BRI

Friday 11" January, 2019

1 fFAZEMIRA

AR I AR R A AT B S PN F BE S s E. RIbE. R
AR BEIE W, S WKW B Indialishe N ERAN T EA X RIE S M
W2, ARTATEAE R 24, RATH AT AX 3 AT B FEMES, I
SEZNHI W AKX A At FRATVAT- 5 A B R X R 1) e

M THENR G, A RAXFERE /7. THENUEM R B 6e 7]~ 1E
BIEANTHFEA RIEE KR MR B, BT LURE AR G VR 2 5 ) )
e TR A R 19744F H Leonard FlDoddington$g Hi[1])#. {H 2 B 2] L i
ZL904FAR 3 [E (B F AR #E B AT 72 Bt T 46 4 2R B R R VP EL 28, 1R R A
ARAGFUAMNGE R . H BT AR 7 3% 3 4y R T 8 25 R 4% 1 15 AR il
F T2 75 AR BB P R AN TR B 2 2] BRI

—ANHBIPPEFR RGBS A0, o ARRFIESREL, AR N A
B33, WFigure 1 FizR.

£ iE g e T BRI
WERR | i | BN
e
v

FFAE SR Wi
i 0§
e

Figure 1: 1EF B AR E

WA R, N E S LEAT BRI F 0 X PERFIE 4% RIS
B E AT LARI 2 N2 A S E (MFCCL SDC. PLP%)., #)EHFE (I K.
ML EiES). HER (FRYHIIN-gram). dEAEL[2]. EEH R
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BRFE AR A2 S TR IS E AR R A . T s B IR IHRAE, SR E TREE R
BT AR . MRS 2, FRIEX o iE A e DR, SR T RRE SR B ARt
. BARE, FMETIERIURGEEBEZ, FHEX 2 EM G 78meg, A
RS A BRAG. 5 5 2 BB SRR, 15 S Rl T E R R
R — RGBT HAEEAFREI.  H T RE 8 PR F R PR E K
SRIEFN RFFAE L

BRI BAR O KR TN T4, fEMERE EIE TR KM, B4
SRS R Pk, FEAITIN e RS TR A 5 IR 7 & 8 1
WHMES. ERRAMES IR E S5 e 1t DL S 5 MR R4 A2,
FET A 75 A AR 5 15 S 3 T8 2R I R AR A A DU A B R e
F2 BLJG RAE TR 2 P SRR 0 T M 7S R P R S Bl o s2 B i AL B, B
Bang P DLACRR 8 BEIE WA T4, 15 RS X2 IR T3 5 56 Tl e sk I
T B 15 AT AR AR, DT S MR RE A TR MR X A ORI E AR S AT
FHF R 5 7. Bk JUF, IR ) (Deep Learning) BE i 7E 15 15U 451
BHE 7 NIRE IR, Bl 124 N ARG A B FL i, AL
FERSTA 75 & IR U R 1 — A ef DT R, PRl A 1T IR E A 2
FRVE PR 1) B i o

2 ETEZHRHB[ANETMRAGE

BT 5 1 RN B BB RN TN A R R 5 2 TR AR [ 1 2 3R FA L A 2
MIGETHRE I 2 Z 0000, BRI RT DLA SRR T 1 AR . BASEINN &, &l
HEZRASMEST B P RIGESEE, ZERIISESE — RIS R,
fEZ J5, i HN-gramif 5 # 8 (Language Model, LM)X Al i1 7E&F H br i
&R E B R AR, TR E S T IR T AT R & R T A
MEZHIN-gram 7] PLZG HHE B R AULM, HER X T IZEENEFE LR &hiE
FEVEFh R 1) SR ARy 2 R U 8 45 A1 5 1558 (Phone Recognizer followed by
Language Model, PRLM) [3] [4].

