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Abstract

In this project, various speech attribution-, speech event-, syllable boundary-, pitch

contour- and prosodic information -detectors will be studied and act as the front-end

of the next-generation automatic speech recognizer. The focuses of the research

include:

(1) Mandarin speech attribution, event and other distinctive feature detectors
including articulation manner and articulation position

(2) Mandarin syllable boundary detector to provide syllable timing information

(3) Mandarin pitch contour extraction and feature

(4) prosodic information detection and tone recognizer

Keywords: next generation ASR, speech attribution detection, speech event
detection, pitch contour feature
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WAEIL S P B R FREEN > X PR il FF 5 ek (large vocabulary
continuous speech recognition LVCSR)Hptspt B 1) % » #1ik ﬁm,jk S =]
BEPEET FR @W%ﬁH%ﬁW?m%:@ﬁkégaé%:“'mk
iR Tua‘% - B R AR F B G PR R S B4cEC B ¥ (voice dictation
machine) ~ % 2 % m(conversatlonal system) ST ER u*ﬁ%(spoken document
retrieval) ~ © 3% #»:¥(spoken language translation) & o fe + F&F IR G g it Hjir
‘ﬁ»{% FgdF 0 v EE B A BEFERRGE R P 4 APt o @ IR BN 2 B L
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7] % % ¥ NG-ASR r’v’ﬂé%—* B wplEeEE G - BEFEELF phone-level
transcription Al o A RFF R Y AL R FEME o Tt P AR E 2 F
BEfFAmy o2& N F L A5R%E>FHE TIMIT Corpus » 12 % i¢ *
HTK(Hidden Markov Model Toolkit) - = > GMM-Based & ~ 3§ itz )
B Hd 22 FHe 255 22 (Articulation manner) ¥ % 3 = % (Articulation
position) o * & 3F i P %ﬁiﬁ N-¢ 5 & B 1= (frame) >t @ fA g @ (class) e
W E > EENG-ASR ey - &IFE EfE L o

L 3T

FAd N APEYTEF R REAGRE S FPL A PR E R
TIMIT Corpus » AP} % 5 2342 o T84 o d 25 A E2 R A B3 > 3 chde
%+ 630 L“"_?;%JFT v & A4 109 > 25 6300 EF 0 H P 438 i F 1~ 192 i
Lo B P 4620 ¢~ FEALE R B G 3L PFA9 4 10 FieiiE | ABLIF G
PISGEA > 7 0h 1680 o~ EH R RN & 1L 23 4 51 5 anE S 0 1F LR
FEAL o g M S PCM > B4 & 5 16 kHz » =~ f247 & 5 16 bits >
#4528 5 1024 bytes (original : 12 bytes) °

TIMIT Corpus [Garofolo, 1993] ¢ % manual phonetlc transcription » #112 ¥

v 9 transcription 2~1¥ phone % 3 5 Gt ¥ %o @ H transcription ghde 402

Mok PR RE 5 PR anghlic 0 TR AT G P S& ¢ € %%-manual transcription
f& 4= 2 100ns & H - enpE 3 3 e labeling F 3 o

AEEF 3 EIG o TIMIT ﬁvﬁ BYFEE G Eams A o Fp AR
TIMIT % 5 961 & phonemes @& g 2 4 #f £ & = = 37 %;é—g 3 E o

% 2-1: TIMIT Corpus 23 = % 2 3Ri= A %5 4 o
E]

Bilabial L Dental | Alveolar | Velar Glottal | Rhotic | Front | Central | back
dent
Stop b, p dtdx |gKk q
Nasal m, em n, en, nx | ng, eng
Fricative fv th, dh S, Z sh, zh




Glide hh r y I, hv,el | w
affricate jh, ch

ah,

iy, ih, ao,

eh, aa, aw, | oy,

vowel er,axr | ey, ax, ow,

ae, ax-h uh,

ay, ix uw,

ux

2. ¥HES¥k

AR P AR B BN 0 AP R AR B MFCC 480 12 32ms ;2
HiP- i, 2R 1I0Ms €352 & - 312 ¢ 7 12 Senipp o 280 12
Ben- PPA R EPES S B 120 LR EEH Sl 1 - 1F A E i
TR laag - LA F¥ENE > £33 38 -

3. BHFEELEHET

BEOR AR ARSI G LA 2 5 S BREBIAG 0 Ta
T

B
F(21)5 N B~ B #7485 A F 4o fo(weighted summation)z. % #1582 & 4]

p(x[0) = 3C, - N(k . %) 2.1)
1 1 T vy

N(:ui ' z.) = (Zﬂ_)D/z IZ. |1/2 exp[-E(X-,ui) (Z,) (X'ﬂi)] (2.2)

0 = {(C,14,2),1<i<N} (2.3)
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s+ (Covariance Matrix) » C; % i & e £ i (Weight) » ¥ A% &) .C =1 @ &
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T kg B o AP EXE SR EL L - 4 5L (Diagonal Matrix) ©

4. FRREFI g3 iE FF E GRIFL %N

b3t e & - By 22 f ) 1R E a8 model s mixture #ic
$ail 3 266> 21 128> Tl - FEOTRIRER 0 LA R B O Rk

Bt E - B E P R @J% =S U W AR e
(Maximum a Posteriori, Criterion) » 3 gz =% — B frame | F 5 #7& 1§
Plenfdsg o 7 38 5 MAP Criterion :

p(x|9) , P(9) _
p(x|0)  P(6)

NNy (2.7)

And, where p(6) +p(0) =1 -

H ¢ @ % target model > @ 6 % anti-model » X 5 % — i frame 4 i 4 e
£ > ¢ & threshold < #(2.7)5% = = » R4yt frame 2| 2 % target > & 2 B E o
% 4 p(@) ¢ pd) 5 & class  targe ¥ anti-target ¥ A K o A A

threshold & & eE %> AP 1% TIMIT 2" 3R:EHR 7 » & B class « target &2
anti-target 12 L5 t= sl (FH ¥ A4S0 A FAps P 5]- @ threshold shig
£ Al 2@ TIMIT g3 4L 151 g # 12 17 3] False Alarm 14 2 False Reject
S 0 @ {5 L {73 & Theshold » # H # 2 {7 3| False Alarm 12 2 False Reject 7
Vo BT e Bk 0 - B FAFR o S o ¥ 0 7 @ 5] FA Rate
FR Rate p% 7 EER(Equal Error Rate) -

~* % FA ~ FR ~ Frame Error Rate s #_s
FA Rate = # of FAs / total # of non-target (2.8)

FR Rate = # of FRs / total # of targets (2.9)
Frame Error Rate = ( # of FAs + # of FRs )/ total # of labels  (2.10)

H ¢ FA=False Alarm » FR=False Reject

T A % & TIMIT Corpus #p B 5v3- 3L ¢



#. 2-2: TIMIT Corpus %

P IR 0 & T ko frame B F s FOR o

TIMIT Traning Data

TIMIT Testing Data

total files : 4620

total frames : 1416713

total files : 1680
total frames : 513526

Manner Times Frame Min | Average | Max Times Frame Min | Average | Max

amount | Frame | frame | Frame amount | Frame | frame | Frame
Vowel 57463 | 549896 <1 9.57 43 20911 | 202289 1 9.67 48
Fricative 21424 | 195416 <1 9.12 38 7724 71036 <1 9.20 33
Stop 25871 | 106575 <1 4.12 28 9176 37755 <1 411 30
Nasal 14157 80454 <1 5.68 26 5104 29043 <1 5.69 22
Glide 20257 | 129666 <1 6.40 25 7822 51199 1 6.55 24
Silence 35877 | 340525 <1 9.48 300 12777 117734 <1 9.20 464
Affricate 2031 14181 2 6.98 34 631 4470 2 7.08 23

# 2-3: TIMIT Corpus 2 5 =% 2 38=% e > 22 T 32 frame #ic® stz T4 o

TIMIT Traning Data

TIMIT Testing Data

total files : 4620

total frames : 1416713

total files : 1680
total frames : 513526

Position | Times | Frame Min Average | Max Times | Frame Min Average | Max
amount | Frame | frame Frame amount | Frame | frame Frame
bilabial 8796 40182 <1 4.57 26 3416 15486 <1 4.53 20
labdent 4210 34866 1 8.28 31 1622 13638 1 8.41 30
dental 3577 17536 <1 4.90 31 1320 6373 <1 4.83 22
alveolar | 32662 | 214114 <1 6.56 38 11375 75028 <1 6.60 33
velar 10648 66628 <1 6.26 30 3658 23504 1 6.43 27
glottal 4547 29533 1 6.50 28 1600 10671 <1 6.67 30
rhotic 11992 91398 <1 7.62 34 4708 36827 1 7.82 37
front 34883 | 316266 1 9.07 43 12503 | 114284 1 9.14 39
central 15684 | 119361 <1 7.61 42 5881 45035 1 7.66 48
back 14204 | 146304 1 10.30 43 5285 54946 <1 10.40 39
silence 35877 340525 <1 9.49 300 12777 | 117575 <1 9.20 464




5. B RTR L HA S S ik 2

T % 5 GMM-Based 3 5 = 2 BRI F R E F* 7 iR F R HE TR % e
4 it [Lee, 2005] iF v fi o

# 2-4: GMM-Based mixture256 £2 # v i R| 7 05 § 2 2 R v e

Equal ErrorRate(%) Baseline(GMM) ANN* HMM SEG_MCE

Vowel 12.3 9.0 1.7 1.8
Fricative 10.0 11.3 6.4 3.6
Stop 16.7 14.5 9.9 54
Nasal 8.7 12.2 11.2 5.4
Glide (Approximant) 16.3 15.9 8.0 6.1
Sil 9.7 3.7 2.1 0.8

Affricate 7.2

i 2-4 h ANN #8 i cnieis > & B (LR B 3 it dy » 354 5 9 B frame > &
® frame 7 13 & few £ (12MFCCs+energy) » F1t = 5 117 xwﬂ ~ & 2 (input
nodes) - @ framerate 5 10ms- ® 5 — @K A ¥ 5 100 B &2 o g 306 &
F- BEE ;‘Eljﬁﬁis?]ﬂ: ¢ threshold & % 0.5 o

d % 2-4 7 —g 4t » 2 GMM-Based ¢ Fricative &2 Nasal 1§ B % » H st
e E> ANN > £ 2§ Nasal p|®B:cL 7 % 3% H @ arid Pl B35 ANN £ >
% # 4 silence Hip|E L 6% ¥ hd & 2-4% 1215 2> 2 HMM Segment-Based
PO F PR E Yt GMM 2 2 ANN % #:lﬁ' R/ E AP R KA @
BRI E- B ahikdy e

6. BEREWTFF 2E BRIE2 AN
B B iy ¥4 0 d A target model #2 anti-model 0 mixture

P PRI 128 A PR - B S B 0 RE KRB & mixture 64
27 mixturel28 1 FA-FR chart <7 8 o

10
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281

20

FR %%

16+
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FA %

Bl 2.1 5 =% @R % “bilabial” 2 FA-FR ] -

d B 2.1 ¥ 5 4 & mixture 64 ¥ mixture 128 £ > bilabial 4 ;g
MM Y T 2 B8 FHEER 587 1] 05% 0 Flot A F R
AP B mixture #ic s 64 - T % 5 GMM-Based % § =% P e EER -

hpiu)

