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Abstract

Since spoken language is one of the most effective means for communication for
humans, speech interface 1is favorable to realizing natural and friendly
human-machine interface. Improvement of large vocabulary continuous speech
recognition can bring certain usefulness to the speech interface. However, there
are only few speech interface systems running in our daily life. In recent years, a
great progress has been made in the speech recognition technology. The speech
recognition is applied to the human-machine interface of various fields. However,
the current state of the speech recognition technology is still immature, because
there are a large number of constraints on the use of the technology. The purpose of
this thesis is to improve the performance of speech recognition, and to develop a
fundamental method to construct the interface that humans can effectively use.

Firstly, a technique for improving the performance of the speech recognition by
introducing a new method of calculating acoustic scores was investigated. Acoustic
features of phonemes spread over a wide range due to different speakers. However,
the relative relation among phonemes tends to be kept for different speakers
because there are strong dependencies among the phonemes. In a standard speech
recognition system, the generative probabilities of the observed feature vectors are
estimated independently for each phoneme, and the dependencies between
phonemes are ignored. This thesis proposes a novel method of speech recognition
using inter-phoneme dependencies which are trained with speech data of a large
number of speakers using no adaptation data from the target speaker. PCA
restricts the space of acoustic features to a sub-space, called the speaker space, in
which a set of feature vectors of a speaker exists. A feature vector set of Japanese
five vowels 1s constructed from recognition result candidates of input sentence and
1s projected into the original space of acoustic features. A recognition result is
represented as a point in the acoustic feature space. Introducing a distance of the

point to the speaker space into scoring sentence hypotheses for an N-best scheme
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improves the speech recognition performance. The proposed method reduced the
word error rate by 25%.

Secondly, a technique for effectively showing recognition results to users was
investigated. Recently statistical techniques have greatly improved the
performance of speech recognition. The correct result is not always obtained when
only the most probable recognition result is shown to the user. Therefore, some
speech interface systems display several candidates of speech recognition to the
user, and they ask him/her to choose the correct answer from the candidates. In
such a speech interface system based on the N-best speech recognition, the
determination of the number of candidates to be shown becomes an important
problem. When many recognition candidates are displayed, the probability that the
correct answer is included becomes high, but the user needs much time and much
effort to find the correct answer. This thesis describes a technique of determining
the number of candidates dynamically using the distribution of the recognition
scores for the N-best speech recognition. The proposed method reduced the number

of candidates to be shown by 73%, without degrading the speech recognition rate.

Keywords:

Speech recognition, N-best, Inter-phoneme dependency, PCA, Speaker space,

Normalization by phonemic context, Recognition score, Heuristics
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LV, F72, VAT LAOHEFZEICEWVRIGEL ZATERENA SN L &, BfE
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DB T ENH ) S, % OXEEEICIEREZ 5. 2 vhaZe v, Flzix, 2 75
FEOHEREZAWD Z & T 75 A S OFEEFICHELT 5 2 HEOKN 9T% % 178
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2% HEHREICE SO E AR

FEEANN—T DI ENTE, ZIUIEFA V¥ 7 = — A EBET 2BEITITA RN E
<. —F, WIMIOEFERICIE, HEEHNL L & OBEBOREE 2 Tl 5 v AT LB IFEE
L7223, ZHTIERIAEOBABEAKRE V. Lo T, HAXERLZR#H T DT
Pkl I B FRA v A 72— ATIIMHATH DL EEZD. EESFEL, KmXizkn
TIHER T Rk e oA X 72— AV AT LD E LTH Y b O TH 5.
RENL, TOBEE Rk BT 2 Ao AL L35, BT, 2.2 ],
2.3Hi k2.4 HiTlE, EFRMOFECE AR OHEE LN ERTH L EBHET V
MOGEEET MOV T 2. BlE, &bAHWHNA TS HMM 5EE7 L
& N-gram SFEET AR EEZTY EIF 5. 25 HiTlE, Ak V3 U X L%, 2.6
T, FEFMEICEEY BiF 5.

2.2

ANEF 2T F A MET 55 FREANE, ATTEF OREAR T FL ORI S K
—rX (Zv—2%n) %

X =X, Xy, X, (2.1)

Ll X 2@8HNL Tb LEOSWHENTH S

W=w,W,,---,W_ (2.2)

PYERTAREE L TEZAZENTEXS (HEH m) .
SFD, TERBRITERER POWV/IX) 2K RKICT2HEN W 2ETRIEE 5.
22T PWIX) kL TR, ADOEHREZHND ERD L HITEENTE S,

(2.3)

P(W | X): P(W)PE;(())( |W)
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2.3 %4

(2.3) ROE PO 1X, AN/SH— v FRDARIEHECTh Y, 51 W2 38
HTHs. LoT, FERMIT (2.3) RLv,

PW)-P(X |W) (2.4)

ERRKICTD WERDHMBELEEZ D ZENTED. (2.4) KXo PW) 1%, HiES
DEFIEETHY, A X LITERGEREETHD. OGBS OLBKREL 5 2
LHETINEEET L THD. PX/W) X, HIES W ERAE LR L X, FFEs
VIR X DB SN HHEHRT, ZORREICHWD BT VITEEET L EEITN
5.

2.3

BFEET VI, BEROWREZMEICTFE LZSDOTHY, HMM (Hidden Markov
Model; gL~/ a7 €7 V) IZXDET/MENIAL LS [2]. HMM 1348~ 2 hL
ERSIOMRET L THY, HOBBEZROBRORERN2ERTH2LT, FFOLD
REEDO—ELARVERSIE B2 HRELETMET 5 2 EBTHETH .

HMM i1 el ORRARIED A TREA Q = {w, - W,}, HATEOHRESS ={v,,---v,},
s REs A=, = Plw;(t+1)|w,{))), @5 HnReRE B = by = Py, () w, (1))},
ILRIEREE S 7 ={r}. PEo 53 A ={Q,S, A B, 7} TE XN 5. HMM I3REF
CHREEEB AR VIR LRSS, EEHATSH. a (BREW, 26 W, ~OBEBHRET L,
by IIRAE W, 72> IR BV, 2T R T 5.

EFABBMFHRINVT =@ v(2),--- v(T )} & AT 2 =L, HMM OEHEICL Y,

P(VT)ZMZM‘,P@/T | wy )D(WrT) (2.5)
r=1

L, & rid T EoRREOREEDORSIW ={wld),w2)- W} 25T, o



2% HEHREICE SO E AR

DRENIRIEZ H S — R DBEITIE, r =C HDARERENET 5.

HMM »#38121% EM (Expectation Maximization) 7 /L= XA &N 5 ok
INTA—ZHEEFIEDRHNOND.

HARL 70 pEEET VL, HHICER T EIZET WE%E1T72 572 monophone 7
NThDH. Linl, —MRICEROEEIREIL, RO ERERICL Y REEMT
HZEBRHOLNTNS., FD7=8H, ODEODEHRIIH LT, FDMNIT - #fG#HE (F
REREE) IKEL THEBEOETVERE TS, ZOXIRETNVE LT HF A MRAF
ETIERES, AT XA MRGFETNVE LTETIMMET D2 & T, SEMNFME X
DVIEIZET METEDLLEZZ DN, 2L OFFRMY AT HMZBWNTHA S TW
58l 2 T F A MEEET MBI ZIE, [ZOBEEDRER A 72\ o [

O PNRD KD IR BERORIN I D LT 5.

r e ki1 sh i

TOLX, FIT BB EREEBELEEETAORMILUTO L HICEBRTAZLENT
x 5.

or+e re+k ek+ k-i+sh i-sh+i sh-ito

BAPOPLERZEEIC [—) OFOERIIETESRZ [+] OROERITEL
BHREEWKRTS. BlxE, orte X, TLEHRNT T, TO—DHIDEHRN o, —D
BOEFEN e THLHZLERLTND.

ZDOXORET NG, EHRD I3 OMMA (triphone) (ZIKAFT 572, triphone €7
VBRI D, 45 triphone BT VIE, HOLOD 1 HERSORKMERL T E2ET ULT 5.

Hite DFREREE 4 ZE BT 5729 triphone T /WIE WK ELZEL Z LA TE
DM, W, BERIIEHHEED LD, HAEDEIZLY triphone T /L DORREIL
BERRODIZR%. T E bR, FETT YY) OFEET —Z [ Timic 7 < 72
O, WMURETNANRTIA—FEWETDHI N L D, HIZ, REOFEHHER
TF—HEHELTYH, T XTD triphone BT — X FIZHB TS Z L3 c& 7,
FET— XA FTE L2V triphone (ZXG T D ET N E DL DT ENTERNEND
MIENEZ > T D, £2T, WD LICEENFFMEA TV triphone Z23F 1L, E
TV A HIIR L 7o RBEIEA triphone 2NV B LS. —J7, HMM TIRRIEZ & ITREG
IEHA 2 MW TH RS M AT D720, HpDE 7 VOREM TIRG IERH
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24 SEET I

DO DIERNAAZILET DI & THERNRETNAEZMELT 22N TES. I
% Tied-Mixture €7 /L & FES. FRICH.OLERNFE—TH S triphone D 721F THAR
IG5 FiklE, PTM (Phonetic Tied-Mixture; 552N ¥ A KX 7 AF¥) ET /L
[4] L FEiEN 5D, PTM £ /L1, monophone &7 /L6 H SRS %, RELS
triphone E7 A HIREEBILEE L U, MRS 2RI A HEIEICE A DT
AATUVMERL S LS.

2.4

HRE T VPGEE ST AN B e E O R 5 5N E S b o
ThoDIZx L, BiEET /N EHGENEIL, SWVEILZREOFERBCHEHON SR HLGE
R EOEENBBEEDDLILOTHD. SV NIL, SEET VLTS AT
DZBWTHRBRRERDF AT ZRET HERTHDH. FinTT VL HEEREDOH
TEZEINTWRWIERBCHIE L B A CIEZ T 2 2 L IR0 T, &5
AVET72—ANTHERT LI L L TER. SR EENREE IR TE 5
SHETNVEEATL LA ROLND.