N1 R R A R B IR G T, S IRE FR A [E B N-gram K18 ki b
T 36 3G P i 1 ), F 9 38 7210 3 AL (1 it B3Rt T = XS (Binary
Tree, BT)HEAL, FRJy#E =R & 45 & = X5 (Phone Recognizer followed
by Binary Tree, PRBT)Jji%. H TR MEMBEFRPLIGA B, KFILEM
IN-Gram 7 5 £ AN [\ I 15 Mg 2R 0 2% B IR BT AN [F). A 01 96 38 $2 A
M2 A& 2RSS AR R IR I A — B EEAFEMERES TR ERT
B, SRIGAEFIRAT I EX A T REFATR G ZITERRZ A IATE R



7% (Parallel Phone Rcognizer followed by Language Model, PPRLM) 7%, #H
R AR T IRAT B R ON AR 45 6 1E 5 A (PPRLM) FIFAT & RIS 45
XA (PPRBT).

WE & SRR R R HUBRL(SVM) [B]ARE, AF 5041 AR H A FN-gram 4 7o
M1 48 K fEbag-of-Ngram, FIFHSVMKEMEBFIPPRSVM 7i%. BERA#
RLRE B, XMEARE LS E R, O T B RTEE T E Rm IR Ty
FEFRER ARG ESVMZ G, KEMFF TAEAEE 72 R N-gram 1955 5 14
DL k3 A e LA X 40 P (R N-gram ) B2 T 55 7]

3 ETREFRFHIEEMRRTGE

BT R 2 P SRR RV b R 7 125 2 ) RS2 75 22 R IR BT e % il 1 75 2
TGRSR 2 R R E AT 2. B TR R TR AR B R
FEHIE AR, AT ES R IUNSHENSE, B — B DR A R o
FHIIA R 2R TR AE R AR 7 PAN = KRR

55— R TR AL 200245 52 H ISD CHRFIE[6] 45 4 VR & e 0 485 -3 F 8 S
(Gaussian Mixture Model-Universal Background Model, GMM-UBM) ] J5
o FETUFNITVE, RERSOETEARAE H. B R A15= E w2 R EE
W 7 5 1) (1) 181 1% 38 35 (B (Cepstral Mean Subtraction, CMS). £ i1 A5
M 1% 7 18 K B FURE (Vocal Tract Length Normalization, VTLN). $#E ik A
NMRASTAUEWAETT%, H U SCIRIRE A RHIE 5 Z Ui 1l N (S8, B DL
BB B2 I )

B RRB AR X @B TTE RGN LK GMM-UBMAEE A & — 4
ST IR A SR AR, 2 e A BN [ S0 2 () ) B TR S O3 I ROR B s TR it
FEGMMFFERY b, BFFRE AT ml 5t 1 AR g e Ipii: A X O3 1k 1
W) 5 K BLAS BHE N (Maximum Mutual Information, MMI) Il ZkiE Ff GMMAE Y
FIGMM-MMIJ7 2 HH X 4 14 B S VIV L SR ot 4 B & B GMM B 2K
BT @B GSV-SVMITi%: FIHGSV-SVM 7 i [ 15 Ff GMMAE A ffimodel
pushing /7%,

B = R R ¥ 73 77 15 (Factor Analysis, FA). %7755 B U6 A
P 2 H B R 20 BT 5 12 (Jiont Factor Analysis, JFA)HIB R, 1EJKJZEF %
7 8] R T M P AT 2 ) AR, AR I AR I ) 2 R A AR AR e ()
LB, BT RN PRESERRSREE, sl
AR T T A RS @A 5 V5 (Total Variability, TV). %712 F 588
A GMM 0] & 5 (88 0] & 2 (B I 2 57, BN REARR Y B i 4, 3



GG R MEARZ 2 Z R TN, RIGEIIREARZ N Z R IIRYE R R IR
HNi-vector. 2 Ja il i 21 X 4311 43 B B 28 9 B 07 72 I8 S5 BOR Ki-vector i
1T RN KR 2 AR 4E, PR HSVMERE PRk R oz b Bk b7 @ 4. H
B, TV[7]77 % (80 R Ai-vector /7 ¥2) PR AR ZE 115 % BU R s A K R AT I M e
BN T TR R VR AT R R

3.1 SDCHHE

DeltafliDelta-Deltaffl i A 24t B FE T A5 S, (22 BAFEBIE & 13 &
S [ B ) 75 T 32 BIBR ], BRA BT LE 2 i B JR] OB i R 2. A8
FREIN=2ME 115 /7%, deltaff R &5 T5M0 (50 ms) IR A T2 5T B[] (1)
R, Mk, FEHE, EAMLAETES0ms A ] & P 45 415 35 1 (S 2.