Pl e FA-FR o
TR

#. 2-5: GMM-Based mixture64 = 5 = % 8 jprTar Vb i o

Equal ErrorRate(%) Baseline(GMM)
Bilabial 12.2
Lab-dent 11.0

Dental 12.7
Alveolar 12.0
Velar 12.4
Glottal 18.3
Rhotic 9.4
Front 13.5
Central 17.7
Back 17.8

11



§ 4 257 0GB pRavE g g R B G EER #5945 10%07 ¢ T
7 Rhotic B % ~ 24 {%3%i17 10% - H# ¢ 12 Glottal ~ Central ~ Back ¥ ip] 4% %
F A 1T% 0 1 5 L -

L

T. BEREFANHFFI I EEFF 8 R RRE 2 2%

% NG-ASR % — &k B 1 ip| & > ﬁﬁsjﬂz AER BERAFE RS E
Flgt ool AR A S A 2 B e g g 8 1 % g target model 12
% anti-model » P HT  kdhE - B frame H_F % target e ¥ o

00 | x) = PXx19)p(0)

p(X)
p(x|10) p(o)
p(0) p(x|6) + p(d) p(x|6)
p(x|6)
p(x|6) + ¢ p(x|0)

(2.11)

#9 p(x]0) ~ p(x|6) % &2 dvo dopt i i @I E ~ B frame L target el S o

DA S R SR E R B R RS R B S ko B A
BAlH g 2agF mE b o ﬁ WFEDE - Al o
p(manner N position | x) = p( manner | x)x p( position | x)  (2.12)

He¢ p(class | x) Z iz frame B>t ix— & class s & @

8

Ad TIMITHRSE S S 2883 25 5 vu@a2 5322 104
positions £ 5 21 fale & o @ 3§ =% BRI EH target model £ anti target model
WL 256 B dopRA

target model £2 anti target model % % 64 -

mBELERAT i 2R EFF 8 g FA-FR & S E o v v Stop +
Velar ~ Nasal+ Bilabial ~ Fricative+ Alveolar ~ Fricative + Velar ~ Glide + Central ~
Glide+Back - = faehg§ > 2883 it > HEERVWHE RARE T &
. 1x > @ Stop + Glottal ~ Fricative + Lab-dental ~ Fricative + Dental ~ Glide + Glottal -
Vowel + Rhotic ~ Vowel + Front ~ Vowel +Central ~ Vowel +Back £ ~ & % § -
ZEFF R sH EER VY E iR s ARi > a e A g R4
FEDEERRPIAHEH RAG LS A2 F o

12



8. BAIR &g o

FRgF R GRIFLIER

NEE -5 A
= 7 Fem

o b

b 3hgF g 3R L iR %mﬁiﬂ 7 & B frame sl 5 & > F]pt st irﬂ;gri S
5 > pEB(¢ 7 silence 1 /?'Jﬁ)mﬂ # frame ®F @ > FREWFEL &
TIMIT BlEFE AL Tyt & ﬂ‘{gu & — B frame AvR- FF F S R Beh
FiEbB oAz frame B EAF S 2 F o A B R BRI B pRLE (2
7n e ¥ b o 2
TR GRHR EERER TIMIT PREFRTREF > 2 eRe, 0 2 2w
IR TR o CR
F02-60 FF FIEWRIBATRE R IR B AR ot T
TIMIT Testing Data
Total frame error rate = 24.533%
manners FA rate FR rate error_rate
Vowel 10.21 % 24.33 % 12.97 %
Fricative 24.01 % 20.35 % 6.30 %
Stop 50.43 % 42.79 % 7.43 %
Nasal 40.94 % 18.20 % 4.24 %
Glide 46.97 % 32.10 % 9.20 %
Silence 14.18 % 18.94 % 7.41 %
Affricate 71.04 % 47.99 % 1.53 %

» # confusion matrix o

» # confusion matrix o

3 2-T 3 3 2 R BT v g 5 3 % 7R
gcognize | vowel fricative stop nasal glide silence affricate

ref
vowel 75.67% | 2.20% 3.70 % 4.12 % 12.03 % 1.93% 0.35%
fricative 1.37% | 79.65% 5.67 % 1.43 % 1.04 % 7.20 % 3.64 %
stop 761% | 1094% | 57.21% 2.81 % 7.30 % 11.06 % 3.06 %
nasal 6.03 % 1.85 % 2.09 % 81.80 % 3.46 % 4.56 % 0.22 %
glide 1929% | 1.72% 5.34 % 3.35% 67.90 % 2.09 % 0.30 %
silence 1.61 % 5.46 % 5.67 % 3.68 % 1.62 % 81.06 % 0.89 %

13




affricate 0.87% | 32.15% 9.96 % 0.22 % 0.89 % 3.89 % 52.01 %

d # 2-6 Vg g 22 PR TIMIT BliEFflarivenygt » 2 frame
error rate = 24.533% - ¥ *h¥ i “f 7 Affricate 4% 355 B 2 #b > nasal
RS E M Fl iV d Ao @ RS é:ké’——, &ﬁm
E_vowel ¥ glide > vowel %Pﬁ_’% B - BRIV Ed 3t H FAE R L rid
= o ¥ ¢bd confusion matrix ¥ 125 &} vowel £ glide 3 5 7 % y¥ahés ;ﬁm— ¥t o

%3 i ) B i §
H v W

9. FAREWAOF] =) ARBLIRR

TS 22 WRIEH TIMIT RIERFREATROE F 3 2 ys, > B L w3

202-8 5 8 G RIBRUOE S AR B LS B P

TIMIT Testing Data
Total frame error rate = 35.779%
positions FA rate FR rate error_rate
bilabial 65.01 % 40.29 % 4.56 %
labdent 64.60 % 44.02 % 3.88 %
dental 83.12% 54.37 % 3.46 %
alveolar 22.81% 37.73% 8.20 %
velar 52.69 % 40.55 % 4.89 %
glottal 76.36 % 53.10 % 4.25 %
rhotic 31.83% 27.19% 4.39 %
front 21.99 % 30.73 % 11.18 %
central 51.88 % 51.47 % 9.10%
back 42.58 % 49.02 % 9.29 %
Silence 13.32 % 24.86 % 8.35 %

d % 2-8 ¥ r2 & front ~ central ~ back shysigs i Ap § hF 0 B oie= B
% =¥ ¢ phonemes + $R4 7 F A 2 2 vowel - = vowel R F chds R
SRR RS U 0 -

P

14



* 4 7| 4y front > central » back =7 confusion matrix -

% 2-9) FF =B BRI BeriTavE F B E R F 4 =% front ~ central ~ back
confusion matrix o

cognize front central back
ref
Front 69.27 % 6.45 % 6.28 %
Central 11.00 % 48.53 % 20.32 %
Back 13.65 % 19.88 % 50.98 %
d Z

2-9 7 r2q &) front ~ central ~ back i& = & f ot 49 3 FHRe S 40 F B

7 :F\'—'I\A

’

] L gﬁ; ? front ~ central ~ back §= vowel 4p % £ =3 phonemes 2.y di % % > 7
B3 {Fnie2jiad .

15



R 3 Phone-Based HMM 12 2 TIMIT GMM &

I

3 BRI RBFTE & B2 K R

FRRF 2 BEFEAEIGLG A1 AT A & NG-ASR %19 2
I3 MR~ E_frame-based i Rl » 22 B XL HMM # 5 B S 2
H 2 epRnd s 7 5 L R o #7010 @ s HMM force-alignment =7 j& 17 c2*7 2]
R g L B AR R SR e Bt N RR TR P A T B R TR B
R BRI R o & 1 5 HMM-Based sy (0 g

e

-

B

o<
pual

3.

_‘
i

R ) 1 903

3
mly

SR bl T Y RS 2
- REEE TRALEARL
A %23 3 B TCC-300 [TCC, 2008] i¥ 12 = 2 3f gL

(1). #* ¢ < 3Fk & TCC300- 2" 4 Phone-Based & 7 7 HMMs > H
% 1# phone model ¢ 3% % 3 state 7HMM > & B~ 38 & MFCC % #c> window
size = 32ms - frame shift 5= 10ms- 2 flat start B 4~3" 3 HMMs> HMMs
smixture #cpF 0 ¢ & PR % model AF AR HE RS TR 0 A gt A
A% gt A g d teration 12 = % — i model hF - 1 state - 35
“ 3 mixture 128 B o 3 F A i R 4F S HMMs £ % % TCC300 72
B 3E L 1% Forced Alignment » F]pt A w @ 3 - B ek 2 T
phone-level 5 labeling file» & f& 2L i v i % ¢ < 38§ = Zehb g4 o
#- phone-level = labeling file #& 7 manner-level = TCC300 72" 43 AL
11 labeling file -

(2). B FH&K? » NPEAIF B - G E 2 (TIMIT)FZE AR 7T eh
FROEF R MR E s gt AP e 2R F] mixture256 - f& Target
models £ k%7 ~ FZ L E TCC300 =" % 4L iF Forced Alignment -
Flt F F R Y - fA7 B 5% eh manner-level 5 TCC300 3" 3% #L e
labeling file -

16



(3). * TIMIT e= — B 5 =2 BRI B2 ¥ TCC300 72" gL 1w 18 jp »
Her R BATE I g K & }3@,’5’_.5 B frame e F B2 (TFE - & :TVL

HF = - B frame ﬂig* E-o BRI BSIFEL AR 0 AT 3%
frame v 3% R B e d o Tt §x% ¢ #1- & TCC300 o HiF
er1 manner-level n Iabellng file -

> 7 3| i § hE §E

FAAPL RS - ) Fe0123F > @ ipd fA Y L4 TCC300 3" JGE AL 7
forced alignment » F]t & Frit fFg E & ety 2] > AU AP T BRI S A 32 L
& f& segment 7 A =¥ > T ELFH LR o At AP RS - 4 labeling file ~
fj&{’* TIMIT % § = 2 5 GMM model ¥+ TCC300 i£+» &) c1 labeling file § iF
% 0 3 B XL HMM-Based e*r 3] »ciy o

T % 5 ™ TIMIT =y manner models ¥ TCC300 /p|:#3% 4L i forced alignment
7

2 R N
% 3.1: 2 TIMIT 1 manner models ¥ TCC300 ;p|:&:E #L i forced alignment #14%
3t Tk o
manners times Frame amount min_frame | Average frame | max_frame
Vowel 418337 3661466 1 8.75 127
Fricative 74276 604075 8.13 99
Stop 76291 316615 1 4.15 68
Nasal 119535 827703 1 6.92 73
Liquid 14653 109749 1 7.49 117
Silence 350316 2770498 1 7.91 2314
Affricate 75889 291470 1 3.84 32

% 3-2: ¢ Phone-Based HMM #f TCC300 ;p|3#:% #L i* forced alignment {& & 2
manner-level s3t3- 3 o
manners times Frame amount min_frame | Average frame max_frame
Vowel 418337 4088079 3 9.77 60
Fricative 74276 829482 3 11.17 45
Stop 76291 632948 3 8.30 31
Nasal 119535 692825 3 5.80 55
Liquid 14653 100047 3 6.83 35