BEHERMROSEET ML, URABCER EORRRER Y hT—7 TRk s
72 REIR STHERe 21— R A D B EHN 22 TIEIC & o THESRHEE 21772 2 MGt SRE T L
BRWHND. HBE, HEWRGEHEHE OB SRS X 7 72 EORWEFERGIZIRE LT
HRWX 27 OBEIE, SUERBRMOFEFRR#HE WD ZENZV. L, il
SHETIHEE, AT AEH L UOEE SN SUENORGEOH LVZETE T, RaE
DL ERBCFERR EOFGEHERE THREINTLE D). Rl REEE D g/
&L 22 B MM OB BIRE N GIR T 5 MR H L7 EOMBE STV 5.
—J5, MRS FEET V&2 MW e KEERER B 7 oa ClE, Rk RZAREDR & 5
MUDIRERNCERT DI EFHLLS, —RI25L7 7V r—va VITHABIATL DI
A7, L L, FRIRICH A RREE L2 28T 5 Z L N ATRE CTh 2 72 DRI T 2 fff
fEIZ R,

2.4.1 N-gram

BUE, Bl W TR b B <A SN LMEE 7 VI3 HER N-gram £7

11



2% HEHREICE SO E AR

VT DH. HEE N-gram E7 /VTHEFFHS O~ /L2 77 L TR I, BflieEeT
TH YRR BRRNPKEN[B]

EHEETPW) T KD nHEENS 72 5 BRI W,W, - W, D/EFHERIZLLT O (2.6)
NCERTZENTES.

P<W1W2 Wy ) = H P(Wi | W W, - ’Wi—l) (2.6)
i1

LnL, ZOMREHET D OIFBENITIIRATRETH 5720, N-gram E7 /LTI,
o 2 HEEOAEDERTO N-1 HEEOEREICOREKFT D 0 Tl L - T, HEES
DARMERZHEESTS. 2F0, (2.6) NIUTOLIITEBT LI ENTES.

P(Wlwz "'Wn):HP(Wi |Wi—N+1"'Wi—1) (2.7)
i=L

Kx, N=1 D& x(F, l-gram (=277 L) , N=2 D& X%, 2-gram (/N1 7 T L),
N=3 D& &%, 3-gram (T4 27T L) LIFHTIH, BUIEOEFRHOSHET VT
2-gram F£721% 3-gram ET IV EMHEHTH T ENZU.

2.4.2

BREET VIR EL ST T, WEMRIE L HEFFRET VICHEIN, Fi#E
EEANFCTEHRIN, BHIITFA ha—"2nhbHEBWICFEIRS. ETIE,
b MR ARRIREESCE (BRA—h~ hy) BESHWLR, FFNHZA— b~ hv
T 22 L2k, DRORIBE - T - BXD S AREIC e 5. ARRIKRESTIEI
B LIZWEELZ T XA N LTHET S, ARRESCET, SRl IEHED &<
<, ZOROHBRMEMAET VICORE OIS, A RKESEIC IR EME

(deterministic) @ % ® & FEREME (nondeterministic) O HLDONRH 5. FEMEAFR
WRESCIE L IIRATIR R ICH WV E VIR NE S et — b~ b EF 9.

Pl L T2 ZTiEk TEZomMFE=ETYH) NUTH T Rl ORFE2ZET D THF
FEMB L AT L) HOFRRESGELZIRY LT 5. 77, HEEROSUHK (HEEE

12



24 SEET I

MO T 2H15) & HAEZERT 5. il L7 30k L i TR s =0z b
IR TCX D0, MBI TAWIUE S BEE TR SN 7o ST CT X 7. BERHEE
LT ez, ZZ, o, #F%E=E, #F WF, S5, T, T A, ELLT
[~HF) T~WF%eR) opmE &z, =2, o, IUF, FH 23, ®%IZ T, TTy
NHERTE D LB SN ET D, ZoRsg, L, [EZofgeETda T
WFCY ) LSMS T2 ZoE=TY ) [SFHAFTT Dy R EDONTRMETE 52, W
ZODMRETT M [ZZOWTT | R EONTRFHKTE . ARRESHEOH] %
X 2.1 (2R

X 2.1 A FRIREESIEO B

Figure 2.1: An example of finite-state automaton.

2.4.3

Tk v AT LAOFHIRERIZZ A7 OBMEIITKGF L TRBY, BiomX X7 IC
Bl R A B T2 LIXTERN. ZZTHHIREIZESNHNTH R D
BMSZRETHVNERD D, BIUE, —MRICHAAITZOBMESARTREL L TN—TF

13



2% HEHREICE SO E AR

L¥ 27 ¢ (Perplexity) WA HWHLINTWS., R—=7LF 7 4 ZLLFDOH TR
HHND. £F, B LICBTLHEEBESIW, W, OERMERE P(w,---w, ) &5 &,
S LOHZEHT-Y O hr B—T,

1
H(L}:—E-}:POMj“W%NOQzP@W'“W{) (2.8)

LREDLENTES. (2.8) R, SENLARSNDHELEET 57 OICSLER
BHETHY, HOHMETOHEBEOBICERE CHET 2 2"V EOEEDFEHN &
AHZEHERLTWAS, Lo,

PP = 2" 2.9

i3, EHREGRI R ER CORMGEO I EZR L TBY, =7 LxF 7 ¢ LIFX
5.

B AR DO EEET VOFHMBIZIZT A My FOFESEI LT F R MIxtd 5 /5—
TrxX T PHVLND. INETANEY PAN—=T L X TT 0 LS N—T
FUTABENENDS Z &L, TA MY MCHEENDHFESOHET LRI E<,
TA M2y MZH L TEVEREZFFOSEET AL THDH EF R 5.

L, N=T XTI L DEHMlIEL T L b A REROMERICITE O 2 0,
T R=T VLR TT 4 BB HRETICAR LT BB ISR I BT D BaE itk %
RLELOTHY, ZOHDHRHTOHERKROMEBENRLT I L) BENG L2
W2 Th D, —RICHFERD /NS WEE—DOHFEIZEY TONDIMRIIREL 72
LHMOBNN=T LR TT IR TFT 5. —FH, RAGERENNSWEEET LV TIINA—7
LT A BNERT DI ENZ. BB ICITHERSRMGERN R D SEET L A
ZOFEFHT 2 LFH LY. ZOMBEL L LT RAGEREZEBET HMHE N —7
¥R U7 4 bIEIN TV A[3]

14



2.5 FHERMT LY X A

2.5

LRy AT DTG ONTES (Feature Extraction) & 5" =2—4 (Decoder) 725
MR ShD., EFRSITECTIIAT SN E I H & 5 A BT 12 K - TR
R MVEMET S, THEOFEFRHE T, B E L LT MFCC (Mel-Frequency
Cepstrum Coefficient) %\ 5 Z E23%0.

T a—Z X SRS M E AT E LT, FEEE T /L (Language Model) ,
H#ET L (Acoustic Model) , HLGEREE (Word Dictionary) Z HW= LEFHHEIC X
DANEFRDOT XA MEEITR ) TR T L ThD. 7 a—X IR EMOF
MO LEDORBmWMRERRT HT LI Y AAIZL > THEREN TV D, HfE R
ARCIE, BIREE AR & OMECIT R VB PR A R & T D &, ARG DR
7 T~ DBEHRAED & MBS DGRBS RITIR D, £ ORRRITEME»SHEER b D
272V, FEITEERT NV ITY ZALANERIND. BHFER#S AT LBNT, AJ)
I L TRTORREMELZFIR L, N #E TOEBROEMZ KD, F8ERE LT
fie b B O @ WIEIC SR 2 1113 % N-best 5617813 <RI ST 59l
R LE OBEE D A O H 7 & Eff 2RI 5.

2.5.1 Julius dJulian

AFETIE, Ta—Fe L T7) =Y 7 hy=7 & LTASFIHEIN TV D RGER
HE T ik v Y Julius & Julian & VW72 [9]. Julius & Julian TiE, #2i%k% 2
BEpE~ VTR Ao CALER S 5 & & CHREEFICIT W I TR T O @ W iRk ERE 2 15
TW5. Julius & Julian OF 1 NATHE, 7L —ARME—AEREITRS. 2
INATIE, HLANADOEA T Zheigimtil) (t=2—Y X7 4 »7) ELTHML,
AYRFIZE D S OICEBERBREIT R TS, £, CHNOHFERELZE
LTIeARGERDOFHE Z2 AT 2 5728, B 1/NALEFE 2 NRATEBFET L - BEET L LBIC
B0, B2NADETNDHPENAT & 5.2 AR S 572012, AMEEE
372 LTV, £O DRI DI DI HRALMIH TH DHRIEITR. Lzhi-
T, N fHoEMEZHI LT, ZRbE2AaT7 TY— ML TRAMERD D.
Julius TIXH 1 /3A T 2-gram 7 /b, & 2 /XA Tififi]& 3-gram 7 /L% H\ 5.

Julius (%, BITFEOFEEEXSRE L, Mt SiEET /L CTh 5 HEE N-gram % HV T

15



2% HEHREICE SO E AR

Rk AAT72 0. FEkEIT 20,000 FEFEOFHIA LT EFR T 90%LL ETH L. Julian 1,
RN SOEIC SRR EAT 2 9. XD/ — v & NF Ttk L7-@R A S0E (IR
RESCE) 2N 2 LT, INEROBEFRGEY AT LAREF A~ A 7e 8k
N T IR Y AT D ERGITHEETE 5.