SDC/& 7E B A I 8] & 11 5 4 i (8] 45 B AL G 7E 18 S5 5 P B i i B 4005
%, SDCEE LK ZIESHUSEMFCCEE PLP R EAE Fif it #6205 8
Mk. —/NHAFISDCRHERE IR Figure 2178,

BEES

WEERUNERR RASTA BuRs IR
MFCC. PLP £ %4 ¥R oy 22 2ol

Figure 2: #7SDCHAIEFE TR FEAE K

TSGR LR E R A SRR AE, AR R R R AR S5 b —
F 2 BUMEFCCHS ik 8 & PLPHF ik £ 42 HU 58 1 2 HURF b Ja, R IRASTAE
¥ (Relative Spectral filtering) R M| Z H e 7m A 15 & Mg A7 5200, X T
SR A 1R B8 eIt A T RFAENZE 0 A5 1 S BURM iEC(b), HOX R B RAS — B 224>
KEHERIEAN

Ac(t,k) = c(t+ (k— )P +d) — et + (k — 1)P — d) (3.1)

BRIy, 75 2 A SDCHRFAE w2 K 8 & R AL AR B8 L 72 70 R B Ac(t, k) DR K,
TERER 2 HISDC FFIEx,.

e(t)




— AR AL ZE S T R AN Figure 3PTR, ERITHHE EZ 4 S HIN-d-P-
IffiiiR. HANFIR R R S S B4R, AR ZE 2 s
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Figure 3: AL Z 0 1HHRE

FEAFBISDCHRHIE 5, — B SR ] 5 Sk 1 22 B (CMIS ) 5K 25 B 15 3 1 5 A e
P UL AR iRy A A 1 B I S RO AT R, IR EEHOR B T B iTSDCH
ESEH AR AE AR, IXFERLAR 2 T — Bl HsHID4E Wi (Frame-level ) RF i &
X=Xy, ..., Xpn, HPT, KRl Bl & miEe

3.2 GMM-UBMiEMIRRIF5E

UBME: 5232 — N KA GMMABER,  F SR 5 160E A TG 26 R
e ERIINGHEE R — (S FIFTE A OESEE, 142 Mtarget B X
R — A AR E A AR BT, RE— A KIIGMM, R4 JIZUBMt
FERYIZRGMM, i F SR R EMGE:,

GMMH, M IE A5 3 Sk DR AAE 2% 56 7 [ 0L 9R 52 T FH KA 725
SRR

pald) = 3 wipi(a) (33

HARSKA B BORE, S w =1

pi(r) = WWW {—;(x - Mz‘)l(Z)_l(x - Ni)} (3.4)

i

FTEL, AR ] LR SN = {wi, 1, >, 1 1=1,2,. .. mREIR.
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3.3 GMM-MMIEf#iRR 7L

FH & IR X MR 2R R S Th L R R, B 9838 AT 1T A6k DX 43 1 1 e
DU 51N 2 GMMAE Y R I S 403, He v i T i R B A S50V DU (MEMIT) ) I 577 v
BN e B R AT S HE N SR F 2 e KA I R Bdls B S 200 1 JE B 2. R
WG E S TE ST BILANAS=s1 , ..., s, SN RI5EA)E S BRI R B RFE
HEEFRAX=X,, ..., X, HXn=x,,1, ..., x,,Tn), BAMMI #E )
H AR AR RN

