MM I A ARk & AR
L7-HfEe 2o@EAA R BE Lz, §E 28 ok
DEB 2 2B D ANS 28, BRBBETNVICE
5T - RO -2 L, BAT

S i SR
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V% AL U725 5 VB ERR LTz, {5 o
NeHEEr ZOFBEICHHAT 2 28T, §EHEICE-
THEELWRETE NI H 2 Z L R ERT X /.
SRIIFICENEDE NS T NVEAERT 5729

DFNLTY ZLZONWTHINTEFTETH 5.

BE Xk
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