17




Silence 350316 1456902 0 4.16 2313
Affricate 75889 781293 3 10.30 47
- =

F 5 b ibtirdEbeny - 18§ 24 enlabeling 4% 0 2 Ap ¥ HMM *» 2] = % X

PRSI HEY A TR B MR B AR TR o (i

frame)
% 3-3: 12 HMM ie*7 & 4p 3t 12 TIMIT Manner GMMs €27 2] e 18 =7 & i §
S FH o
manners front_ min | front_avg | front max | back mix | back avg | back max
Vowel -190 -3.52 241 -206 -2.50 249
Fricative -208 -3.72 219 -190 -0.68 224
Stop -183 -5.35 220 -179 -1.20 225
Nasal -174 0.54 249 -173 -0.59 249
Liquid -169 -2.08 246 -170 -2.74 228
Silence -2312 -1.67 249 -2312 -5.42 246
Affricate -195 -6.74 227 -183 -0.28 241

T 4 % i&a f8* 3] ¢h Confusion Matrix

% 3-4: 2 TIMIT Manner GMMs % forced alignment & %%
1| ern Confusion Matrix o

% % 2710 HMM e+

of &gnize vowel fricative stop nasal liquid silence affricate
vowel 89.10 % 3.69 % 1.19% 2.62 % 1.31% 0.22 % 1.87 %
fricative 14.27% | 78.90 % 0.58 % 0.28 % 0.07 % 0.87 % 5.03 %
stop 32.57 % 2.22% 61.24 % 0.27 % 0.36 % 0.58 % 2.76 %

nasal 29.94 % 2.18 % 1.75% 61.71 % 1.28 % 0.42 % 2.71%
liquid 72.74 % 3.82 % 1.57 % 1.67 % 19.29 % 0.33 % 0.58 %
silence 8.92 % 6.58 % 13.54 % 2.93 % 0.68 % 51.88% | 1547 %
affricate 21.04 % 2.10 % 0.26 % 0.19 % 0.05 % 0.22 % 76.14 %
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. ERXHFF ORISR BT FE 2R AMRENAUR
TCC300 &% & ezt W &

I

LA~ B~ 2 TIMIT Manner GMMs i® forced alignment £ labeling file
ERokgagE g 2 R EHE TCC300 #7 i chysasn riiEic =3
P 2IE B % 3 EA o

(L

|-
YO

fo o

o
'Aﬁ; \\\?{Ir

piu)

T % 5 2 TIMIT Manner GMMs % forced alignment § %4 ¥ x &2 w2 ¥

5 o WP B AT T ey e “‘J-'E“ d oo

\\\xr
ok
W
1%

% 3-5:72 TIMIT Manner GMMs i% forced alignment 2_ & % &
ok

BF G D R EATIE R A TR

o

TCC300 Training Data
Total frame error rate = 32.062%
manners FA rate % FR rate % error_rate %
VVowel 8.96 28.89 15.31
Fricative  [57.70 31.06 8.81
Stop 74.48 44.49 7.62
Nasal 37.08 26.95 6.75
Liquid 93.02 48.72 9.36
Silence 9.56 32.27 12.73
Affricate  |53.12 66.71 3.55

T % % i f* &) «h Confusion Matrix -

% 3-5: 2 TIMIT Manner GMMs i% forced alignment § %% & &2 muE 2 %3 -
% 18 p] B 47 1% enggas en Confusion Matrix e

of iz vowel fricative stop nasal liquid silence affricate

vowel 7111 % 2.04 % 4.86 % 4.34 % 15.33% 1.63 % 0.69 %

fricative 2.64 % 68.94 % 9.07 % 211 % 2.15 % 6.66 % 8.43 %

stop 7.42 % 7.97 % 55.51 % 3.01 % 1281% | 12.25% 1.03 %

nasal 12.59 % 1.92 % 1.44 % 73.05 % 5.12 % 5.67 % 0.22 %

liquid 25.75 % 1.30 % 9.36 % 9.52 % 51.28 % 243 % 0.36 %

silence 2.85% 12.13 % 7.27% 5.84 % 3.17 % 67.73 % 1.02 %
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affricate 1.83% 39.33% | 19.48% 0.99 % 1.61% 3.46 % 33.29 %

AP ET A B A HMM A EE 2 2 28 R H Y KT

frame-based # 3 HIL R B RFER D Z DR Ko

*t4% 1 ~ Phone-Based HMM = 2 TIMIT GMM
AR TRRLE SCAE - B g ER-DSAE ¥ 4

LI3FALAGE - AR FFRLARFLAFTFIULEEF 5
% e labeling 4% » H A8 HMM *» 2] =% £ & £ chst [ -

stop

stop frant

stop back
251 i

20F i

amount %

frame difference

nasal
T

nasal front

nasal back
261 i

20 i

amount %

frame difference
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amount %

arnount %
-
o
T

fricative

e T T T T T T T
fricative front
fricative back
251+ 4
20+

armaunt %
[41]
T

10+ _
S i
] 1 1 -
20 -15 -10 -5 1] 5 10 15 20
frame difference
liquid
a0 T T T T T T T
liquid front
— liquid back
251 _
20 -

frame difference

affricate

affricate front

affricate back

251

201

181

u] t I 1
20 15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
frame difference
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amount %

wiowe|

25¢F

20 -

15+

10+

— wvowel front
— viowel back

-15 -10 -5 u]
frame difference
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TCC300 4L & 4695 & transcription 4% 7 it 75 guz A TR 2

ERRG G AR ﬁm‘* §40] 0 @ @ HMM 5338 %Jmé,:%%‘g_ i

B g BRI BRI S50 F T AR SRR D] 0 0R B ey o F]pt 5‘“?“1‘#1

= B AT BT F‘ isbyaﬁﬁvmﬁ RIS i%éﬁ—m’%—acwa;ﬁ— B

FEH AL RS ABFRD T D ke 0 FAA P AP R 411§ &

HMM > ¥ 0 3 B R 0 4ok 7 ‘é ERS ﬂﬁ?ﬁ?%} &5 %;,:1 & % o Top-N %

LA L= Ala};ﬁé{@{*ﬁ‘_ﬂ_\%g‘ G F b %Ljﬂgxﬂkb - %B‘
$ﬁ%51’gﬁ%?uﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁhﬁm?o

Y

2 i #4-TCC-300 7 A 1% force-alignment & 4% - F & fatop-N 7433 & top 20

F X3 & 7 transcription ¥ #rikor 2. F &R B ﬁv & 355 d e F R4
i & o Rt AR Y L1 3R AHERE % syllable &% 3 § & ke
e AH s BE A ergs iR T A 4 TR W endit

B} SRR R ED G B RS T R R AT R b

2410 3 S EEart FRENTRE NG -

e RS 7L s
TCC300_train 4 300000 287(:4 0.1%)
TCC300_test 4 33000 29( 0.09%)

e b ERETHE Y 9 0.1%
¢ J;N%%H@ﬁlﬁd*%h%ﬂﬁ ~ %

FLB 0 ;@J% ALY kY FWRIT R Y fﬂ’i%
£ R AplFE R Y s iE 0 { —&L? RERREHEFESF A FORTFL— o

?3?;
\-—\-
4@71"“

23



FTORAPEADRE & OHMM A2 T R BEF e B R
Rigmg a7 28 B ﬁé?".ﬁ‘:ﬁ;}% EHc: 3 a5 2 o HMM #5230 e FF2 3 short
pause (sp) ¥ silence i3] ¥ ¥ #- non-speech signal(4c breath , noise... % )#-73] '& &

% short pause ™ % silence FTHMM K g & ¢ > 3F R Rl k2 ) { & 3Bzt
FEE O TRIAL ZAER A Y R @fﬁp,@l}%]:

peoee

W 4.1: F AR B ES R -

3 7 F % HMM #7372 ‘é%%%@%? LR {7 5% 18 27 B 0 B2 R Js e ek
B ) ko 5”@*’ d1 v g% e short pause 11 % silencer k@ 112 B4 & kg
HMM s =8 72 i > g7 £ - B 8 aop) 5

FE g

KkHz — IR l T
e j ) )
. |8
) t'
> N
4
3
i | |
1)
R
20217
il
Y T
-32768
> w o] e | T a1 o) vl
vime 13155 4360 43.65 43170 43175 43080 43.85 43.30 43195 44.00 '4'4.'0'5')&?1’0' ‘4415 4w 44l35 4aldo 4
short pause *» FFEA 3R
Ak F ek 7 A BF
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Bl 4.2: % % HMM 3 18 *» 3] 3 B EE i) T o

AEF rF 3] HMM #0536 7 2eni S $0 3 2 R ¥ 4 5 3 ) o7

£ 2 E 3§ 2w ehiEdf short pause ALALER 7 A S kB F v ahk e g A S
H

F"
RS- HMM 3g 18 *» 2] & 32
wg 7 &
Vowel 9.62
affricate 9.62
Liquid 6.69
fricative 10.99
Nasal 6.59
Stop 7.78
Silence 15.74
5\ir°£—g£*7mﬁﬁ§xﬂ9&pm8topﬁ Pk LN R g F T ey LR
o B ZEFuEag s g s L2 B g & st
24499 =HF F T 55 £ o (H i frame)
TiaE R
47(b) 6.36
57(d) 5.86
K(9) 6.85
TEBFHPFEFREL LRI BFIZE T & HMM § #2335k
BRAREE S 17 - B8 &302 HMM 33 18 27 3] B~ {8 er 2] 2 B fr § 43 § 0k
Brrenigh > He g R R R P AR o

FlpboR T AP R g B ¥R 4k A (local sample) 2. Segmental K-means
segmentation algorithm 1= /= kA B F 2 e a8 > v §- AR 5 A v ¥

poR A e K-means iterative procedure> v & 53 3 ¥ Viterbi algorithm 45 2| & i
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g‘f’)/,,\_ﬁ;\ﬁ\f. 5!] ) ‘g‘_%ﬁ'ﬂ&-’h{ j&%gﬁ?;}l/}é\?, ITILL AN TFB;M‘-??E_’ 3 /z}@’}l’ j\«‘!ﬁ-j—\. ]FB = k': 5
Fensp 2343 heFEryeERg e §La Ir”ﬂapi'“xﬁ*m”%'lf:
~

® > {3k Observation sequence O = (0,0,..0,) * k& d - F &2 final 424>

L3 T - F & initial 2 % 0 R FF L SE PP Y HMM 2§ & 2 in ¥
T® K2 &= |=3F % (final > short pause » initial) > observation vector o; d

13 = MFCC %-#icie = > @ ith(l =i = l)segment; S ; ehg =" 3R - B F 27
3 D, =N(y,2;) » £ ¢ 4 5 mean-vector » 2, 5 covariance matrix > izt Z-#c3n