N
Lair(Mb) = = W—;g (Alo)  (35)
Horhl, FoR1E 75 Bls, BLEAEMARIC, pOin| X0 )R miE 5 Bls, W8 T Hsek
Flnfl 53R, p()RaIBEFIKLIRMESR, — 8IS AR 50 2 %
REZE 1, DRI — M AT LA 22

SDCHGMMAE R () B, (2t 75 TR 2 75 SR EE MR i 5. |T
EAMGPRIT LI AT IR SRR, AR IR SN AS 2 Se B, KA
FFEAVTFIRET ) T HT 75 SRR B R A I 7, I IR X o M e A vk
FR 750 M1 735 00 5N BN s L R g 1 3 e

3.4 GSV-SVMiE#iHRI 5%

e A {E 2K B (GMM Super Vector, GSV) KI5 T GMM-UBM. 5SVM41
FRGSV-SVMABLRL, 737 F-FABFp R iid Al GSVELGMMAE Y 3418 (5%
BHE) BREENEMNRHETI, 5T B E S E S RHES
PESEBRIF HPR AR T 5 R SR A0 R

FIF AT SCGMM-UBMAR AL, 38 MAP H i 3 3R 50K % BRI GS V.
GMM¥E R R &R TS FE W Figure 4:
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MAP HIER LR, 2 ARGE HARIE R ) 2RI 17 & 5 UBMA UL RS AL,
K UBMRI & iR o i HARTE MR “ ik ” M fe. X HARTEM 12
HHE0=(01,02,...,07), HitHo, SUBM PR m MK VLR EUREE, W

H(3.6):
(3.6) Win P (Ot |ty 3,

S wiP (O, ;)
SRIGFIAHP(m—o; , Ay BM )flo /0 BITHE IR SN E. B{EREMIE
A7, W (3.7):

P(m|Ot,)\UBM) = (3.6)

Ny, = ZtT:1 P(m|O¢, \upm)
En(0) = 2570 P(m|Oy, Aupar) (3.7)
B, (0%) = 22570 P(m|Oy, A\upu)

SR JE R IZX LS 78 43 G v S TE 7R SR AN m i i 2 o AT B 1, Bk R
(3.8):
Won = lagn i /T + (1 = alp ) w1y
i = B (0) + (1 — af i (33)
02, = ab, B (0°) + (1 —ap,))(on, + pip,) — 12,
Horp, Ay RARCEKMER T, HRRIEbar W, K FI A0 ak ab, N
FmANE T RCE. BEADT Z R ERT, Hi(3.9):

p _ _Nm
am—nerTp,pEw,u,v (3.9)

Horpr, rP G RORIEHMBIER TR REE, —MRIHBON16. BT HiE
RETEE A, ToiEAEM A A m AR E AT 2, MAPE RS, —HAE
WrME, BT 2 R AR (T UBMAR R — 2,

4.2.5 I-vector$F{iE

T A A WA AR AEMECCAE yi-vectorf AiE 5 B A2 B 1) Bl 3 1 A\
N ANEETEME A, XWMFCCZE 73 R AE E AT 1% MH 75 22 )3 — L AL 3 (Cepstral
Mean Variance Normalization, CMVN). BAR$ZHCE R UIFigure 5 FTn:

T 2 MR 23 I 2k s 0 5 1 82 A K K (Expectation Maximum, EM)
3 B/UBM. 4R J5 # H % K J5 56 ¥ 2% (Maximum A Posterior, MAP) [ i& ¥ 1
FIGMM, MRIEIFARL, FHFrE XGMMBEEAE, Wi(3.10):

M=m+Tw (3.10)

Hrp, MEBERGMMIEBRE, mER—N5RC HAr T 5 G EH L
KRR, BE HUBMYEBREEN. 2258 (Total Variability
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Matrix) A5 T2 B PEIRTS, et EIE S MFCCRHEAI X T-UBM H{E &
Bm WENN. I FL R M F2g0E, LA(3.11). (3.12). (3.13):