Julius & Julian (A4 —7 vV —A7a 5L L TCHFOY—Aa— & & (I
IR ENTERY, ZORMAERIZEEELESV. 7Ty F 7+ —2~0%
RUWE L RG T, BFA X T2 —ADRON—R 7077 5 LTHEL
TWHEEZD.

2.5.2

HFEEHEE (M2, Confidence Measure) & 1%, Rk AT LD H 3G 4
ENEHEELTIVWDERETRETHD. BHEEOKMENEVIE EEEENE,
TROLZOHGEIIHEAT D X O BRIMOBEMNE RO 6ol 2 L &2mR L, R
CIEEENME, TAbLRMERICBWTEDOHEDIINC LU AT 2 b OH
FROBEMPZLHE L TV Z 2R T. 72720, ZOREEIXIH T, Bz
Vyﬁﬁﬁﬁigﬂté%%?w-%%%?w@ﬁfﬁﬁ?5%®ﬁfgﬁw.%ﬁ
JE R EOMICH D RRERWVHEILH 22, FBRENESNI ERLTIEMRE VD
Z & TiE7e .

Julius & Julian TIZHFEOFZREREZ AWV CEEEZHE L TV 5(10]. R0

DFERSFONTHFES T 7, HDHWIE N-best MDD A MIBWT, TOFDH 5
HWERRFW AN D7 L— Lt MO UFET 5 & &, ZOWER Wt oA
R F X ATk 2 Bk p(w;r,t]| X)iE, ZoE#H%E <R Licg T~ TOXR
MOMBMEOTL Y ROOEND. Thbb,

o([w;z,t]| X )= Z p(X |W)pW)

WEW[W rt] ( )

edW)

- We%m p(X ) (2.10)

16



2.6 FEE NG

L, Wy, g EHEERB W7 t] 252 Bicg et @@ ogaTtdy, gW)ixs
a—F IV ELNDEHRW OFFEET N BB LOFEET /L Eo RO
EKETHD. p(X)IZZED N-best EH Y 2 b b L < ITHFEY T 71280 582 TOIUR
HOHBMRORFE LCHETE S, ZOFRRMEND, WEEHN|w,r,t] o ke
Clw,r,tJlZU Fo kS lcE# SN D.

Clwirt]| X)=" >

Wl p(x ) (2.11)

L, @3 AL—Y U EH0<a<l) ThD. —MICEFRBCINTIE, WK
LEDENIEFICRE NI AT I v 7 L P a0, DBEO BALEE R OMEIC
Ko THBRBEROENP I SN LIEAR DD, BEalZZOLEDOF AT Iy L
VEMIET HTZOICHN LN S.

2.6

AR EFEE B ARk y AT MY, ZEEEHEORF T — 2 MV THFEINL 20
FEE DI DS L CEIETH VD, FFEREE 5 A ek v A7 MMIH~T, M
FHNFEANIREF T DMERRNEWNIFEREH D, LLeRD, ZO X5 R RFE
B B ek AT ML, BDOFEE OB A FANC T E LR E R B ik v
AT DA T RICREEE MR, £72, — OGRS ISR U O 785 & 23
B RD2HEENRAOND. 2O OBBEICKLT 572012, FHEESICET 5N
frabh v s11l2l18l14][15][16]. FEHE ST, AR EREE B re e O PEE &
] bS5 - OICRFEREE DN RN R LI T — % & O CREEERGH & ik
DEBEBETNVEREHGE~SLIOT L2 FETHD. ZOFEHEICORENRFILEE LT,
UFDZONETbND. —02Ik, ZEGEEEDT — 4 THEINTARREREET V
AHEATNEE LCRIAL, M7 — 2 BIOG DRI RT A= HEEELE LT,
K E%MERAEEYE: (Maximum A Posteriori probability estimation; MAP H#£7E7%)
(2]l VBTV A, b 9 — DD L, DV EOMEIST —2 LG o

17



2% HEHREICE SO E AR

RWNGEIS, WIET — 2D FEETERVEERD NI A=ZPFET HDT, b

DRZFENT A —2 24+ 55k E LT, MLLR (Maximum Likelihood Linear
Regression) [15], B#El~7 - Ei{kiE (Vector Field Smoothing; VFS 7£) [16]
MHAWLN TS, FEEES TIEE ARy A7 LOFHE OB ZERT 2729012,
VBN T — 2 mOHBNEERFIREE 2> TBY, DRV PEDT —ZTD
WIS FABEIZ R > TWD D, TERLS T LT TERY. KRR TIE, RRFEESE
B RICB W TERBOMBEEZZBE T 22 LIk, #IcT —2 2D Z &7<

FEH DR RIS 5.

2.7

ARETIE, e
i

BHERBOFEH LR, FERERS AT L OB 5
FiER EORBHAZ®E T

TAGH L THENT 72 2 IR HGR DB 2T 72 o T2,

18
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3.1

FHE RO EAIZBNT, REFEEEOTF &2 @RISR T 2 2 RN E L
ST 5. RREMHE TR ClE, FEICRKDEF DAY MVRHEOZEB) %\ i
IR L TRV GRS EE 2 T 2 0 D EEZRME TH 5. B IC L DEEITHIS L
TARFFEGHEE B ik Cra Vi E 2 /H oD FELE LTRLY V2 7ET L

(Hidden Markov Model; HMM) % F VN7 RFFE RS & ok v A7 LB D058
PR ANAT b TV S [1[2]. REFEFEE Rk A7 MX, ZEGEE D%
FT—2 2 AWTEEENDL T, FEEORFOSHEMEICK L THEEETH Y, FrERS
B Rk S AT DZHAT, EABEDNENNIEFT T OMERRNE NI FENRH 5.
LINLZRIRD, ZOX D RAREFE G Fik s A7 ML, HLFEEOEFIET 2F
AT LI R E R B A adink & A 7 DTS T—fRICEERG EE AMEV. Z oRTEIC
LT % 7212, FhE I BT DT e b T 5 [3l14](5] (6] FEFE IS,
2.6 BiCTHIRART2 L DI, NRFERE B Aok DPERE A 7] | S8 2 72 DR EREE 2
FANIHE ST LIS T — Z &2 W CRRRE R B 5 ek D BT T V& R g sl i~
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3T RREZEME T MTEED W R & D AR

STFLFETHD. FEHEEIGTIEEFREY AT 2AOFAEOABREZRET 57012,
VBRI T — 2 BOHIE A EE R L /o> T Y, 1RV DbEOT—XTO
IS ATREICR > TWND D, a2 T LT TE 20,

BAERSAVWLN TS EFEHY AT MBI 58T T VL, ik OT R
BNCHEE Sz HMM &, Z0 HMM OFRREICEI Y 24T o iRA ERS I L -
TERIEND[718][9][10]. HMM % AV 7= AR EREE 5 7 bk o A 7 KT 5 55
EBTVIE, FEE OBV X DEIIHIST D720, BB DOREVET L ERS TN
. ZO®, HOFEOHEEICH L UI—RKICTTETHY, FMEESLELZ0
THAERH D, ZHICKH LT, §E I EICHEURR ST A — 2 EMERATH L
MNTEE, BHEON ERAMFRFTE D, HHTROMBIIHRFEZ LICEEHL, b L
FEMNBZNEZOEFHIIHICREL 2D, ZOXIRFRILL1DLLT, AM
WNEIFICE R R TE 2HAD 2L LT, FHMOMRAR BRI I ZE L
TWNWT, ZNEAHHESTNDLZENRNEZLND.

OB F ek ClE, B S RS MV OERHER 2 B35 Z &I L CEF
BLTWb7e), BEROMSMLRERITERINS. LrL, K31 1RSI Tn5
£ 912 F1—F2 Fili CORRF ORIV~ > b OFRI 2 BIRAFEE 1C L b F iR T
ENTNDH LI, FRENCHERS D Z 3L <MbN TS, 20X 5 7EHEH
OB ZFFFFRMRICED Ahs Z Lok by, EiEodEN X 5 11]12][13].

ARETIE, FHEEOBEIGT —X OO VICEEGEEE OT — X DW= HEHR M OB
AR ER A SRR AATe Z LT XY, —ADFEEOEF L L CRY R
17729 FIEIZOWTIRR %, 5 DE6E ORI %E 5 REE QRS ERE L CRERK L 72 R
N7 MV (LA, A—/X—=_7 RLERES) TRIEL, ZHEEHEDA—/—x7 fL
ZERGHT (PCA) §5Z LIZ ko Tz (LAg, GEE 22 & FES) ZHERT
5. BDHIEEHEDA—R—=Y NULZ OFEEERNICHFET 13T Th L. Bl R
MBGELND A== [V EFEEZERMA~OEREEZ FIV T, R RO 2 G 2 7
fifi9~% [14][15][16].
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3.2 Fik

F,

3.1 HAGERE DR/~ b

Figure 3.1: Formants of 5 Japanese vowels.

3.2

3.2.1

Eigenvoices[17][18] 1%, BHAFZEFHKO7=DIZH VLN D EHED Tk (eigenface) %
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3T FEEZEMET S\ F MM E VD E R

HICLTWA. BHGEHE DT —ZIT X WO LN 0 &2 B4 50 & VD Tk
TEEMT 22 Ik, FEEERBT DR ER 2B T 5 FETHY, i
DFET =2 CHEWHINET DI ENFREE D, — NDOFEE X Z OS2 Eo—
MELTHRE SRS, K32 (@) 1L, —RILOFE NI A—ZTRIAINTZEE /a/,
/1 2T DEEER PR SN D562 EAMR LD THS. MPHD—20
SN NOFEEERT. ZOHE, & ORBM7 FVEMIZ KT, TR
ICRVEEFEZERIE—ROCOEMRE LTHLA TS, ZOMKE, KibHIXaEE =M
(ZOHEEITER) RICHE LIERERY, REFEFITER IO MAT2EE2x5 L
272 5.