7d Hithggge N BEi=fE

L1
==—)0 4.1
H n, & k (4.1)
A 1 . .
== (0 -4) (0 -4) (4.2)
ni k=1

@ P B F & 7 shortpause > 2] = B b B2y ¢ - likelihood = 4258 7 12 B & -
1 1 A\t &1 A
WGXP _E(Oj_lui) xZi (0, — 44 )] (4.3)

i * maximum likelihood =& f4|* Viterbi search %15 ¥|& if 2. *» &= % S
NP sgtE B 3:?; %1% ¢ ¥ F e short pause 0 silence - breath §
FEGZ2F R A ERT P E205ms) * VQ Bzt TR ikdp energy < o A 5 A
oo i B R - 2 5 "non-speech signal” o &t & K e— 2 5 silence” 5 #-
it B R a— B 13 e MFCC 48 £ % 2 3 Gaussian $3] % #ai% » ¢ short
pause #-A| o 2 18 5 F R ER ag B4 B LTS 2B T & 2 [ e short pause >
fiJB e ;W:«T & sp 2w final FEF Y T R iEE KPR~ B 13 &
MFCC 5 final & #7453 > Hfi short pause z 7 thinitial 3 £ 5 7 |&¥ Hehg
fe(- KA ST AR A T bR
P Kz B3R #%J ® o T rﬁ:%z—a % ﬁf\,ﬁwiﬁﬁv 3 BF )4 K
3 13 & MFCC =ninitial #-3] > #X {4 j&_short pause # & final 424 2L 45 /114 3% B
+ t=#>*+ final » short pause - non-speech signal > initial &% B 3] 4™ B 4.3
i 17 Viterbi Search s7vt ¥t » 2 i v ¥ d 2 (4425 B state R FL % P
T F BT R B R > FI PR R A FE oG S %A o final & short

J

pause z fF c*7 2] i~ ¥ 12 % initial ¥2 short pause 2 fF c*7 2 i ¥ o
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Inftial — O
Palisc — O

Breithe — O
Pa(— O
ol 5oooo

Test MFCC + logE + delta logE

B 4.3 : § & ¥ i& {7 Viterbi search - % o

& # {7 = - = Viterbi search » %z % & gh% & 2 78 Z_initial > 4240 2h i 2

B &_final 2_ {8 * back trace j+-Z_% Bk s ehg 28k BT AT B F 2 {8 0 B
Frervinitial & final § F<F =24 %] { &7 initial 22 final ch3 273 - £ =71 &
AR 0 BT E ’ﬁ%&—qﬁiﬁxié ,M’z“’i% ﬁ* ¥ EJE R - B4 &2 B eh short

pause > Z_{s 14t EEdE AR R BB A% 0 I 3R K initial &2 final 2 B i % o
R e i E g A Bk k2 B2 l'é-LVIterbI search » Bl 4.4 5383 % 3] 1=

ﬁ E"f‘l‘;”\. %i

=
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HMM 3
SEELTEIE
(RS
breath)

Sp_refine i
converge?

No

nitial final refine =
fieonverge?

AR 1A
FrRUIEIT

B 44: P83 %53 =% dynse

m

g

S .. o b peoxcn| ] N al ol wleald T
s
-13“1 n§| Sh| wlip| breachl sp| zl ail spl jlyi|e_n|x|' ‘:‘;(- i'% 1—?"
" Tind 13758 43807 a6t WTd0 T 430 aldn 45 daTe0 TiEigE 400 4408 Tua Tot 14T 4Tz T4aTs T4ld0 TdTic e ke i'] i
e &) 1
BA46: 5 2= AER 2 e 5

dIRAPTUREINGFEF SR Rahsp A AT a2/
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e A BT AP L ndhend RS S 3 i g i
#E 0 EREL

fsenT g £

2 A5 AFER s > FTIEF R Ao
BEWTIHE L AELIIET L
;T

Vowel 9.62 9.49
affricate 9.62 7.95
Liquid 6.69 6.13
fricative 10.99 10.88
Nasal 6.59 6.90
Stop 7.78 4.89
Silence 15.74 4.83
Breath 16.67 16.67

»“f 7 nasal i g £ 02 ok R g
)2

E
/ A EE P R
Tty A j\rﬂﬁbl ==+ 5 rrl:'-i:.'g]

IR B &gl

) ?f?%:gmstop v % affricate %P & > » F 5 4 er'“fvf'q‘rmSp WG T
sl oA ok Fgtag & osilence T IR RARE KT o IR P AR £ B RiEa
s KiEz B E ot
246 U fEE ARET LT HG Lo
RdeT 0k B A TIE R

“7(b) 6.36 3.41

57(d) 5.86 3.46

«(9) 6.85 3.58

PRSI 7 KEEAFEL TR R gt i1 3 B3

G_W,pg%ﬁmbL’%g_&f’ £ 1@ 4 s

AR SRR 2 (8 |n|t|al L'HT’ETJSD i 5”34
E R e R AT
P~ 100  stop 5 ¥ ©#
BA g fho AP * L1 3 F
I3

a0 stop § £

SRR &

AN o

- IR % WP AR stop i\
éﬂmw;@ f= > @ L stop § % 24
L ARE R R

£ & { ABiTH

R S LA
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Stop E A P i AT B - EhspFiAEd 55 1) !
120

96 96
N 100 37
@ 80
i
& o 57 B+ Aisp_refine
gfg B 3 sp_refine
& 40—
e 22

O 1 L -_1
1 2 3
s N

AEF g ,‘{ﬁ“d o RELE 100 B stop 5 F EF P 0 AKERF D stop 3
z,g\.}ﬁ%’_r D T ,]; f=§ vt Jv;gg\ sp > @ i B ﬁg;\;%ffy & l_',r,k),_{,J B L
B ehi#-stop 5 Az e enEg = B %E(“” FTEsp)ERG SpREIERT RGO AT
F%§+ﬁ ¥ g 2 (4 M B it s RRBRP 2 R FEH 10 B4
& - T3P+ B oinitial E 2 R AL B ,}:l%]i%t TEESA W (S 2
R AR E AL R Rern 2 R
Total #% 4~ : 100 samples: fricative - affricate

50 samples: stop » nasal

40 samples: liquid

=

™
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IR error tolerace< 20 ms
120
98
100 -~ . ™
875 ¢4
R0 17 74 76
67.
S o M O  #¥initial_final_refine
=~ B 7 Einitial_final_refine
40
20
O 1 1 1 1
fricative  affricate stop liquid nasal
Fl287 35 &% 5 @ A plim b s § ey o
d PRl TR ."J'JF,: Mo ARz mF F A F A EEEFL A 20ms

MR a2 ERE 2 459 T5% 24 RESERBAE BT F R
Bl =B 4 220ms M p B0 w ) 90%7 Food i boandr B e g st
RSV 'ﬁ 1o g2 28 TCC300 F%‘}'E,)." AdfgRsang 2 > R EE
d Segmental -means segmentation algorithm p & c333 £ 27 2] = % 2 15 > @ S au
5 EFABIT Y A 1 ehy B B g

2. P2F 3 BB RBLAHE

WA - g P A g B HMM 5336 2 3 ehiE % 5V fhd &

PRI RFRAT D 2 R DR 2R (R A7) %Wﬁ%%-iﬂ

1"
é%Vm—%”ﬂwEﬁpéﬂikwwﬂw' %~%k4@$ﬂia1i
E_ o RAESF FR[B]E Y DB e g AG RS o R STTRY
N - TN @fﬂ;—q A Liquid R 8 MRl 5 Liquid vt ] B i 76% 0 ieH_F]
AArkH AN SRS BF Py LR RS LAY cHEFR Y F
R R R B S E rok g ) F

# R E ST 2 R[4l ¢ 8t Liquid spEEg R hRE > Bl AR AP
Dz 24 @ﬁ%ﬁiLﬂmwﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ°

B3 am L E S
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24T 0 2 FE 2 B AL

B3 (Stop) 7 (P 2z (b) 7 (1) = (9) K (k) 7 (K
#%  (Nasal) m (m) 3 (n) n_n,ng
B3 (Fricative) T L () T (0 7~ (h) 7 (sh)

Z#3 (Affricate) W (zh) 4 (ch) < (@) U () + (2) T (s)

%2 (Liquid) Z0) 0

(Vowel) others

oy

nn,ng s A5 L5853k

BAPRGERE R Vi Al (R A BRI 80 s
B R E 2 A 5
SEALE O R 4B R -

APES E B EEARFLDRE F ST AR G HE R R (T
SE o R g awr e if%—g%—m‘vmw“f"%*f%lx:g’MWU

LAY LLL ﬁi;? iﬁjiy %,J fi’_ﬁ é '%ﬂ’\é < TCC300 ‘::Jxl :ﬁ ‘}I Er :’-'J a1 - ,|l éﬁ Ed ,]3 )7?
B AR L HA R B T R R 3 F HMM MR lie 7
182 B e ) 2 8 T RN ® SrEeA) B T el Jp] BB R s aT Rt gk o

mls

>

" HMM 3 36 % 2l %7 B0 B 3 en g BrC S iE (R E -
PHMM 56 2 5 812 15 603 4 128 B L6 f 890 KFein 2] B 3R
g A4 R E -

4.8 A FE T (S B E DVRE AR & A R B RpF ko
k

PRGE AR 2

i i HMM 35 18 *» 3] iz & HMM 53 38 +» 2| 5 24 B 1S ep

(EER%) *» 4| = % (EER%)

g R

Stop 12.17 11.12

Nasal 11.90 11.57

Vowel 12.33 11.05

Affricate 11.91 10.98

Fricative 12.47 11.38

Liquid 9.73 9.16

Silence 11.98 7.25
PAER N EERE U ER 2 G B YRR E L S



148 S 55 P BE T '8 o if 0 Nasal £ Liquid 2 #F > HARgd 5 = 2 (p] B o

%% 1%} chT % $ru R Silence 1] R & 455 Xtk i
A% b o e e I FZEEpEFAFLEERRIFI R EFasp ik A7
IR S S R RA T KBRS 2 =k md £ HMM 316
Blerr 2] =8 B4 FL AS PR EE P BT I EDRFE S PR
ORI SR AR g A R E Ry TE BRI
WP R PR DRy
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I~ REPFEHERROFNTES BLERE

APBE T ApE F e TCC300 W Ry A7 a2 {8 ¥
* &é&m frame-based % 273 ¢ ~ 5 202 WRIE o d LR A G

Jf? S AT AR G ORI R & grka o Fp A A &
;sb ) ;tsi— R EEA R )é] & v (Multi-layer perceptrons, MLP)#-3)]
:éz%&éﬁ“‘ THEFEURBE R ARGEFS OER BEARG P HS T
o & f]}j%?_j\ﬁ/'rﬁ?’g% FEAA LRI F LRI S IL G R AAE A
FRFIEPEELIVLEFIENE - BF T HEORE R AR RF
g B s A (segment-based) s e A 0 e A e MLP #5035 A A# 0 R E
4v » target &2 anti-model &7 B 2% $# #& 0% 5 (transition probability) 4~ $cec & 1§
BlEamtiy > RigAPHRd MLP 5 2 2 B RIES AHE AN aE 5 Bl
iz ix & € #](Confidence Measure) » 4oyt — % if it 53 328 f Jp] B 0 Jp|.2 % 07 4

e = & E’ # F% 3 %ﬂﬁ";@l‘éﬁ f#fﬁ’ &féﬁl‘gg i jt‘mv% B P ;AL °

1 MLP -4 5 A#F 332 b < Fp B2 e

PR A S0 MLP A 5 2 BB 510 ¢ 5o BRI K -
LR - BEIE O RS PR & B 12538 8 MFCC S4c Rt 6 - K 8
Bk TG 38 @ AR BB A 500 By A d 0 e R R D75 target model
™ % anti model )¢t 3% T B ¥ s 2 °

MLP %5z 8 — f& & » 4 ~ (feed-forward) 52 > & - B % | kA g~ s )