L

Ne =Y P(c/ys,00Bm) (3.11)
t=1
L
Fp = ZP(c/yt, Ou ) (ye — me) (3.12)
t=1
L
= Z P(c/ye,0uBn)(ye — me)(ye —me)” (3.13)

t=1
Hrr, e=12,..., C, m.5P(c/ys,0upn) 7 B NUBMEE A w1046
WE KRR, ik, FIASHM SR, BIEME LML 42 558
R, 7E e KALSRHE U (Maximum Likelihood, ML) i tHw(BP I-vector) i — i Fl
“raita, WaA(3.14). (3.15):
-1
EBl(w) = 1777 S F) (3.14)
F(wu™) = B (w)BL(w") + ;' (315)
Hp, Lyl Ars, BERRIA(3.16):

-1
Ly=I+T"Y N,T (3.16)

N JE BN AR 0 TE R S AR, PR F! Ep a8 R 0,
TR BARRE, SRUBMIIHI T 2560, T IS M5 0at(3.17) (3.18):

Z N, TE%(ww” Z FE (3.17)



ST = NS R - N ldiag {3, FIEN(wTTT) | (3.18)

He, N =% N,, FZHF2HETHEMESHEER. BRPRRZIENRC8 K5, i
BAAHT Y8l BREGMM W1 N C, MECCHHIE I 4E3CND,
i-vectorFJEFUNK, WA REMAMAI4ESEC x D, £ZRFHTHZ&CD
X KHHRE. i-vectorRrfiEFE B 155 5K (3.19):

-1 -1
w=T+T"Y NT)7'T"Y F! (3.19)

W TVIR SR i-vector FRAIEBE & 1 Wi B MBS IEMEFCC, - LAIE & BON LA 3R
b5 R H5EFBRRK TR,

4 ETREZFIMEMRAGE

20064, HintonfE (FhA) FIRFR I — R SCE f Hh IR B w2 f 5 B AU [ )l
SRI7i5, IR TR BE S SIE AR A LN S TR 2] 5 AR TR B R
PIBRAL R, HLas B BR S QU 72, S FPER 4 O S A gk 2 . O
FHR AR IR BB ) BB M, OB TU 2 2 R A e

i AR 1R R 0 Sk, DNNAE R 45 A 8 i 290 B B 9 4% 4t FIGMM-
HMMABL R 55k T H KRS8, MAEEHMEREX LT - E
B, AT AR A4 BRI Aol (A TR BA R AR ) BT R SVE R
F 12 DNN 7.

AT T B B T IR 5 2T TR AR A L7 ik K T TR 8 sk

\\\\\

4.1 DNN#=EH

W 5038411 5 7R 20 144 8 A 30 24 $R A1 K B I R B0 i, {8 FHDNINCSR fig v H
NG R (LID) AR5 4 Cavg ) H 48 LG o] =i 70[ 24], B AR 52 B 45 45 14
WiFigure 6 FrR K15 515 5 8 Jo AT RAE TRAL 34T 2 2R E, PR S 2RI
&35 EDNNE R b, B Hsoftmaxf H HMERR 7] & 40 5 Z BOE & & K. 1%
EAGE H T RN &, HEEEME RIS,

B 7 DNNH T 3B R0 1) 7 A8 8, Maryam Najafian, Sameer Khurana
% N[13)i8 F] FHDNN HEATRFAESEH. 2T A ES R E M E M 4% (DNN)
ASRAET AT $E Hli-vector B fiE, FEEIWIFigure 7 iR, H—NDNNHRIZNEE
IR 4 23R A 234 I i fe B, 36 T NDNN H % A\ FFAE A2 A 2R —
/"DNN #ithf1SSDJZ.



Fig. 1. DNN network topology

Figure 6: DNN network topology , K>k H [24]

First stage network

| - CICICICIC)
&P @ /0 VOO
N @ Q,U Multi-Class Classifier
E © 00 (IO t
& D o3¢
e Y ——
O 5
M=m +Tw
[BNF feature] —
Second stage network \‘. .