/1]

Speaker
space

y
v

[al [al
(a) (b)

4 3.2: Gl 2E[H]
Figure 3.2! Speaker space.

Kuhn 51X Z 03FEE2ZE/M 2 W T, DRWEeT —% TE L CHREMIST 5 FiE
ZREZLTWA[17I[18]. K 3.2 (b) 1%, DeWEcT —Z N oEbNT=H 558 D
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3.2 Fik

BN P Lo 2 2R LTWA., ZDLE, ZOHICHEETIFEE IRV EE
z, REFET—F TZEL T OLNTREEZEM EOK bV A PICEEE DR # L &
5.
ERTIETHLRERS, FEEZEMEZHAWD Z LI L VEEEDOREANY NABFET S
T ENTE DR M T 5. B A s 28 IE LW G, BEE OFRHE~
MWL Z OFFEZEMNIALET H1ETTH 5. K382 (b) OFIDX T, &R
ENoBEoNT /a/, /i/ OFFENOFEEN P ORICEE SN L35, FEEZEME
TOWEE | P-P' || K& U, S RICBT S /a/ HDHWIE /i) HRE-S TWD
D AREMED E U E T E B,

3.2.2

3.2.1 HiCIRAN-FEEERZ WD Z LIcL by, HHEikicBI 252 EORH
ICERMOMBEERY AT Z L 2B 2 5. SHREHENE LTIUE, ZOREND
BONDEROFFBICHEDWTEE LAY MVEMICEE T UL, 558 132 O
SYZEMTH DEEEEHMNICFET 23T Th D, T2 T, FHM-s MVZERINICELE
SNTGEE ONLEN HFEE WM E TORMAENTZ LIk y, BBEROZSM
% a3 % [14][15][16].

Super vector

25 25 25 25 25
A A A A A
lal 1/ la/ /el /ol
—
125

¥ 8.3: A—/ 83— L)L

Figure 3.3: Super vector.
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3# EREZEME T SIS W I EHRHEEE AV D E AR

RIS O ZHGEEE OT — X WV TEREEM A2 L T <. AFETIE, K
3.3 DX ITEEHE DR A X OFEE D AKGES RS /a/, /1/, /u/, /e/, Jo/ DI
HI7R R A RS L Te A — /=7 A TRBLT 2. 58 OV BEILZ OFEHE O
2R OFREFXMOFHE 7 L—AIZBIF 5 MFCC (12 %) , AMFCC, A /XU —®D 25
WILDRH ARG Z LI EY L THWS. ZEGEEOT — 2 I35RH 7 74 A Mk
DHB) T RY U7 ENTRY, TOT7VLEERICHERBOFH 7 L—LERET S.
ZHGEE DA — /=7 MV E RGN CTESL Lo, EWR0 0o 21772\ 0 ahd
EEED.

A 2T NV E WS S RO A E K 3.4 \RT. W OF AT
D, N-best iz EkT 5. DL X, AJJLDF N-best sl FEAaT L
2ay, BRIEODTITA AL MEREMNT 5. ENENOXERMICENT, B
TEDTTAAL NIV REXBOFM 7 L—2%RD, 5T L IR EEZ Y
L, ZHOAEHETAE LI o TRA—I—_Y MLEEL, EoT, AFETIE
ADFEGERIC S BET R TCORHBEL TS Z ENFIRE R D, A—/3—_J hLLER
HZEH & O D& XTI TN OEER a7 SICEAMNT L TN ZEICE > T

Bl SN/ BEEZ2 a7 S%RAD L 91245 5[14][15](16].

S'=S-wxD (3.1)
ZIC, wHREMMKCHD. IbIL, EWHROTHRELFRICSEAI T EMAT
ARG O BN A 5 5.

FEEDA—IN—=RT "MVE X, BHGEE LD A—/3—=_T MLVOSYERT h L&
X, EEDEERTAEEARY M EWRFELEE~OERR Y WL CFk

Cll Clz . . . Clp

p
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3.2 Fik

LT DL, X DEEEZEMA~DHERE DI
D:H(I ~CTC)(X —>T)H (3.2)

ThHZbn5. 22T, plIA—3—7 MLVOWRTTET p=125, kITEDE, 1
X px p DBLATHITH 5.

Continuous speech
recognition

!
/ N-best
AMscore
LMscore Super vector

phoneme alignment — | /a/| [il | /u/| /e/| /0/|

e ————

!
Rescoring of acoustic <:| Speaker space model

score

3.4 ERALEETFNE

Figure 3.4: A flow of speech recognition using the speaker space.
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3# EREZEME T SIS W I EHRHEEE AV D E AR

3.2.3

BHOREART MV DXL DX ILFEEDEW T TR FHEa v TF A FOEN
IZE-oTHAELD. BEFIETIEFEE 2 FHIN RS TERIAT DO RIZB WD
TERAVTHFANORELZRY BROTFFEANZ P2 DT A== 7 hL 2t
R L, BEEZEM L OWEREZ RO D Z MM E LV, FEHEZEM AT 2720 D LGS
BT —HTE, —ANOFEEICBITHIEREOT —Z N \Wi-H, BEOFET K
MCBITLEFEA LT F A NOREIT DRV, ANEFTIE, —RIC—RIET O

FEOBNDIRNTEOERA L TIANDRBEEZRELSZIT L. £ZT, ANERS
KT B A== MILVOIERIZE N T OREREORFENOLER I TFA MDY
BERORLS., 20k, oL LOEKRIILTNS HMM 2 X5 HFEO
monophone 7 /L & triphone 7 VDO ZEIZIER L CREERFENOEEI L TXF A b

DEEEROBEWTESET 2B 2 5.

WG R () ISR SREF vO P T L— LD " LvE VE L, EITH
%, ®igE%E p 75, B v® monophone HMM ¥ L O triphone HMM @ H
FRREED IR AT DR MV EZNZEI V, Vpvif L Lzl X, HFRav
T XA N OB BRI ESLE ORHER T SV VE

V=V +(Vv _Vp—v+f )

(3.3)

LT85, ANBEFORBEXBOERET L TXF A MIFFRRMICL -~ THh ST
N-best fEfli D F LI NHELND.

3.3
RRTFILEOA DML HRT DI OICFHMFER A 1772 > 7=, N-best B2 k3 %18
e ik s AT L& LTI, CSRC2000 FERD Y AT La AWi=[19]. Ta—%

H
1% Julius rev.3.2[20] D 2 % o 7' — iR, €T /VILFEHEE 20K O 3-gram, FHEE
T DHRE g s L& o — R X ) T L 64 1G94, 3000 k& PTM
7 9% .
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3.3.1

B M AR T 20 DBEERE T — 2 L LT, JNAS a—/32[21]Hh o 306 A
5y (- &4 163 N53) OB FG A LT EHF 2 v (1 AE Y 102 3X~162 30) .
AFETIE, ANEFPCERETRTHHIAL TS Z L& LTV,
B DFHIC L, JINAS 22— _XZAHDT A N, ¥ - &4 100 XLOF T RET
NRTHRHBT 5XOF N6 S HIZ, N-best ODEM IS 5 REET X THHBELL TV D
139 3¢ (5 : 713, Zx : 6830) 721 A sl sEERIZ V.

T O EOEH LD DIZHVYS monophone, triphone £ /v & L Cldidffi

BRE@mMma Y — 7 AL E o TR STV 5 monophone model
(gender-independent, 16 mixtures) ¥ &7, triphone model (gender-independent,
16 mixtures, 2000 states) & U 7=.

3.3.2

REEDOERI T XA MIEDEHENE LTI TWD R BIE, EEEH S
NTZGHEE DK G R ORI Y MVITIEBYLAET XV BRI EE O 5 RGEE D5 R OY)
Fr~ 2 M & OB/ NS L 2513 Th 5.

X 3.5 1% 4 NDFEE OLHORE DR 7 bV &2 OFEH DR UREE O L RHE
XY NVOZEDFEE EREOEFR LT XA ML D EHLOFE Tl L2k R T
b5, FEEF ST ML, M22BHMHETFEFL, F2234MThob.

ZhE, EREEORE O MVNIERCETORRE OB~ 2 ML i v %

DEEE DB R BT ITELS > TV Z &R bnb.
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Figure 3.5: Distance from vowels in utterances to the aver
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FOFHREAR RENZ L%,

INTA—H

30



3.3 Fhk

100 r
S //
=)
+ 80
=/
o
S 60
o
=
1]
)
£ 2
)
(&)

0

0 25 50 75 100

number of eigenvectors

[ 8.6: LA IHTIZ IS 1T 2 BELF 5%

Figure 3.6: Cumulative proportions for the number of eigenvectors.

3.3.4

A ZEENTI A REE D A —/3—=_T FVFAET & DR S IR~ T RV DE Sy
2 CTh D, FEHZEMMN O F MRS NIE, EERICBI S NZFEE DA — =Y
RViE, GEHZEME OEREN/NS 21T ThD. A ERSEREEZT- & X1,
BREH D A== T FV L GEEZEM & OFBEN ED X 51T 20572 fE
B2 3777, () 13FFE D A== b L) BEEEZE M~ ERETH
5. (), (e) 1%, ZHZEN /o/, /I/ ODEFRELET /a/ OFBUIT A —FIZEE
Az T RF DFEEZERI~DOFHJHET, ANJTEFFD /o/, /i/ BET /a/ IR S
Nz I 2b—v g LT,
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Figure 3.7: The distance to the speaker space.