OF #m 85 i-L A 4 1 4o fE 30 & en2batfd S B e V4o

oY = f(ng)o(A) +6") (5.1)
# v

f(x)= _1+e (5.2)
% sigmoid function > N, 5 % A& 4 ‘g~ dcp > 00 5 bias» A LW R & 7

d AR s i BAREAF | Eas KB EAade i -
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Vi E g Ry
PRI B APV

1. 12 TCC300 ¥ < :Zk B 5iE B s hd 327 2] =% ' 38 2 MFCC %#ch
BEOREBAIE G 2 WRE -

2. ™ TCC300 ¢ = Fﬁ'&%“@paz&f g E 27 3% 2R 38 & MFCC 4-dkcen
MLP #7413 4 = 2 1R %

£ 51:GMM 2 MLP % A d# s 3 = % Ipean v i o

manne,rER(%) GMM | MLP
Vowel 11.05 8.29
Stop 11.12 9.98
Fricative 11.38 10.06
Affricate 10.98 9.17
Nasal 11.57 9.25
Liquid 9.15 9.16
Silence 7.25 5.72

d 257 i “ﬁct 7 Liquid enE 4GRS S a it 2 b Hepag F 2k
LR %Fﬁ’i 3 5 1~2.5%:T 5 > %qu\Vowel v % Nasal &7 Silence i&=
R B error reductlon AL 20%0TE o AR F R 2R THREN
AR TOR e 70%: '7‘] AECER ] R E -t R SARP <X | R
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segment =& & kL% frame-based =7 MLP i jp] BB e id Jp) 45 28045 58 W] s 37 »
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5823 1
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B 5.5: Pl % - B segment i ;B 5 #ic® segment o
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40



Nasal 9.25 7.03 9.67 7.30

Liquid 9.16 6.91 9.26 6.95
Silence 5.72 3.59 8.21 452
B AR R R S F A LB BT 0 AP0 BT R i %

SRS T PR ket g Y P g: e 48 3.5 b Fricative 12 2
Affricate > H il ip] /g % & 36 24 3F 8 2 5 (FA rate) & 245354405 5 (FR rate)
TR A NF GRS (BFE R E=HTIEG )OS ﬂ“imwmwﬁwﬂj
P Ba iy BT (P B ende 2 > I 3% Vowel » Stop > Nasal » Liquid iz 2% 5 &
ER PSR R Y - I AT LA - Y MRS A et
BB FELN I HFIEFF G PRET N  L A REBI B RS
ﬁmmeer@i B RSP By BRI R ARG e b R A0
ﬁﬂ&%’i%SMMe@ﬂ¢ﬂ*%#ﬁ$$u£%}ﬁ‘3m%%uii%
Pk o TR L Ay P ETIER B T R o

Tom AL A F#ﬁiﬁﬁyﬁu 2_{g et BIEAS K A 70 2 B Nasal e i
BB AT jitter #7A] e R4k 3EA J9 F p ek e

—\

kHz il |
Bl i & s 1,
spectrogram %WWWW& Wr it A

ot moob OO i nm

waveform

label

target model

¥ g

frame-based

R %

frame-based + 5 . . : . : , ' i
0s. / \ [ ' '
transition 00| !

probability

41



BV & b5 T g B B2k — R B ME AR 2 4 i Nasal & i
e g A

SPEEE 1 R4S S E R (i MUATT )i aE A Dl plAs TR G P B
i

frame-based 1 ;p|4 35 ¢ L A ¥ L o jitter P45 A A (% ¢ B R )i B
F s *M‘ﬁt#“,ﬁz TR AR R S A A R i et g b

e Jitter ¢ 2] 1 B14E 3% o
FREFRSLSL7 APt R & 285 325 £ 55 ha F -~ frame-based
MLP SRl &% E5 & RA T 12 b r REEBPF OGRS FELTERAS T

Vowel segment distribution comparation

6000

> ref answer
X —<-frame-based
—¥-+ duration model

5000 -

4000 -

3000

events count

2000

1000 -

| I I | I I |
0 0~30 30~60 B60~90 90~120 120~150 150~180  180~210 210~240 240~270 270~

segment duration (ms)

Bl 5.11:Vowel &5 £ o v f(EEd 243 25 &4 F %3¢ 5 frame-based
BRESR > d S EBP T DRI E)

&op segment dtstrlbutton comparatlon
18000 T

X @ref answer
| \ —<-frame-based
! . R
—k-+ duration model
14000 - |

12000 \ B

,_.
=
=
O 10000 4 g
(6]
[}
=
q>) 8000 - B
6000 - B
T
i
4000 / \\? E B
2000 /
a | |
(] 030 3060

-

B 5.12:Stop iz £~ (FF 5% F x5 E~7F %3 5 frame-based

42



x10*
2

Frlcatlve segment dlstrlbutlon comparatlon

events count

08

06|

04

Href answer
—<frame-based
:+: + duration model

)|L
A>7/3{-ED EDLSEI BDJQD 12E~I41SD 150~180 18
segment duration (ms)
] 5.13 : Fricative £ 5 & ~ @# P"ﬁi(fc? AR TERFELT BRI G
frame-based B3 % » = d Zhc P EB W I pEE) o
o Affrlcate segment dlstrlbutlon comparatlon
€ )ref answer
\ - frame-based
s \ —f-+ duration model
10000 - \ -
2 \
g 8000 | \ -
2 \
§ 6000 \ .
& \
N . ;
0~30 30~60 60~90 90-120 120~1ﬂ] 0 2
segment duration (ms)
Bl 5.14 : Affricate Boii 3 £ A G (¢ 3 42X 823 E4%F > %4 3
frame-based gl &% » =2 d LA P EBPBF B RRE) o

Nasal segment distribution comparation

15000 T T
- ref answer
—<frame-based
\ —¥-+ duration model
10000
E
=
o
o
@
=
[0}
>
[0}
5000
OD EU‘-KI 9EI~|2U |2CI~WEI 150~180 4l
segment duration (ms)
Bl 5.15:Nasal fiiz 5 £~ fm (S 2 435 %3 K4 # % J % frame-based
BREE S d LAt A O REE) .



L|qurd segment dlstrlbutlon comparatlon
16000

-@ref answer
1m0l —<frame-based
—k-+ duration model
12000 -
E 10000 \ -
=) 1
: \
o) 8000 R
= \
o |
= 1
O 6000 \ -
4000 && -
2000 - %/%\\é@\” 4
0 1 L - _ Z8 I
0 0~30 30~60 60~90 20
segment durat|o n (ms)
%] 5.16: Liquid £ 75%} £t (4

S|Ience segment dlstrlbut|on comparatlon
9000

X Gref answer
aoo0}- \ —<-frame-based
\\ —k-+ duration model

7000 -

6000 -

5000 -

4000 -

events count

3000 -

2000 -

1000

I I I | T X > v —
0 0~30 30~80 60~90 90~120 120~150 150~180  180~210 210 240 240~270 270~

segment duration (ms

-~

Bl 5.17:Silence fL s F £ » v e (FS 5 2 ¥ ExF £~ 7% L frame-based
i il s & 5 4 5 oo

LRGSR E A BRI A PTG
MLP RL5 & @Rl 3 jitter A/ 4nEeE - @1 22 F 2 FiRe 3
ST B o R BB L SRR > SR r A S
segment § fx & A hF o @ 7 Rl % segment £ B A 1 PR IRABITI F R
g EATH e
F - AR R B ekt v AL R B AR kT 0 FI L B MRS
4B 5 target FALE & anti FAE A - RARE ARAD FUERT KA R~
T N e s - BE AR DRE B R RS FIES FEAEFES I
R g gEs

‘«3\
\“E\\
bl
&~
-
B

44



AP(S =1)xC

AP =)= AP(S =1)xC + AP(S = 0)

(5.5)

AP(S =0)

AP(S=0)= AP(S =1)xC + AP(S = 0)

(5.6)

AP(S =1) » AP(S=0) ~» %] 5 § 1= 7 target model 12 %2 anti model } &% {4 % % »
B CH* kg Faiﬁifkpﬁi R E S AP'(S=1) 5 iE 2 18 3ren
target model 4~ #c > AP (S:O) w2 e Arenantimodel 2 #c e BT A A EEL
LR R S - ek

253 e R AEB I TS PEERF BRI E R

ER(%) frame-based frame-based MLP+
manner MLP transition probability

Vowel 8.2 7.93

Stop 9.98 8.58

Fricative 10.06 8.32
Affricate 917 8.07

Nasal 9.25 8.30

Liquid 9.16 8.01

Silence 572 539

+ & et Rl % 7 25 ) Vowel 2 Silence e jp] B 4E 5 % 17 0.3% >
FEHAAL R OFE S EEREE RS 383 1% T R A
m'rifl T b A segmentg\’mmnﬁ B R Ay W H né«* 5 fﬁ*\’mmxé PIEE P &g
#HAFS o

s—. 7"_'3\“\

‘;‘L;{»’ EHEF a2 (& APREHEFEIFT O pEEEL S
PRI EaEE I plE % (deB 5.10) Rt LR RS R R L B

45



2217

waveform

label

~1ﬂb\ vi| a_n| n‘n| sp| Yl‘ sp‘ j| vx‘e_nw| nQ‘sp| d| a9| 1\

%
<
v
A

[\
meesd T AN W

IE’TIEUE?‘?%U 05|

frame_based + tinme 1 05 31 10 31.15 31.20 31.25 31.30 31.35 31.40 31.45 31.50 31.55 31.60 31.65 31.70 31.75 31.80 31.85 31.90 31.95 32.00
15
transition s —
05-| # ~ f \
. 00
probability sl
frame-based + ol
. 10
transition ol / \ f \ /.
. 00
probability 05

SR,
WA B 518t 3 A B A 18 eni Bl R (1)

TBHFF g R W%%ﬁ L PARAL S RIRET T4 jitter 47
Ao Fnipl > RTAPEH T - B LR RP DS

27217

e ff S A

waveform
-32768
label b =n| e_ne| ol o] o] iwi] sazn] g |
ERE S Th
I: I 0.5: \
0.0
05|
frame-based v,

T R A N AWA A

05-]

target model |

08|
06|

R}
0.2
00|

frame-based + 15

1.0}
transition os,—/—\
0.0 |

probability 2

5
frame-based + ... —ﬂm
transition £
05
probability =

zime |55 23170 2375 2380 23.85 23130 23.95 24.00 2405 24.10 24.15 24.20 24.25 24.30 24.35 24.40 24.45 24.50 24.S5 24.60 i

sty
“%WW B 5.19 : 2 A E g 2r w4 i Bl %R K1) o

d B 5.18 ~ B 5.19 B.%

-\yﬁ-

9o AR E AR & A S - 30 A g

46



FF R S AP A R RRE ] jitter - BEPARET T k0 At
By P A EEEIRRT S ;‘E'J.fsi% sosegment £ R A F B R A AA D B4R
3 ﬂ'%\# A% S RREP O - B Ft A PRI T U F 2 RIE 4~ segment
rTJF[ A ;6 LEE BT} PR AT R

3. ™ frame-based MLP R % 5 A#L F AT ZRER

-l ag P e 2@ 1) frame-based MLP # 3 & 2 enE 43
%’E{%ﬁﬁfhﬂfmyéﬁﬁﬁé“¥ﬁ%,mmﬁwvﬁ%?iﬁﬁa
H By B % > FPF D] P B & 2 {8 A SR Y P e
it & p|(Confidence Measure) > 5 = & B cH i Bl% % 1 i & &3
14508 & B FEA R o