Low rank matrix factorization \_/

Figure 3: I-vector based DID system

Figure 7: DIDH$&Hli-vectorfi A, B>k H[12]

4.2 RNNi=EHE
4.2.1 RNN

TE[L4]H AL T i 205 O RNN L HAFFPLSTM, GRU M IEF R A, - TFRNN
AFLEWC SR IR R, 5 50U 5 O 28 48 5 THT N 905 2 o 58 AT AR B T R Y 1) R £%
Gt (1) 5 T RNNH 2 55 1 1 3 B LID R 48 a1 B4-3T 7, ARG T = A FE
BLHL, B2, RRAETUAR BE A8 AR 46 15 5 Hh B B4R 1E,  WiFilter banks. F
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U, H BB 9 LAMTN 2 55 B0 38 o SRR A S O\ ERNNR 2% g5 kg b BRI, i
Fsoftmax i B& KO 2 AR 10 25 F RINN B BBUIR 25 45 52 21 B AR 5 10w R
R, fa, W BRI N AR ATREIRP SR, BLAh, AT Rkt
JE S ML AR F R BUUR L (LLRD #0753, IXIER 13 R AR A .

Target language probability distribution

| Softmax

- Spectrogram
-MFCC
- Filter banks

‘ Preprocessing:
B e g

Figure 1: Design for an end-to-end LID system using RNN.
Figure 8: RNN&5# v B im LIDBL AL Kk H [14]

4.2.2 LSTM

FRE, 7E[15)F, ©F 72 E AR R LS TMIEE AT 18 Al 4r 25, LSTMM 4% 45 #)
UWFigure 97, M T RNNHAELE IR L BRAE v 8

oo |
Kl

.\_
|
|
|
|
|
|

Ty

LSTM memory blocks

{ projection |

Figure 9: LSTMAHAY &5k H[17)
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4.2.3 GRU

GRUM A £ Cho. van Merrienboer. BahdanaufBengiofE 20144 #¢ Hi .
BRLSTME) — ARk, HHERE 5LSTM Mg sE, (HH T REWD 7 24
RS E[14). AR T, LSTMMRIE TGRU, #EMZER LRI
PIHAER, 10 HGRUMITF AR 5. B, A1 HGRURM @R ZE
FRIZER

4.3 TDNN#&ER

TDNN{E1989F # Hinton % N# 1, H T & R, fEIIHA A 7&K
FHAINBREFRG A, BSR4 RZR TLSTM. © R B 1 RHE 2
SNASIE NI R AR LA S H U D, R R IR MM N ZE SRS E—
—IEHE, TDNNFE 17X — i, BIBRE 2 PR EA S 21 i 0 i N K
1M HIE 5 AR Z R ANA G M EA LR MESEHEZE, B2
FHEA BRI G AE )T AR IRIATE S RHELER ] LR R BA R AL
Py 2 3]0 R AN SRS BT 2 (A AR R A TR A P B T s A7 DA R G i e S AU
PagLiks e3P

4.4 CNNi=g!

i Maryam Najafian, Sameer Khurana®s A& H CNNHEAT 5 FiR HI[12] »
Yu-Wen Lo, Yih-Liang Shen% A& 7 —Ff i A SANNFH T8 & b 3 (10 A4 iU
DAY (18] HEAT BLIE NN X R T CNNALEE & 7 2 10 /b (1) 2

Yu-Wen Lo, Yih-Liang Shen%$ A & tHHCNN#E &Y 0 73 9 P9 A B B [18]
WFigure 100775, 55— P B th— 485 USRI Hoighad 98, 28 I B i
YRR, R B k.

Canveluian

e e, |
. | | HH|
1

Fig. 2. Architecture of the proposed NN for speech processing on discriminative tasks.

USRI 1

Figure 10: CNNN A FEFHRA RS, EKE[18]
BIE, EFXTENGE S KA — R, B FCE AR R AR R g
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K H I 8] ¥Jpooling/Z2  (TAP) [f1777%4[19] [20], FIFHTAPHIML &, #h& M2
RE A% I 25 B A Rl I R AN B R TP 7, WAL AT AR T CNN-
LDE#&%t[21], ZARGHHCNN-TAP R4 H F¥Ipooling/Z HHILDEJE & #, 5{#
BTAPANE, AT 22 > 7 3, LDE 5TAPAH EEF A 08k A B AR
.