TR EDY 20~40 TiE (a) IZHEEA/DS VA, THISHE~ST (b) , (o) Tl
HEARE SR TWVD. ZORRIE, BEFECEIVREBOELEZRATE S Z
LR LTEY, BEOFEA T ITHAZEM~OBHELEANT D Z LK 550
W AT DOWENFFTE S,

3.3.5

Julius @ N-best ERHOFREE 100 {HE L, % N-best DT NZINDORHE~RT K
IVZERICONLE Z RS, FET NVZER TOZE OB OALE D B EEH ZER~D IR
B R, FEX T OFMIR (3.1) 12Xk - T, Kb SNIZFEE 2~ B
% 100-best DFEFROK AT M Z 5.
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W72 B BRIV CREE SR 2R L, M EAERETH I EICLY,
AR EBEA a7 OFFMAIITOND EEZbND. WURERS R EEAELRET
DI ERDBE BEHREEZ -GG OB FRSRE OB E T ~T-. FR 8% EE
L, BEAEZIEGEL, EAXEEL, FRSEEZLE TS Ok E =
RIMER AT IR o 72,

I TREDOIERILEZITRDRWEEEZ L 1, BEOREEDOERILZITR 5%
AEFE2 LTS K38 () & (b) 1%, FHiE1BIOHE2 OBAICEREE
EE L CEAZBESEL L EOEFBHROLBMELTNZNRL TN,

HLGEE P R R T OMEREREN OF M R EEIZIE, (3.4) NTRTHGEEME (Word
Correctness) & (3.5) N THRTHIEEMIEE (Word Accuracy) # 5. ZZT
WIXHEES, S ILEHERY, D IIMERY, TITFHARRY OHGEHAE RS

W-S-D

HEEIEfRESE (Corr.) = __TN___ (3.4)
W-S-D-1

HGEEfRAEE (dec.) = W (3.5)

HFEIEMR & BHEE B T, BEXMR SIChbEH LCHEIC L2 ARY &
BHNCE D DGR R D, M E R OFAMZ T 256, HIEEMEE L M
WDZENZNDR, BRA LV Z T2 —ATR{fEDONLLEF—TU— R~y FORFHLART
L, FAROVPHFELTHF YV — FIZELIRBETENEFTRNWEEZEZDHZEL T
5. KoT, HEREMELHEEEMEEDON A2 RD 5.

X 3.8 (a) IxTkm¥cs 32 IClEE, X3.8 (b) (TEWNEKE 30 ICHEHEL, EALE
0.01, 0.03, 0.05, 0.06, 0.07, 0.08, 0.1 LZ&f b7, % L CHEME SBROKF7L
BITZENE N Julius DFERZR LTS, IBRTFEFEAOE(LIZK L TAWEFHT
Bk R OWE NI LD, EAIFIEIBIOFHIE2H T & 0.07 DGERKEE
DR Z R L TND.
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3# EREZEME T SIS W I EHRHEEE AV D E AR

3.9 (a) & (b) 1, FHE1BIOHE 2 OBAICEAZEE L TERSEELE
EEEZLEZOEFHEMBOLMEZNEILR LTS, 3.9 (a) & (b) IFHEA
i e 0.07 ICEEL, Y%K E 15, 20, 25, 30, 32, 33, 35 LAE{LEET-.

FREITIHE L2832, HE22330 DL Kkt LWiRiFEL R L TW5a. Julius D
fEA L L7255 s, B0, BEAZEUNCERETIVUTRERREN M 752 L3
Mmolo. BAL 0.07 OHERD LVEHEL TR L TS, ERSBIIRE O ESYL
Ai2Y 32, FEEOEBLEN 30 OLAR S LV 2 R Uiz, BLEOFEM SEBRAE 5
AFBLICE LD D, HEL TIEERDEE 32, EA (w) & 0.07, J7iE2 TIEERK
A 30, EAE 0.07 ITRRGE L7c. R ERHIIC I T 258fER Y BTHL L, F
1, 2 TIEEREN 14%, 25% DR BHI I LTV 5.
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Figure 3.8: The speech recognition rate for changing the weighting factor.
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Figure 3.9: The speech recognition rate for changing PCA components.
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7% 3.1 G A etk SEERRE AL (HEEREHR)

Table 3.1: Continuous speech recognition rates.

method Correct (%) Accuracy (%)
baseline 96.00 95.65
method 1 96.49 96.25
method 2 96.89 96.74

3.3.6

Julius (N—2 7 A THY) LRBEFIEOMICHRMEBOFGEREN D D0 E 5 )
BREEITIR 072, WBHEN 100% I < D ORFEEOEN DI VGE L, AEERE
MIEEAVERARRIZR>TLES. ZOXIRGE, FFRENTENETT AT —
FRAERESHTET 52 LN TE S, AWETIE, WMEDOT A M TARER—TH
L0, —DO—D2DT AT —ZIZxT DA RA T 5 2 LI LV EREE
2177329 [22].

Z 2T, Julius EIBEFEORMTEOR RPN RR ST ER~D L, BETFIED
FHiE 1 TiE Julius NIEME, HiE 1 DRREFHOLE L 3, Julius 2338586, FHik 1
INEfFOSHAEIL 16T, FERELRELBEIIT D LMHRR 1% TREFIEDOTIELD
FREEIHERDEWE S 2 5. L2 Tk Julius B IEME, ik 2 BEEGRE DL AT
118, Julius 23iRF85%, J71E 2 DNIEMOLEIE 23 T, [F U < fER3ER 1% TRETFIE
DIE 2 DI BAHEITHERDB SN EF A D,

3.4
FREEFE T RMICB 0T, FEOMIET — % & A0 5 2 L7 FRMOKEE

EFRIT 2 FHICOW Tk~ Fo. SHEEE OF — 2 TSV OlRT 2 765 %2 2 Fl
L TR 3517 2 B OMAIBIRO RS MG L TV 5. S 612, ik
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TEMICB T A ERMARTRO SR TXR A NEBER LEEHILETRSY 2 LI
K oT, BELZUET D FIELEZ /R L. Julius @ N-best fE R 1% LT, 2R FIEICK
DB AT 9 Z L2 LV 25% DFBIHKIR Y NHIR S N, RS CRELET
BT, ANPICS SR THRHET L Z EARMHEE > TWnD. ANEFICTRT
DREDEENT2WEEOXNE LT, REDI L—#BHE Lo G813 %
BahE S L RGO VEHEEFIAT L Z EnEZ oD, £, ARGENORDaE
72 % 5 DT 572 L, DR WRERIC L DR EMAER VDS FIEL B LS.
SHOBEE LT, ANEFICSRERS TR LARWGEAE~ORNEOM, F5F
BOEFRZ L TFAMIHT L2 EHIEFIEOLE R EVRET NS,
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N-best

4.1

Frim CTHl 72 K 918, IEFEOFFRBEAM oM LI X0 m0WiiERsmons &
Lhololed, ERmiaHWTERGEA v 2 7 = —ZA~DOHFRENRFEE-> TS
[1][2][8][4][5]. & F=aEskOFEFAERE — ST T 2454, BUROF il ©
X, ELWERDEICHEOND EEFRL2V. ZO%AICE, ELWERASELND
FECMELRURFELMVIRTZ LI, AHFICE > TRERAHLERS. Z0
F OB ARBT 572018, R R A EER MR R L, AR ICEMOT NS IE
fRAZBIRLCH D I HEHA T = —A~OHFAE £ > T s (6][7][8][9][10].
N-best O & 80 R\ ES W TEE O IEMEM 2R A E TR R T 2581203, @
, R TDEMEEZH L LORDTEL. R T 2HEMEE L Lic iR, D
WA TS TEM TP ICIEERR G EN TV AHERNEL D, L, %< OO
R D IEMRERTBREND D0, FEBRPP-TLE Y. RSN LEMEN D7
<, o, BEHFICEMNPEENTWNWDZ ERBEBERTHD. 2D L), EHFT
EfEREENLFEEWD SETITRRT 2HAMHA RS 7121, H 52 Uik
FRDTHL DOTIEARL, RIS RICESW TEMEEBIICRET D LER D 5.
Z 2T, AKFIL T, N-best EMiOFETEA 2T Z 0 L, BikA a7 ZHIH L7
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MR DOWREFIECOWTHFT 5. F£72, A 27 & O CHBEEEZ HW
TR S IRET 2 FELRET 5. 618, BEFEOHEIMEEREET
5.
HRETHEFRGEDOZ A7 L LT, FIxiE, PRCERRBEOL I, =—F
DEFNENOF—T—REROVHL TRy N7 4 Vo T BT X HIF AT %
ExD. e DZ AT IUKAFLTHREFIHT 22 LIk o T, 22— ~DfERETR
ERNRINIATIR 2D Z EDRINTW AN, RFRSCTIHE, Z A7 ITRF LRV
ik A 2T 12T AR T D FEC OV TRET 5.

4.2

FERCE R AT 9 %h, N-best Al D72 <, LB EMINIELL EEN
TWABEMNERSIND Z ENHBNTH D, BA 2 71T EZHWCTEEE
TNDOLETREIND. £ T, Nbest OFEFHAERIZB TR T OS540 & ERRIENT
DEMRICED X 5 MR S 5008 L, A3 712G UM R B E e 9 5
ZROTA.