Fé & 3% (hierarchical)eh s iz &R R RI 4 B AR 5 - é_%§—3 i b
Fere B (Breath)x M2 R B Pl EE7 R R E /?.'J I U o
Mt 5 #¢ 02 e Fricative 22 Affricate 74 2 Vowel ¥ Nasal » %] & & ,1@ R L
2L 58% (non-sonorant) # 3 Vowel ~ Nasal ~ Liquid 2 2 584 (sonorant).rn Fricative -
Stop ~ Affricate & & ,1— R S (speech)m Rix& 35 Vowel ~
Nasal ~ Liquid ~ Fricative ~ Affricate ~ Stop & & 14 2 2£3% 3 (non-speech) 73R i»
3% Silence ~ Breath & & o % #18 (Fe07 5% 4 gopgin i :‘E'Jf:%% FORAR R 2§ R
t b & R el R 1 E}if]&iﬁﬁ el SRERE ,Thﬁf;g;fﬁ Y R % e
R IEARRA DEER MNP AP{HEIREREFY - S BA
ORI EREP BAZ A A - Rl B 2R SR B IFEE AP

RIS I RS R L % = }é]’éﬂéf)@m}%w'g&‘?’lxl ZEEASY e g
f’é‘,f,_}il’ (= )

B QR IR R 2 R EARRR D L A TR

47



Layer4 SpeeCh NOD-SpeeCh

= -

R3 Threshold

- = ]
Layer3

Non-
sonorant Silence Breath
< sonorant
R2 THESSROM v v B vt T I o i B o T B e e e
Layer2 i — ‘
Vowel & Bt Fricative & G N
Nasal Liquid Affricate Stop Silence Breath
< [y [y 3 3
RI ThreshoMd _ _ . _ __ _JV________| A1 .
> Layerl
[ ] I ].- ] ] |
Vowel Nasal Liquid Fricative Affricate Stop Silence Breath

B15.20 ¢ P B s cnB it Rl B 2 R BRI W -

ORGSRl ER 0 F a5 R B eh i Pl %% normalize

N
AI:)total = Z AP. N=8 (57)
i=1
aR= 20 1=i=8 (5.8)
APtotaI

N
= 3 AR ) s -
i=1
ygﬂ@§H~@&%H¢»mmemmm Pl ER R PR HELARK
g ]J‘#’L"—ng‘E‘ ’*,TJ' ‘/Q f&mlg PJ"L%ﬁ’ 3—‘:—,/,
B : (5.10)
1+exp(A(H - 5))
—E! E‘ ﬂ, A ﬁ?j’?fﬁ EI ’ill P%fi’ﬁ._ﬁ'&‘; mfﬁi %E;' R f_ﬁ;mﬁ}# ttO~1_LFéﬂ' ° ’Tgi’.qf«:‘; f__&?\
,45\ FB;M-I llr}ilu F';i&_@-— ]E;Fﬁ’ﬁj_l? m_% Té?'Jé$%1€ﬁi§?§bd’:?;m .

PUTEH R IER 3 R R R PR A S R T LR

48



T FIRFHER ™ 5 P 5 = 7 offeele

R
10 \\ —— layer-1
AN

—8— layer-2

<
§ ’ \\ —— layer-3
[‘E 6 -\ \ —®— layer-4

4 ~

S S ==

0 : : : :

0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95
Threshold

R 521 7l FHEET & FF A R ERBES
AT RS F T dek T LR R TR R o IR B
BIRRE TR A S AR BT AP L BREEL T SRR ER

BT PAEE T AL F AT TR vt B(inclusion rate) £ &2 B 5.21 — A2 A 45!

# 5.4 ?F“*i;’fﬁ_"{ir’%ﬁ R B Fﬂﬁ_lﬁlmﬁ‘},lah/l}l]o

Fé ks 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95

1-layer 28.6% | 21.8% | 16.7% | 10.3%

2-layer 20.9% | 21.7% | 20.9% | 19.2%

3-layer 23.6% | 21.0% | 19.8% | 18.5%

4-layer 26.9% | 27.1% | 27.0% | 30.0%

Total 100% | 91.6% | 84.4% | 78.0%

$E - KA ARl B b AL EARRERNPIEE >
%

FEET “*‘F’ FOEUREDL R RS SRR EE R Tt
FREERSB GEFFPEOT AR PR TSR Ft AR P HERE
4Tm%g¥%;$gﬁiﬂ%$mm% M % = K -F 5 R en Fricative &

[t m%% At ;\Ej [ ;L'J’/‘ %f‘f”%ﬁ'—j‘f > A ifEd A0
H2 (e fEimE T - AN P 2 EOF - AR Y BREF 2

BRI T i A A H Y oA B ERBFEFH G R A A

LA 3 3 3p & 4piR % e Nasal 2 Vowel
7,



#-38% (sonorant) # 7z Vowel ~ Nasal L|qU|d Hoo AR + & 7 Fricative ~
Affricate ~ Stop & & » d tpteig % 5 kot ERBRIEED LA
5 T E OB w0 PIAE A 2 A 4 rﬂ ARMTOIFPEE T S TR R T

< hgentE iX o @ E b K 3% F (Speech) £ L3 3 (non-speech)enis i & £ B 3
BEZ RO ARNOPEET S B i B EF R
.»j?: LM'.:_% Yo% o a;€m521 IV 54m‘—"§< » NP R-G H?'Fmﬁ_lﬁ'—’:f{'?ﬁ

Tl Y
TEREPRIAT AL T ] R

NS
\ aad

r,ll)r‘r’!x p

\F‘kﬂ

>

5.5 AP EET R ERBRIEMDI ST o
el SRT=R

0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95

EF | 100% | 91.6% | 84.4% | 78.0%

TERER |90.1% 95.4% 97.3% 98.3%

I

M FEF P EAARARG 0 R ER BRI E S
§ﬁwr{%%#ﬁﬁ ﬁa@mgup,xqaﬂﬂm 3

e FE ‘:,li}im_L. FEZXE D) 97% 0+ > A i B %ﬁq{,_ﬁf@pb%ﬁqgi{ﬁz e o
T EBEEE A - BB AR P ER ’ﬂ“”ﬂ?”i

CL3 A A W A ’}ifﬁ %
08 PR/ E W5 28.6%  HAFABRRKREHF RIS AT HIRELL"2 7 A0
e kg P&Eiﬂ°ﬁ7gﬁﬁﬁﬂ“%m%?\§ﬁ

¥
%*€~E BlenEE B R N TR BRIE S L R B
ek T2 A ) ek 3T

50



27 |—

waveform et — Y i

label 32768
layer-1 Confidence el = | 3| il wl ] 4 o 7
measure

Vowel {fRE[53 87

L

C 1o 2

N

I

Stop {fAH]53 B L

C > s 1

Fricative ({5 57

Affricate {{Tif]l55 57

Nasal {53 5

]
)

f
l
|
~

05
o | R L |

05-|

=

00

Liquid i3 By B N\

Silence [EHI5T 8 o f

| N\
Bk Rl e

Bl522: ZEREpsEky sy

ml4

Breath {53 B

FERP TR D AMA B ERT LR E S 2T ) L b R
R BRI A g3 223 2 RAGR 2 FLF AR A/ O LT L=
BEEARAEES S RS EEAE T AR R Rk R
BB R R A S R PR bR g R A AT e R
Bt 30 FI S S RS E R A T A A AR A F bR g fd 2k A
g - g 2 BRI B > F R A RS R PP RRICTILE ER
SRAFPRE SRR R R REE URET G e

& oml

51



sl
'

FEPRL HMM § > 32 * CRF 23

B REEE

1L #FEBiE2 HMM g #7 3

@ % HMM € training criterion i\yj-fﬂp £_optimal segmentation position » #%
e AR B HMM 32 5 PR g &7 B R > 1995 % pres ity &
+20 msec (~ )’j-*u%u& B e HMM 92 3 frame) e84 T e A+ i i 7 90%
+ 7™ [Grande, 2003] [Kotropoulos, 2008] - - 2% » 2 7P # L 4% 91 7 minimum
segmentation error 17 HMM 2" 5 = ;* [Kuo, 2006] » e &_&_— i supervised training
algorithm » ~ )J%{ﬁ AL RFETRGFARE KPR o AP AR
- EUFEAGE ﬁmHMM W) R 87 B G 10 B ] 1R T R &
FRTEFHERARE 27T - 4B 61 7 > &7 FLFF HVMM
phone-like unit model training {& » sV F* £ & * fa speaker adaptation training(SAT)
[Makhoul, 1996] ; SAT%P L f_f¢ * constraint MLLR(CMLLR) 4} 7 }F;%iﬁ RS
[ anl % EFF i (CMLLR) e 2 3% 4 ¥ ATV HFTE HMM H-7)
v e T i 2 speaker dependent HMM #£3] - e SAT 18> 2 PR fa HMM #a
model adaptation- i# * MLLR 3 % 2 i HMM #-3][Gales, 1996] [Gales, 1998] -
T fo SAT gx b e % o w&f’“)’j‘bv rEE i HMM $23) % #2 force
alignment > i® % %L & syllable boundaries sz 4st» 2 iz % -

52



53

Speech Data oy Speaker-
> . e independent
) model Training HMM model
CMMLR feature HMM
. adaptation "1 model Training
@)
© |
Speaker-dependent
MLLR Model -
Adaptation Training (SAT)
HMM model
l
Speaker-dependent
» Force Alignment (SAT+SA)
HMM model
L Segmentation result
W6.L1: @ % #4532 HMM g #2542 -
i@ * XA HMM #7318 > 5% phone-like unit 2_*» 2] = % A - &P K
A 2
B F Rt i o A T E A aodk 6.1 977 o
Z 6.1 #*FHAE HMM #0388 e § 2 2 Tdog £ agh o
wson AEH LG L AEETEG L
% E =
Vowel 9.49 9.92
affricate 7.95 9.28
Liquid 6.13 6.45
fricative 10.88 11.42
Nasal 6.90 6.39
Stop 4.89 5.28
Silence 4.83 -
Breath 16.67 -
2. MLP 3 Ad# 53 B R R
B F A HMM 32 2 p &7 T3t 0 X7 MLP 5 2 # 03 3



WRIE o H i 4Bl 6.2 F7oF o

O original

10.00 Oremove [B-1,B]

_ Oremove non-speech
8.00 | I —
6.00 —| - - || -
400 — o - [ | -
2.00 — o - - - L
0.00

N\ s & & S S %
N S S S & <
< \a ¢ S 3 S

F16.2: &% X HMM B3 6 2 § 847 T30 0 £ 479 2 MLP 3
RAAEF S 2 R B2 vcit (EER in %) o

i8R BB 2 2y B &«Pmmumwwf ° Fla ¥ FEAE HMM 03 p #
T2 FR YRR [ R MAMEL SRR A Nl ?g_;’ - BEIEMTEG
AL T AR62Y Y RFHEED - BF 2L *‘*’Fy"—; i$