Masschusetts® N IGHE H T — B 20355 16 77 5 #R, FI BRI 45 ]
LR S U T B H LS A L 1 5 (23]

4.5 Attentiont=EZY

I REAE RN B KRR T BANE S B, BT R = A A 5
i, Geng, Wang®% A\ B 5 7E[16] 4 25 — x4t 7 5= T3 2 27 ML) 3k 3w
2L gy, F DL I o B S i AR ) RS AKCE 2 2 X R E AR B Rz
LA A R, 5 H A2 T B O UR R 2840, #LSTM RNNH /£ %
T4 N7 51 B K 85 FE S . H 2 i T B T ML 1R 1 71 380 s 255 465 ) v (10 A 2
5 HEFERN 2 1 LA T B 285 5 A0 B R 1 7 51 30 7 410 45 48 Hh B R B A — 3
[16]4/ t 1 A 4k R AE SR AL B WL R & 2 5 9w 15 3 m JURHE, AR5
M e B N 51 e ) OSSR AR AR R T N e AR A2 7550 BT A ENE 2R A A
DHOEHESE YRR, [16]HIETER TR RO O RO R T
MEEEWFigure 11 Fis, LR RERNNAMEA 1B,

Classifier |

Utterance representation ‘

Language /‘\
category \:mom -
~

d — -
embedding \}’_ — ;‘.‘i-lll l I I I I

’WMDI \\‘{ HH ‘H
table b
' ' S

utterance gold label B bk
LSTMs

f

X

L

Encoder
Figure 1: The Architecture of attention-based recurrent neural

network.

Figure 11: Attention-based RNN LID RGHELE, &>k H [25]
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4.6 PTN#&ER

HH Zhiyuan Tang%F A2 H FIPTNALA! [17] 52 —Fh LA & Z FI 5 DNN= 4 i phonetic
FRAEAE NS, AN R 46 75 2 AE U LSTM-RNN LID R 45, X SHii 240
T4 FIphonetic LID /7¥%, {HiX B f¥phoneticliH CERREs cibon UitZ 2PV
A LA IR S E B S AT AERME RER. 5441 Based-token /s
EABAR, &%, PTN FiEH G &G & W R, 114 4 i Based-
tokenffI 5k, %45 B RICH . Rk, PTNJ k] LLLE S 46 (I 8] 20 R
TERRIESEMN. K, £ based-token ) 5 i E S5 B R R AR H S R
WA T 5, TPTN 775K E & 5 B R R NP K il BT & 2= 0SB RREE 1)
&, FULFRNEFRANESER. &G, HRAMEE T token J7 ik a5 v AL 2
BT B #tokenfn-gram LMJF HAE A & KR (ML) ArdfEIgs, TMPTNJT %
H G i R RNN, 82, PTNAFFDNN phoneticFAEAI5E K LS TMAR >k
SREUX 35S B JE M. PTN AV ZLIDE AL 0 B F AR B1E & B ()45
BAEEF R AR EAE L. AR R WFigure 125778,

(b) Phonetic DNN

phones
=

LID RNN

7
=
4
3
o
3
5]
2
=
o
a3
languages
I

Figure 12: PTN-LID R4HESL, ERA(17]

BT J AR A B4t [22], AR RN AR AL T —ANH I R R DT .
SCHR[22]1RIIE 1 26 T 70 R HEZR ) 18 5 AR BE 08 LU AR 20 J2 07 VR S U s AR 48 R 1A

hll

5 &
AATA T EMRBIE 7k SR, IR Ll A T 5 &

PO ES B AR 2 TR 75 SRR AR AR A R AN TR B2 22 ST B ARl
T HR VNS HEM A, ORI IPRLM, R AiE & EE — 8 R R
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ax A StokenZH (& &K, BRI LR AEBEAT N-gram LT #EAT e 1, e AR 4E
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