N-best FEM DOFRIMA 27 OFlZFK 4.1 1T . [ZOMEEORELZMD 720 &
Fia L, BrAmmy AT LW TEFRRMEITR TR TH D,

RIAaTIE, XORITREMENRR D720, FHIT2LERDH L. AR
T, XORSEZXEEOT7 L —L2HTEL, XORBAT ZLE2EOT7 L— 23K
THEIY, EHIELEZHANTONETTR> T, £ 4.1 121, BEA2T7 %230
ESTEHIELZEPIRENT WD, E, AT, SEME M DIEICH 1
BEfl, 565 24, « - LPESEZEICL, BEMOBHEA T EE 1L BEfoR=2T, &H
2EMDO AT, o LIERZ LIZT 5.
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2 FRHRA 2T OHT

# 4.1 RS R EFRER AT

Table 4.1: Recognition results and recognition scores.

n-best recognition result recognition
score
1 26160279
2 -26.161865
3 26332994
4 26398474
) 26442401
6 26443183
! -26.460549
8 26462135
) 26471869

The correct answer

4.2.1

B ATIIFRBEOR— L=V RBE LIn, ¥ A7 k& HEEREEOERSE2 AL 2
T3 DODXAY TEBRETRD. T, ¥ A7 1 CIIHGEREEOERIIL 94 HGE

B AY SORITMBRFICHGET 5 L Bbihd 28 F—OXBNHEBEEIN TS, XA
7 2 CIIHFERFE ORI 184 HiFET, UEL L T4l O F—r, # A7 3T
IXHREREEE OGRS 1860 HGE T, EE LT45 O X — U B ST 5.
243 HiCTHHEATZ LI, TARIDBDRWEEIZBWTIE, TARUTE-T
Rk DHES LI AN E T DD TT A MERITHT 23— xR 7 0 TRHALT 5 %
TR DH., ZhETAMeEy h=T VLR T 0 LS AT 1, 2, 3OTAME
v MX=T L XU T 41 ZTNEN 26, 140, 1290 TH 5. Tz, HEEUIHELRES
DX EHE L.
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4.2.2

WA AT DT HTE->T, 20 N(B 11 A, LI N)IZ20 LT HOFREFELTH H Y,
ZOAF 400 SLOEF %, N-best Efifiziz 30 & L TEHEFRM AT/ o7, N-best &
W& AR B Rk S AT A & LTI, CSRC2001 4EERRD > AT L% Tz
[12]. 7 2—# % Julian rev.3.3[13]D A ¥ % — Kk, H2E7 /L (HMM) % [HH
LA B E R a— X2 TFE LTz 64 IRG 04, 3000 JREED PTM €7 /L% H
W7o, Julian OF 7' 3 UEREE LT, B 1 /32D E— AlEZE 800, 2 /NADRK
AL 7 B 700, 52N ADRIA— AT 0 —D LEVMEE 1000, % 2/SA TR
FHXDEE RO XD ) BT 58432 30 &L, ZALSMNIT 744 b
B2 Rz,

$ER STz Ne-best O FICIEMMAE EN TV DHERE EfFRRELIESZ &I
T 5. 400 LK 5 IEMBIETRRITZ 227 178 100%, Z A2 278 95.75%, Z A2 3
N 42% T -7z, F7=, N-best EMIEIT 30 [T E L722%, EEIZILHFIZ 30 O3fE
MR ER SN TIER <, M SN ERABEMEIE Y A7 128 9.798, » X
7 2 27.81E, XAV 3N 24HTH 7.

BN DE 30 M E T, TOBMMPIEM TH -T2 IR WL Db olznk i 4.2
e

PR A AT DTN D 400 LOFFERARITF A7 1, 2, 3TXTRFELT, £h
ENDZ A7 LIETD, 400 XOFFEIIKTT HZHRIT 100% TH D, 4 A7 R
S THIA LS E W TV, RO LIl 2 A7 1, 2, 3 LIAIC
ENBEHEZ 72 51251 T N-best WIZIEfEN & £ 41720 “No correct answer” DN
K A2 ITRTEOITHMLTWD., PR EFERIIZ A7 108 4.9, #2727 25
6. 2, #2273V T3MTHS. [F LN THEHR R HEERD 722 OITHGE
DEFRNF ATICL TR D72 TH D, HEEEREZ/TH L TRIEXOHZ 20T
L&, FA7 1 TR TWEET/O/MELRLT —~/%/BAT/IELVW] , ZR7 2
TIE WEET/O/MEL/RX/T—~/%/BZAT/IEFLW] L d. FBFENEE=
HTEALORES (HiEH O#HPHIIZ A2 1 T8, #2272 T2, #%7 3
T22HTHS.
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# 4.20 FEMICIS T 2 EMO KL

Table 4.2: The number of sentences of the correct answer for each candidate.

Rank of the The number of sentences
correct answer Task 1 Task 2 Task 3

1 378 302 67
2 17 33 18
3 5 22 12
4 8 10
5 4 8
6 2 12
7 1 6
8 2 4
9 5
10 2 4
11 3
12 1 1
13 3 1
14 1
15

16 1 4
17 1
18 2
19 1
20 1
21

22 1

23 2
24

25

26 1 1
27

28 1
29

30 3

o |0 [ |
Total 400 400 400
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4.2.3 1
4.2.3.1

B0 & oM (3 n M & Eh+rD)EM) OZX a7 0ENBRKE VS, FEh+1)ER
DIBRICIEfEN G A AREMHIZIR W Z E N TR TE, ZOHAFEQ+D)EMIIE &7
RLWZ L EEZAD, ThEEa—URT v A1 LMES[14][15].

4.2.3.2

130T L n R & B+ DERO A a7 OEERD, EMOIAN & A2 T OFEIC
XED XD RBREBH DO D. F1LEMEE 2HEMOR T OEERART-Z A
7 2 DFERAZK 411, # A7 3 OFERAEK 4.2 18T, BUNE, EARFONANE, it
W 1 ER &5 2 IO A a7 DEERL TS, 2F0, 77 7HD—20 813,
—ODLZ R LTRER, MM H S EM T, ZORIIE 1M L5 2 oA a7
DEFEDL BWVHWTWEZ/RLTEY, RO T 400 H 5. 1, Fiho
[0) 1%, 30 FEMiFICTEMN RN 2 EEBEWRLTEY, EMONERLZ L Zricst
THEOBITE 4.2 ITHE LTV 5.
ZDTTZIMHRMND LI, FAZ 2T, B1UEHESE 2HEMORA T OZEN
0.05 L BB X9 730, B 1EMICEMN LN B8 ghotz. £, #A2 3T
W, LM EE 2 O R T OFEN 0.06 LLE, ¥AZ 1 TIE, 8 1EMESE 2
RO A 27 0D 0.03 LLER X 272300, 8 1 BEHMICEMNZ N LR sho
7-.
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Figure 4.12: The rate of the correct answer and the average number of

candidates.(Task1)
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Figure 4.13: The rate of the correct answer and the average number of

candidates.(Task2)
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Figure 4.14: The rate of the correct answer and the average number of

candidates.(Task3)
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Figure 4.15: The rate of the correct answer and the average number of candidates

with the common rule set.(Task1)
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Figure 4.16: The rate of the correct answer and the average number of candidates

with the common rule set.(Task2)
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4.3.3
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0, ZOHAE Y RREOX R OBFEIZLE LIEHAITHY, A2THLINRLE
IERAT HHNTHENO DEN DD, ZAVEREND D T2 DT HEE O FRFAE 1T,
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# 4.30 IEMRFERER &SRR AR

Table 4.3: The rate of the correct answer and the average number of candidates.

The average number The rate of the correct
of candidates answer(%)
Before After Before After
Task 4 27.43 2.21 95 93
Task 5 25.87 2.39 91 89
Task 6 25.65 2.49 84 82
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Prr =213 422 i TR~ 20 A (B 11 A, ZI9N) IC20 LT 2HKFHELTHH o7
ARt 400 SCEERT 5.

AT E TORIMA 27 ZFH LI BRSO E TIE, N-best OFFli & L TRk
2aT X DEFEMNED, AEHTITFRERICIDERILEZTRVWEDO AT %
N-best DFRFHA =27 & LTHWA. 7, @#BikA a7 &0 CHEREBEE S AW TR
AR R AR ET .

BT RS AT & & LTIE, CSRC2001 EED Y AT L%, Fa—4%
Julian rev.3.4 DA X X — Fh, H#%5 /L (HMM) & Julian DA 73 3 VRIEIT
422 HiOFERSMEZDOEEH W, F£72, N-best EMiEiE 30 & L CEFR#M AT
72572, 400 IZXET % 30-best DIEfFFERFEITZ A 7 173100%, # A7 275396.75%,
S A7 3N T0.60% Thole. SN EERREMEITZ 27 173 6.87T, %A
7 275 23.53 18, # A7 3)826.25HThH-7-.

4.4.2

4.4.2.1

IR A T OSMRER LY, BEEHIEREOWREICUTORAE Yy hE2HWD Z LI
T 5.
227 115,

DA 1] 85 1 & 25 2 oo 2 2 7 D728 0.06 LLERBE < By, 45 1 5t D 48R
T 5.

DR 2] 25 2 f5ekl & 56 3 Emliop A =27 7275 0.01 LA EBH < Ky, 88 2 fiefli £ T
T5.

DRR 8] 25 1164l & 28 n et o 2 =27 D773 0.10 BAEBA < Iy, 55 (n- DBkl £ T
ZNERAR
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Sii 4]

2 A7 213,

[BLA 1]

(LA 2]

(LA 3]

(LA 4]

(LA 5]

[5La 6]

eii 7]

[siLa 8]

A AT 313,

(SR 1]

(LA 2]

4.4 HEE(EHIE 2 ZE LBk ok E

FnEHOA TN 32 LA TFTORE, Fh-DEGRE TRRT 5 (=2, 3, 4,

el 30)_

B &5 2 O A a7 DZEED 0.09 LA ERA < I,

T5.

52 Al & 5 SEM O A a7 DZEED 0.05 LLERA < I,

T5.

5 3 A & A O A 3T DZEED 0.04 LLERA < I,

T5.

5 45 &5 B RO A 27 DZED 0.01 LLERE <,

T5.

55 5 {5 & 5 6 A O A = 7 DZED 0.01 LLERE < K,

T5.

HSEM L E T RO A T OFEN 0.01 DL R < K,

T5.

UER E B n ERIO A 27 OFEN 0.11 LR < B,
ZNERAR

55 1Al O 2R

5 2 A £ TR

5 3 A £ TR

5 4 A £ TR

5 4 A £ TR

5 4 Al F TR

55 (n-D Al £ T

FnEHOA TN 32 LA TORE, HFh-DERE TRRT 5 (=2, 3, 4,

el 30)_

51 &5 2 O A a7 D ZEED 0.05 LLERA < I,

+5.