=B R B2 o RS FTCCHMY § - F Bz i &

SR AFI RS RE GRS RS R Bk g HR

d g ¢ T NAGE R GELE § AL RIS stop o

6.3 #77r o d [ 6.2~

)
R e T

AT 2 MLP 5 R ehs 5 =% ‘
6.3 #i7 > M f BT LR E F 425 H anE g Bl
GREE L R r
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Doriginal
Eremove [B-1,B]
Oremove non-speech
12
10 — 1
8 | _— _— _— _— _—
6 _— | | | | | | |
4 | _— _— _— _— _— _— -
2 | _— _— _— _— _— _— -
0 - |
> > > $ > $ > > g
N & & N \q;& & §¥ & & i
S & & & B\ S & Ay
v . @\'6 N S q;ﬂ%' &
BN >
% ?54@

1%7]6.32%’*?;%?‘,‘%’%@ HMM #3118 2 p #4%7 T 0 £ X792 MLP 5 A# 5
S { 2_»%it (EER in %) -

3. R ERILBIES BIEFRL

BEFAPRY DG 53 H7 2 g 5 frame-based MLP iR B 2 5k ls
S P RERER cAPHEAMVROMIP #3322 dREL BRI RTEARAE
®l > B 6.4 ¢ ¥ 115 37 e o confidence threshold = - 12 frame-based MLP
R g er RLiE 2 %‘J¥;.a$~ PRS2 ARy o d Bl 64 ¥ 1g L
frame-based MLP 1 p| & 1% ix 5 threshold 3% 5 0.4 > B 5 72%05 127 P30
B Ea HpRLk T 0% T SR RTG53 &5 o - E AF
B FREE L A B EFR OGRS LR Rk
70-80% -
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0.8 T
0.7 //

0.6

H

0.3 ,,/

0.2 —e—Inclusion rate
0.1 —=—Recogniton rate ||
0.0

0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.0
Inclusion rate  |0.2708|0.3972|0.5094 |0.5903 0.6594 | 0.7265|0.8023|0.8751{0.9504| 1
Recogniton rate |0.9933|0.9775{0.9493/0.9325|0.9183|0.9043 0.8843 | 0.865 |0.84290.8234

Entropy

B 6.4 : frame-based MLP 2 4 = /2 MBI B2 Fe S F 2 G R £ -

4. F3 BRI B2 BT

Aip-A F or g iv2 % MLP-based 3§ = 2 MR B2 43534 6.2 B
",lll":):“ 7 :3:_: »"J KFJ\J 54%m/h/ % g e & StOp ;f = ok 15 /EJEEIJ %] ) :),‘_: =
w 7§38 17%¢<0/e-ng/5 % € @ ¥ nasal % 5 = /2 1 B B miss detected °

kA 62 HTE IR E T BB /Y PR - L AT BTG
] ez % (linguistics knowledge) [#& L, 1998] » 4 :
B Backward nasal assimilation — R 5 * # 5 3p £ ik PR % S
B Vowel unvoicing —§p # e2b3E#+ Y I %
B denasalization— £ # § g @ ¥ A F S r Ayt §F 2R
Arig A )

el d B 6.5 1 I H & 4 & B phone missing detection =i 7]
TR RERE -
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% 6.2 W e

BRERL R K =

STOP /h/0.54 /11041 /ch/0.22 /e/0.22 |/er/0.20 |/k/0.19
NASAL A/027 |[/ENULL2/0.17 /t/ 0.15 fwu/ 0.14
FRICTIVE |/g/ 0.54 |/c/0.42 7/ 0.42 /k/ 0.41 J/ch/0.38 |/p/ 0.37
AFFRICATE |/s/0.55 |/x/0.54 /sh/ 0.46 /t0.32  V/1/0.17 1/d/0.10
LIQUID M/ 0.52 |/m/ 041 fer/ 0.27 /yu/ 0.25 |/d/0.21 |/ENULL1/0.20
VOWEL f/0.35 |/m/0.25 /d/0.19 /016 )e/0.14 |h/0.13
SIL /£/0.40  |/p/0.18 /t/0.16 /c/0.14 |/b/0.12  |k/0.12
segment missing(detector)
0.10
0.08 |
0.06 —
0.04 |
0.02 —
] x& L© D QO N N
® %&'&\c"b %\6‘6 Q‘b%‘b \\0? 404@ N
] 6.5:frame-based MLP # § = /= i B & ¢ A i# phone missing detection 2_ 5t3*+ o
FF o AP EA* MLP-based # F =¥ WPl B2 4534 630
%63 B ¥ Lg% BIpAEE
Labial /t/0.45 |/ 044 |/t 043 h/0.34 1/1/0.33 /k/ 0.32
Labial-dental ~ |/b/0.60 |[/p/ 034  |/g/0.33 k/0.32 |/h/0.27 /sil/ 0.23
Dental /ch/ 0.76 {/zh/ 0.70  |/sh/0.63 036 |/t 0.31 /¥ 0.30
Alveolar /p/0.73 |/b/ 0.56 /k/0.49 fe/0.35 1/h/0.33 fer/ 0.31
Alveolar-palatal /m/ 0.59  |/t/ 0.37 /sh/0.35 |/zh/0.27 /c/0.24
Velar /m/ 0.39  |/p/0.35 m/0.32 |/t/0.31 /wu/ 0.16
retroflex /s/0.85 |/z/0.81 /c/ 0.78 /x/ 058 |/q/0.41 /3 0.36
front /e n/0.31|/1/ 0.23 /e ng/ 0.23 |lr/0.21 [/ENULL1/0.18 |/n/ 0.17
mid /ou/ (.36 |/an/ 0.33  |/ei/ 0.29 /d/ 0.26 |/n/0.24 /eh/ 0.23
back /ao/ 0.31 |/e_ng/ 0.27 |/g/0.27 fer/ 0.24 1/h/0.23 /e/0.23
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A - 6.3 TEINNOEEEFZT T F BV HT UFRT IR %
(linguistics knowledge) » 4 :
B Confusion set in Mandarin : ¥R FFEF ¥ B2 2 B2 82 2080
A%
B Confusion setin Mandarin: £ ~ Lip & # 5 G685 B % ;
B Labial Assimilation : & § F * 3 % n.n -> m /_{labial,
labial-dental} ;

o boad s s R E g - & linguistics knowledge ¥ 2 fER T 24 Al
ﬁ%% FoBRGAE GE EREC AN T BB ARG Y
cho @ f NG-ASR 28 ¢ ] Fl#-iz 4t linguistics knowledge e » -

5. #7* CRF2#E3 Blre

A - frame-based # 5 2 WP E 2 @?] % -  CRF (Conditional
Random Field » 2 -+ . B4 6. 5)m3i% » X, » @ CRF detector 2 ﬁ%l NEEBES

= ;% 2_ detection ﬁz;—] 4t A& CRF # i ¥ 12 % conditional probability % 7+ &
P, | X, Yy, W=V) =P(Y, | X,Y, ,W~V) (6.1)

He »v §_CRFgraph ¥ £2 w 4p #8 0 vertices o

¥ ¥ Y3 Yoo Yn

X=X1,....Xn 1, Xy

B 6.5:CRF T & B -
P ¥ - conditional probability & =

P(Y | X) =exp(Zﬁ,-t,-(yil, yi,x,i)+2uksk(yi,x,i)j (6.2)
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= (Yo Y X 0) A& transition function - s (y;, X,1) 5 state feature function -

& ¥ * e CRF % P X ¥ 12— 1% discrete variable % 7+ > B
) c; (X_,,--X,,) match to a specified pattern
Sk(yi’X1|):{

i+m ) (63)
0; otherwise

A1l 2P - MLP-based 3 4 & & 18R ggi@?] 21 uniform quantized & - % 4
% i ¥ CRF thdiscrete i » 74 -

EF &P NP R [n-2, ..., n+2]FFF e MLP-based 4§ % 18 ;‘Eljﬁﬁi«;‘] LN
% CRF classifier mﬂzg?] ~oBrE R g 2 E classifier »ziy L 4 6.4; % 6.4 5 CRF
classifier 2 confusiontable > & # @ # x5 [ H ¢ 12 liquid 7 b i< & F 5 %
= vowel -

% 6.4 1 CRFGFS BEEE 28] > 2iRuE% -
o) a f n 1 \4 S
0.86 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.03
0.01 0.92 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02
0.02 0.05 0.90 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.91 0.02 0.06 0.01
0.03 0.01 0.00 0.05 0.74 0.17 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.97 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.98

H ¢ p-plosive, a-affricate, f-fricative, n-nasal, I-liquid, v-vowel, s-silence

v < |—(B |m|> o
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= ~  Tone Nucleus Model 2 # & #3a Fzn g *

ErE Y AP B I AERERNLERBREAFTY O RIS AP
2 p AL x ~ & Keikichi Hirose ##2:& 7 & 1¥» i {7 W% % 5 tone neuclues 2_ 3
P~2 toneneuclues & RFEF 2 EAFRI 2 R g o

Tone neuclus _d4 & # + & 1 Keikichi Hirose ##2% Bt 383 < ¥ &
L E F gk B gk 0 tone neuclus g FIEF Akt 2 4R
T3NA o 4@ 7-1 #1751 [Zhang, 2004] o 4opt &7 R E B L A iE it 2. T 5 E
3R Z ffyit o AR 7-2 ¢ P E_tone neuclues 4 B~z_ & 2 B 0 2\ 2k pitch
contour ¥ 4~ % = £ —onset(C1), nuclei(C2) 2 offset(C3) » & & %] i * & 4 k ik
#1E P 0 #7123 B onset, nuclei 2 offset cnil ik iz TioE 2 Ak 3 2
L Kdwit o £ * Viterbi search %k F 35 & i# 2 & Ji 8L+ B~ 4! pitch contour 2
tone nuclei £% 4 - tone neuclues » :t-’:-pltch PP T INA 2 ",ﬁ; » 1|4 2 voiced
% unvoiced boundaries *iT o %3 T B FEAPF > @ * tone neuclues FAFIFEE F 2

BAFey v OEERE 2 T -

H 4§ tone neuclus {%1§3E 7 & I 2LH0 F 7 A& Fupr aostylization - @2
R SR U S R i}“{ piecewise linear model - e &_ tone nuclus

model 7] &_syllable-based > #] % syllable boundaries ¥ % & - B £ & ¢ 4 o

FD“

B 7-1 ~ B 3% tone neucleus z_ 7+ % M@ °
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EREEE

R S T eeemvxgeﬁ

R ;%@ég‘;%?l Z
#-— 1% syllable =
h T R e

Acoustic features
of one syllable

__7/

n: sample number of input feature
n,: sample number of onset

nz: sample number of nucleus

n;: sample number of offset

I: number of segments

@

N
v

Segmentation
Initialization
n=n/3,n>=7n/15n=n/5

|

4
Maximum Likelihood
» Estimation of <
Parameters

I

Re-segmentation

through Viterbi Scarch
Algorithm 1=2: Merge the
nucleus with onset
w or offsct
b
\I‘

Scgmentation
Results

/_N

;}ég"/ﬁ-ﬁ 124: °

B] 7-2 ~ 3% tone neucleus z_

2z A ¥ P

FrRat F g

N

mz‘éiﬁlﬁf"’" g =
— 2P A5 tone sandhi -

&é (context- dependent) mfsﬁ'J )
f¢ syllable pitch contour % gm b o B

PR E 2 R e

® Bl# I tone anchor [Zhang, 2005]= 4 » H § i}“{ tone

neuclues & £ pitch jump/difference ¢ 5 #F 2 cpattern > & £ 35 7 & RETH T tone

sandhi =
7-2 #751 o

S o f3E B Fog o

me ¢ R
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Fé

time

B 7-2 ~ tone anchor # * %-#cT 3 B °
EIR N L NEIEL ST sh Gl R 8 (YA [

1) tone neuclues ® onset (C1), nuclei (C2)# offset (C3) it £ ~log-FO £ 35 g 2
log-FO # 5 » & fid=gk2 log-FO * 3518

2) AEFUE R,

3) # - 3 & offset(C3)fx it £ ~ log-FO T 351 2 log-FO 4 %, 54— % & onset
(CL)g i £ ~ log-FO T 357 2 log-FO 4L %

4) = i tone anchor %-#kc > 4o B 7-2 #777;

5) Syllable {4 unvoiced £ A ;

6) @ i indicator % ¥+ 3 s % — syllable % & - syllable;

£ 27 5 ehifFjicw £ o

GEF Y > AR F Bt F 2 HKU96 BE i 7 MLP-base ¥ <
T3 BB IR [T] AP AT ¥ I HGERL T 500 410 6,410 B & R
#3200 02567 B F o R AT 0 AP BEDFELEL RN B
(1) Baseline 1- ¢ * MLP #337%0 % » #4 » #acddcs 93¢ 1),2),3),5),6) -
- )*I.%%-Lz % * » & tone anchor %#kc ; (2) Baseline 2 - 3 S fa 3z L w0 974 4y 2
HMM 23 5525 8 - 3+ 2 [Zhang, 2005] ; (3) #r# iz kit - @& % MLP #35%
B B PSS baseline 1k st ® B4 » 3 i 4)2 tone anchor %4 -

dHZ R SITIR R 2 S S hettr B 7-3 0 @ #rdk 2k sz confusion table
Placd 7-1 977 o
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Tone classification performances.