52 Al & 5 SEM O A a7 DN 0.05 LLERA < I,

T5.
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[sia 3]

Sii 4]

[Ba 5]

[5LH 6]

[gia 7]

[Bia 8]

4.4.2.2

B3 EFE AEMDO AT OEN 0.03 LA ERE S B, 5 3 M £ TR
T 5.

AR L B RO 2 a7 DFEN 0.02 DL B, 5 4 sl £ TR
T 5.

B 5 A &5 6 MO 2 7 D7 0.02 BLEBH S BF, 5 4 sl £ TR
T 5.

B 6 M &5 TR O 2 37 D78 0.03 BLEBH S HF, 5 4 sl £ TR
I5.

B UM & B n iR 27 D2 0.10 LLEBH < I, ZE(n- Dl £ T
ZNE SR

FnEMORA 3T A 32 L TORE, Fh-DEMME TR T 5 (=2, 3, 4,
, 30).

HEEEHEEOOPHER, B BOREICU TORAE Yy P2 WD Z LT

B.

2 A7 113,

BRI 1]

(R 2]

ZHEEDN 0.05 DL F O HEENEG EN TV D EMIEHE R L.

FHEEOEHE DN 0.65 LLFO5E, € ORMITIER L7,

AAT 213,

DRAT 11 (EHEE2S 0.05 LT D HFERE 4L TV D EARIFIRR LRV,
DRAN 2] % HEEOEHEE O LN 0.55 LLFOHA, T OFEMITIER L.
2 AT 31,

DRAN 1] EREED 0.05 LLF OHEENRE £ TV DA HR L2,
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4.4.2.3

4.4 HEEEHUE 2 B8 Uikl ok e

FHEEOEHE ORI 0.55 LLFO%E, € OfMITIER L2,

FTNENOHAIE Y NI 32D X A7, ZTNFhUCE LT-HAITHY, CPoFAET
LAERMEITEZ R, FIT, FAZIEFELRWHAIE Y FE2E X 7.
e =

CEAI 1]

[E A 2]

[Bia 3]

CEAI 4]

[Bia 5]

(LA 6]

Bia 2]

ThD.

B LM &5 2 O 2 37 D71 0.09 BLEBH S HF, 5 1Al o SR
+5.

B2 & 5 3 MO 2 3 T D78 0.05 BLEBH < BF, 5 2 sl £ TR
+5.

B MM & B A RO 2 37 D78 0.04 BLEBH S BF, 5 3 sl £ TR
+5.

B A M &5 B RO 2 37 D78 0.02 BLEBH S HF, 5 4 gl £ TR
+5.

B UM & B n oA 27 DZEH0.10 LLEBH <, BE(n- Dl £ T
YD,

B nfEAfio 2 =7 93 32 LUF O, B (- DI £ TR 5 (n=2, 3, 4,
, 30).

IEHEEDY 0.05 LLF O HEENEG TN TV D EMIIIE R L.

HHEEOEEE O 0.55 LLFO%E, € OfMITIER L2,
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4.4.2.4

ik A a7 LR THEBEEEZ AN T3S0 X 27 ZRFNICE LBk v &
EHAIZ —RILL, ZAZITRFELRWHEAIE Yy FE2& 2T

— Ak L7728 > B,

HFEE R,

DA 1] ERED 0.05 LLTF OHEENRE £ TV DA HR L2,
RAN 2] A HFEOFEEE DA 0.35 LT ORE, £ OfMfiTids L.
R A ST,

DA 1] % 1kl & 55 2 Eflioo 2 2 7 DO FEN 0.09 LLERE < B, 85 1 64l 0 48R
4 5.

CHRAI 2] %5 2kl & 25 3 ki A =2 7 D FEH 0.05 LLERE < B, 45 2 f5fli & TR
4 5.

CHRAI 3] 45 3Mfli & 25 4 ki D A =2 7 DFEN 0.04 UL ERE < W, 45 3 fafli & TR
T 5.

CHRAI 4] 3 4kl & 25 5 Emlio A 2 7 DN 0.02 LLERE < B, 45 4 4l £ TR
T 5.

DRE 5] 25 1Ml & 28 n et od 2 =27 D773 0.10 PAEBA < Iy, 55 (n- DAl £ T
YD

DA 6]  ZF nEMoAa 7 M 32 LLFORE, FHh-DEME TRRT 5 =2, 3, 4,
, 30).

ThHb.

4.4.3

IhooAltE Yy bod, {FFRA7ZNZNORAIT Yy M2 LR RER 4.4
CESfEAR s B O ) &K 4.5 (EfERROZ(L) 12, HAlZ ik LAl
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4.4 HEEEHUE 2 B8 Uikl ok e

v NS LT R AR 4.6 CEAEMTEREOZE) &K 4.7 (EffRRER0Z1b)
IR T. EIT 30 EAiTR R T 25 A 0 baseline, F8ikA 27 OAHDEEE D methodl,
HEEEEE O A DOGE ) method2, B A a7 LEFE L& THWEEEGN
method3 T&H %.

3% 4.4 VHREREK

Table 4.4: The average number of candidates.

The average number of candidates
baseline method1l method2 method3
Task 1 6.87 1.24 1.72 1.12
Task 2 23.53 3.84 3.99 2.68
Task 3 26.25 11.83 11.90 9.36
#* 4.5 IEMRFERER
Table 4.5: The rate of the correct answer.
The rate of the correct answer (%)
baseline method1 method2 method3
Task 1 100 99.75 99.75 99.75
Task 2 96.75 96.50 96.50 96.25
Task 3 70.50 69.50 68.75 69.50
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K 4.60 VR

Table 4.6: The average number of candidates.

The average number of candidates

baseline methodl method2 method3
Task 1 6.87 1.71 1.75 1.50
Task 2 23.53 3.90 3.99 2.72
Task 3 26.25 12.34 11.90 9.48
# 4.7 EfRIERE
Table 4.7: The rate of the correct answer.
The rate of the correct answer (%)
baseline methodl method2 method3
Task 1 100 99.75 99.75 99.75
Task 2 96.75 96.50 96.50 96
Task 3 70.50 70 68.75 69.50
4.5
4.5.1
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4.5 R FIEOYPIRE I L DM

kA AT & O TRAR R 2 IR ET 2 FIEO A ERGET 2720, LLTFD 3
DDA T EEZ ZNZNEERICHHALTH bW, ZORER, EOHENR M
RT Doz L T bo7o, PREIL 7 AT, X AT IH AT 22V

FRJ7iE 1) IS L E/MO AR T .
(PR iE 2)  #IC 30 MR T 5.
PRk 3) WA 2T W TR R ZIRET 5.

W, AENE, BRSO ZBIIC L DHENCT EOEWE RS20, HHAREGET
F7e, ROLNEXERFHLTHL Lo, WBREORGEE~A 7 TAHLTEFR
WEATVY, FREAE IR O N-best 54 2 1278 T HEIZHE> T 4.19 O X 5 IZEHIZER R T
. Ko [siB/, [SIE/ ZXO%IHERBOEBEHEZRL TS, Rrahi
N-best GO HF 0 SHERE NIE LWV R Z~ VA THRT 2. b LERSNTL
N-best i O FIZIE LWGREAE RS EN TV WA IITE TH A USCE G L
H 59, HEREORKIERE) D, 1ELWERER R AR 5 F COFTERH & REERE
IR & 130 0 F2BRFE 3 F B/ TR L 72

A BT IV T, ERRITIRR SV BERER O THIZ 30 it~ T 51 O
G 28 M, TR 27 2 W THEMR S EEZRET 5] O5EN 4.8 TH T,
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Tr1l BE RE NS

SenteTEmﬁiéiBﬁ?% iiﬁt‘f M B8 & HALE: BF 0 EFERM 2k 0 mL 3 EATHE T sile
score

sentegce?laijéB aﬁﬁ 0 RE & HAL: B 0 EFam RE 0 BLE W FALHE T sl
score

sentenced; silB aﬁttu. M BE B HALL: B 0 FFEem g 0 ML 3 EAGRE TP sile
scoreds -13486,353016

Sentezcedlaiéé%ggi B 0 BB R HALE B 0 FREE AE O L FALHE Tk sl
soore

sentenced: silb EiEME 0 HE # HALE B 0 SRS FE 0 mE 3 FALEE T silE
soorefy -13467,.046875

sentegceﬁlaiééB 1 aﬁt&u. DR % ARLE BF 0 EREE T8 0 AL i YARRE T sk
score

sentence?: silB F'JJ: EEE 0 RS R HALE 87 0 EEEE TR 0 mb i FALHE T sl
scorel s -13473, 517578 )

sentence8: silk 2% SR 0 BE & HALL B 0 FEEH BE 0 WL ¥ YALRE T «llt
scoreds -13474,083008

sentenced: silB R FEIE © BE * HALL BF 0 EEEH ZE 0 mL 1 FAGHE T sllE
scoreds -13474,378906

sentencel0: silb BHE ¥ 0 BE & ARL: B 0 EF0H 1B 0 mL 3 YALRE T Sk
soorells -13475,6260953

sentencel®: silB AF— EE O B8 & fRLE B © EF0E 28 0 ML 3 FAGRE T silE
scorell: -13475,734379

sentencel?: =ilB OB S3AM @ B8 & fIBL: B 0 5958 BE 0 ML 3 YAGRE Ty sile
scorel?: -13480,193359

sentenceld: silk SRR BRRM © BB & ARLE: B 0 FREH TB 0 mb W YALRE T sk
scoreld: -13482,152344

sentenceld: =116 W @M ¢ HE * ABLE B 0 TEEE ZE 0 mb 3 YALRE T9h =ik
scoreld: -13482,210838