15
145
14
135
13
125
12
15 : '
Baselinel Baseline2 Proposed

B 7-3 ~ & * tone anchor % #ic® A & B30 F530 % Suray v ) o

Tone error rate %

# 7-1 -~ Confusion matrix for the proposed system (in %) °

Tone Tl T2 T3 T4 T5
T1 75.7 6.34 0.6 15.6 1.7
T2 44 88.9 2.1 3.6 1.1
T3 0.6 3.5 84.8 9.3 1.2
T4 1.4 0.9 2.1 94.8 0.8
T5 3.2 2.5 10.8 15.8 67.7

d o FRE > NPT R AFHE G B aES B tone anchor %k
- BPHRFEIREL L3 ¥ 0353 Bk
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A EIRBGRIEL KT - T BEGREA
RIBRR T e i

APREF BRI B AL E R T RATRRT 2 3F F PR 2
BB R KRB g xgz frame-based =47 ¥ 4p B K@:mﬁfﬁ i
* fljggf ¢ eigen-voice [Kuhn, 1998] F - Atk ™ 2 3% 3 i"%ﬂf& AR A

WS B RATHAPM S8z MM D eigen-voice T B A AP A
eigen-voice 7 & fa— B3 5 W B B> & * eigen-voice 7 &} ié%—g P i pl
o TR E S FRLA BT E 373 3 4 fic(rescore) s 7 5 3k A28 4E B4 )
8-1 #171

N

$=0E B =2 (- EyEL)

X' ={8,522 05V, 0 Dy}

P e——

N Eigen-
Training > Forced Super-vector Subspace
speech Alignment M Projection

*

Within-

class PCA | E.=[Z,.E;]
-’ i i Dy
Analysis

Class
Detectors

Training phase

Test Phase i

Eigen- 2314
Super-vector II Subspace LLR test LLR[%)=log
M Projection A p(fl/l)
LLRs
h 4
Test ASR/ Lattice
speech » Lattice Likelihood scores > Rescoring

L=a LR (O)+(1-a)-LIR (%)
B 8-1~ % Bt RIPE S URS ™ b PR -
LR 8-1 ¢ o A AR LM RGEAL Y HMM i force alignment » 2%

(s d-F & - B state e MFCC 4o#icz. T¥ow £ 14 » #-% B3 B B state & MFCC
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\\\?{r

BT 2w £ 2 50 super-vector o

19 super-vector {5 » NPT R FRLAOF A S EFFE o W=l L,
A £ > H covariance matrix Ai o ¥ A ¥t covariance matrix, A., * PCA
ﬁ’ L*; |gen space, E -#+# - i eigen-space, E ,¥ A fE i & e S
BER V€ HET ’Ij‘iiﬁif‘ﬁﬁﬁtﬁ oA PR2L L E, cHB 5
;i;;l]’# ¥ j\ A A W oA LT L E o rq\ [ :tékeigen-space,

\[»

i<

E, %7 3

E, =[E, . E;] (8.1)

Ir% - B3 'rhsuper-vector 20X BRI E NPT T Ay F‘*\?Jﬂz %
BB AT M OF 2 HE, DS EFEHP)B ngf » U H R B ED FEa g o B
URET R T T e ) STV A A s AR LA

FE
X =XE;s Eit,s = X'(I —-Ein Eit,N ) (8.2)

U R TR B T fR i A 5 within-class feature normalization(WCFN ) -

A4
p3
peiy
s
“3
|
fat
o
=
R
b
o
fE
E
@)
T
Z
(xx.
\\?@r
%
x>
fﬂ
s
.
A
5
¥
e

LI @MﬂoéJﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂPﬁ#@%&@mﬁ’ﬂm?uﬁﬂmmF
FHX B F DEZ 2 A% 0 #alog-likelihood ratio (LLR) 4™ 5% 9457

2

»

(8.3)

L nrﬂq}uv WA e B IEZE B I EAMLP A g
RIS rv’ﬂﬂiﬂ g E e LLR /\ﬂcijﬁ/ﬁv HMM 3% § 752 & BT E Frit e
3 0% eyl s BT AR FEL A B MLP 34 S RERE R e p R mﬁig?]

7 2
EN
90 18 1 LLR A feshde o o 4o St

(\x
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L =a-LR (0)+(1-a)-LLR (%) (8.4)

¢ af MLP #4d (S Bid 5 # e R B enig 1o 8 e LLR & feehic f 8 -

EFAPH Aurora 2 FRE R A BB RHEA RIRB T e i 25
Woasz FEo AP 2 PHCK L ikgp Aurora2 FR R 2 AR R R R R AP
BEL TP ENMNI2BF LA E - H o

B A AT RN P R eigen-space ¥ ew B o 4o] 8-2 T 0 B[]
TR R P EEE R RE AR Mo

&

B 8-2~ A Aurora 2 multi-condition Z#L ¥ #1fE {8 eigenvoice ® = & & K Hc¥t
7 AR P2 TR o

500 1 T T 1 T T 1 T T
400 |- .
300 |- .
200 - .
s
N 100 .
5
9 v 15dB
c 0Or Ny
g o O 10dB
4 -100- % > 5dB .
= @ 0dB
-200 |- > s s | ]
P g )
-300 - =T = .
i AR |
-400 %
_500 r r r r r r r r &O r
-1000 -800 -600 -400 -200 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Dimension 1

(a) Word — “one”
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600 T

T T
4005 O e <
200 - O clean
O 20dB
N
.5 0 v 15dB
)]
c
£
£ -200-
-400 (-
-600
;

r

r

r

r

-800 -
-1000 -800

Bofg A im kg A arde 2 1 BRI A Uk
BT R e A AP A A MLP A SRR E
8-1 #177 » o ¥ #7i¢ * i 16-state MFCC %-#-T 22 - MFCC variance %

word £ B o

# 81~ MLP #p#4 S ppiEd 3 e p sz (EERIn %) o

.
-600  -400

(b) Word — “two”

-200
Dimension 1

0

200

B
'\-_‘v
Gl

400

2%

Digit | MFCCs | +Var. | +Dur.
One 2.80 1.97 1.97
Two 3.41 3.13 2.56
Three 3.71 3.14 2.57
Four 2.86 2.57 1.73
Five 1.46 0.87 0.58
Six 1.98 1.98 1.42
Seven 1.72 1.72 1.43
Eight 1.72 1.72 1.72
Nine 2.90 2.32 2.03
Zero 2.56 2.56 1.70
Oh 3.41 3.13 2.84
Silence 0.15 0.15 0.15
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Average | 2.39 2.11 1.73

S >

BFEAP R B RIE IR T R i 182 % F FRLE SRt
fe B H e arR F ant o dol] 8-3 4o o B¢ A kol e 25 (1) HF
multi-condition "R 2. FEiR B (2)€ * ETSI o &2 ##:3%, (3) # * HEQ
(histogram equalization) z_ %, (4) @ * & 1% 1) WCFN % #icz yELE 2
(5) i * Ak w Atk ) RMW (Reference Model Weighting) [Liao, 2007] % #c2.
FRELE  H S % 4oB 8-3 977 o d BB 8-3(a)° &t ¢ * WCFN S#icz yHLE 2
WER 5 7.45% > 2(1)-(3)5 & - #2823 RMW » = RMW ¥ 9 + £ * %
BBt 7 WCFN R 7 2 & o
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B 8-3~ 1% Bt (i RIPLE PURB T feid i 2 FRL kS Bl k2 okt

e o
15.00 7 R:I ulti-
] ﬁ 5 Con.
= 13.00 Z ? Z OFETSI-
é 11.00 % :I: é Lﬂxd\r".
= % Z 5 B HEQ
2900 % Zi: ﬁ
| ﬁ 7 1k B WCEN
7.00 ZN: -
E . E e
5.00 Al 5k B Ak EWRMW
SetA ' SetC Ave
(a)

3 Multi- | ETSI-
SNR(dB) Con. Adv.
clean 1.35 0.98 1.21 1.10 1.27
20 247 1.55 1.42 1.19 1.23

15 4.05 2.25 2.15 1.80 1.79

10 6.38 417 3.76 3.34 3.10

5 14.53 9.44 9.00 7.89 7.57

0 41.73 25.82 26.95 23.22 22.86

HEQ | WCEN | RMW
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1~ RBREFESEP
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rt

APEAZEPR 220 AAPREF S BEORE T EERN AP H
FF RN R R 2 o R Y o APFREEP L I REL R
ZBFFFFNY AL - FHhEF TIMIT FHRE- 3 35 5 73
phone-level %5 (transcript) ¥ &7+ 4 72 & ¥| sample 335 4L & o i& 4 i NG-ASR %
BRFIIRL AR IERALR TR A B L5 - bog § B RIE - 57
MR g Blen- 2 NG-ASR A2 % 5 A TIMIT 34 R (787§ 44 70 3+ 4
“?:’J?”é? Big 1 AR 2 A1 TCC-300 MFEFME - F# 5 - ERp
ML AR AP LT R g g TR

BAFHEY RATALFLTREFPAPMEL AR AP LA

~FAE

=i

(1) TCC-300 RIE:E#L A2 1T ;
(2) TCC-300 ®zE % #L & phone-like unit p #*» 2] = % 2 & = |
B) WF#FF=E2HFF 2R ErE2
(4) # = & w3 (linguistics knowledge) 2. =% F’é ;
- 4r— #* phone assimilation . % » A% - HpeamtF P p R LEFED R
T IR % g - BT ER -
(5) F1* tone neuclus &3 A&k 4p B35 3 B A RE 3 B0 e
(6) #3753 BRI Berp A B > B AE 3 pun B e d B o

FF L TAEES BEERIEAM G
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