Senterigel!iﬁzéi%r"li: Tt 0 B8 F ARLE B 0 EFAE RE O mL 7 FALRE TI sl
score

sentencelf: silB ik BRRME 0 R & ABL: B 0 FFREE BE © mL 3 YALTRE T Sk
scorelf: -13485, 072266

senterfgeﬂﬁzééBlEz% FHElE o RE  ARLE B 0 EFRE FE 0 mb i CALHE T sl
score

sentencel®: silB RS & o A & ABLE: B 0 FFEE BE © ML W YALRE T sk
scoreld: -13486,320312

sentencel®: =ilB A7 — E5 0 BE & fBL: BF 0 EE0E BE 0 mL 1 FAGRE T silE
scorel9: -13486,427734

sentence20: silB (B ERRME @ B8 # MAL: B 0 FEEH 1B 0 WL 3 FATRE T «ilt
soore2(s -13491,274414

santence?l: silB EF o FEM 0 BE £ AL B 0 ERRE 2B 0 mE W PARRE TFh il
score2l: -13491,757812

sentence?Z: silB 1BFT M @ HE 2 ARLE B 0 TGS RE 0 nb 3 YALEE T9h =ik
score??s -13492, 845703

sentence3: silk 0B BR © RE % MALE &F © EFEHE B 0 mb 3 EALHE TIh sile
score?d: -13493,289062

sentenced: =il ME EEM 0 BE S AELE EF 0 EREE TE 0 ML YALEE T SlE
score?d: -13495, 291992

sentence?D: silB 5 FERME © B 2 ARLE B 0 FEEE BE © WL W YALRE T sl
score2s -13495,857422

sentencel6: silk S EEM 0 BB S ARLE £ 0 EREHE LB 0 mL 3 FALGEE TIh =il
scoreZf: -13496, 153320

sentence??: silB A7 E5R 0 B B ABLE B 0 FERE 8 0 mE 3 CATRE T sile
score?? s -13497 508789

scorel -score280,120721, over0, 12

4.19: RS RO B

Figure 4.19: An example of displayed recognition results.
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4.5.2

3 ODEMIRR T L BIRE DTN TN FERICFIA L TS b o 7 O IEfRERIRE T
DL BN & SRR A (K] 4.20 (23T, SEEPFEEERIEIIIR R L2 08 b o &
bR o T, EfERNE TORYFERFRITRRTGE 3 Bbo & b 0o
7z.

Flo, BT IEEZFEBRICHA L TARFEHMTE LT,

(1) #IZ VEMO AR T D56

® [EfEZIRTVENRL, TITHRD DD D TIEMNE S DOHRINRES T
H5.

® FRIZEIT-FERNHTZERIZ, & o4 LEMPIIERENNVITERIELNT-DT
EAAYER S

® EMNFONDE TMEDSF CHEMLBHEYIRTOIRETHDS.

LWVWIHOEBERND-T-.
(2) ®IZ 30 Mt ~RT D56

o 1 BEMAEMTA THERLRICEMRESHS 2 E RS, b5 1 ERHL
2 THEL.

® BAITICIEMNEZEN TV OMRITE VD, L < OEMOT NS EMEETF
MDD 5.

® N LTEC, EMEETONEETHD.

LS BRB BT,
(3) WA =T & MO TRII A RET 556

o RS NDBEMBN DL, BHTICEMNEEN TV DBENEN-T2T2D
AR AN

® RATEN LAY D72 < o TIEM AR LT 0.

® % 1 EMNEMTARS THLENUBICEMRS D Z 0%, b9 1ERGEL
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4% N-best HH ik BT DIEMIEREORE

B TH RN, HIZ 1 BEMOZRT L5 EICHNTETHD.

® LA IEMTHLICLDLT, RN IEREINLZEndHY, @
A AT R HNTRRPRONRWEELH 5.

EWVWIERRH T

SODIRFEDH L, Bk A 27 &AW CTEMIE TR ZRET 2550 R b
KT oz L RBANE X, T, RSN DEMEN D RO DICIEMRE R L
ThottZ &b, RENEBEMTPICERPIEENTNDLZ ENENo-Z LIck,
FENRLT AR U Tlo L B, R0 ORRFIECHOW TS 1 EMR T 5
GBDOHPMENRCT Do lo EEZ I ANRRORNE otz T, A UREEZM# 0 KT
ZEXRY, L OBEHT N EMEETZLICOT OO LEZE LD ANE o T-T-
wEEbhs.

[Javerage time to select a correct answer

280 138
S ——the average number of utterance =
= o
S 2
© 60 . 5
o 125
L0 =
25 £
40 -
[©]
EC 1y
=] | ©
)
< >
g ©
= L
© 0 0S

method1 method2 method3

4.20: IEMRIEIN FE T OFEEYFTELRFHE] & 1538 5H A1 4
Figure 4.20: The average number of utterance and average time to select a correct

answer.
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4.6

ARWFFETIE, N-best MO A =27 ZFIH L TEMTE R B2 RET 5720, Wik

AT DN EATIR S T RER,
® FnfEflitFEh+DEHOAT D% (n=1, 2, 3, 4)
® 5 1{EM & n EMO AR 2T D
® FEnfEioxar (n=2, 3, 4, -, 30)
AR U CBEMIR AR AR ETE, EMERELEHEY TIF52 L2, #7752
RS RIBIZI DD Z 3 ootz 7, A a7 L CTREEEZHWT
PRI R A R E T U, EMNE ENHEE (EMIERE) O % FHET 1%
PIRNIZINZ 723 6, $RT DAEE FT 713% L EsE2 2 L 2R L.

Z 2T, PHlFERE LTI LMo R 5 58, THIC 30 it RT 5]
By, TR A 27 & AW TR S EIRET D) %6 D 3 DOBEMtE R T E% %
NENERICFIHLTH B, EOHRENRBENCT W AT o7, ZOfE
R, BED, BIA 27 2ROV TEMTR R B EZ R ET 256 03 i bW & EH
L7z, 2L, & 1 BN ERICHL b 5T, ZL EMEFRRLTLE IBHAS,
PR LT IS BN e WA b o272, R EERHMA T 29 LT
VENRDH DL EEbis.
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HUL FEOUGER ERET 5.

% 4 B TIE, N-best Al OFETRA 27 ZFH L THEME T ZRET 2 FIEICZOD
THlk_7=, BIE, SFRHEENARE <M ELEDR, BilfERE SRR T 55
A, ELWEERDNFICHEOND LITRO2VORBRTH L. 20w, M RE
BEEMTER L, FIHEDEM ORI S EMEFIRT 5 H R A ¥ 7 = — 2O
IThTnb. ZDO X 97 Nbest FROEFEFR#IZEDS FFRA V¥ 7 = — AT,
T DR ORENEE LB E 70D, BEMEZ 2 < KR TIXEMRN S £
DWMERITmM DD, 2—PPREMERT FMOIER 5. £ 2T, N-best Bt D784
A a7 Do EFIH U TEMEREZBIICRET 5 FIEERFT L. BB =a 70
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ENRCTWNWERA X T2 — ARG o L HITICKD Z EEFE LTS TV 5.
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RS PET HITHT0, BT EREIEE & EHIEEE B > 7o LA R K2 1E #
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BILT, #ERAKOEEEL T X o o i REEE SR LA T« TIERFER, il
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R E 2 AW R TR E R E T LR, FHF BRI L BRGS B L
EE

AR EED DIZH72 Y, S K7 T E R BRI ERICH ) L Tw
TRWIZEINETFR, —HK—RK, IMEE -RICREHHE L 3. £, AUE

L, xR CTEH LTINS o BERSmMEEOHE RITEHK L E7.

iz, ¥R, MREETH, ZL0FA G REmE LCTHEE Lz, T
BRIEHB L £

BB, R SUERRICH 72> TWANARIH NI L T NEFEICEHOE 2 £ L E
N

85



A

86



M, —AKR—ES, I0TFEE—, “GEEEMET CE SV B REAERE W
mEERE, T BN WEE TS CEE DI, Vol.J87-D-II, No.7,
pp.1402-1408, July 2004.

OB, =l ', IUF P, “N-best H A RaICIIT A A =7 A2 FH
LB R B ORGE,” B HHBE 2w GED-ID), HB#EE.

K. Cho and Y. Yamashita, “Speech Recognition Using Inter-Phoneme
Dependency,” Proc. of the Eighth Western Pacific Acoustic Conference
(WESPACS8), MB32, April 2003.

K. Cho and Y. Yamashita, “Speech Recognition Using Inter-phoneme
Dependency Based on a Speaker Space Model,” Proc. of the 18th
International Congress on Acoustics (ICA2004), 5, pp.3507-3510, April

2004.

K. Cho and Y. Yamashita, “Determination of the Number of Candidates

87



Using Recognition Scores for N-best Based Speech Interface,” Proc. of the
6th IASTED International Conference on Signal and Image Processing
(SIP2004), 444-196, Aug. 2004.

M, WTE—, “N-best & ARAEKICIHIT DEdikA =27 2 Lo Aiiie
BoOPE,” B HAREFR IR WS, SP2003-182, pp.43-48, Jan.
2004.

e, (LR, NN, “EREOMBE AW B, T B AEEES 2001
ERBIER RS CE, 3-P-15, pp.193-194, Mar. 2001.

HEE, 0 FPE—,  “SEEZEMOTT IOV SWE S AR, T A AT 2001
RS SEhTER SCEE, 3-1-5, pp.101-102, Oct. 2001.

M, W E—, “BREaT XA MEREZE LA EMET VIS SLE
ok, T AT 2002 , 3-5-3, pp.111-112,
Oct. 2002.

M, 11T, “N-best #¥ik A =7 ZFIM Lo HFFRRICH T 2 Bmlizidz

REOWRE,” AARTETS 2004 FERFMIFERE S HEBGCE, 3-8-11,
pp.143-144, Mar. 2004.

88



