3—4-1

RIS EONRKY > 7)) VI LB DNN OAfEEWFE L T3 — RiE*
OKRJIF BLR (ZEBER - TR, IEHEE (MERL)

1 FL®IC

GBI (Deep Neural Network; DNN) (2 &
D, HHERBROMREIFARE M ELZ, LB EEE RO
HR R A A& D, DNN OBMMEE R L2 (1]
—HT. HYURRESA (Gaussian mixture model;
GMM) D72 IR I N7=Fik% DNN AT
MELBATH S, AHRTIE, GMMIZHIEEE T
DO B CIXEMED R S TV B RS METFIE
% DNN (Z#ENT 5 Z L 2OIF, (INTERSPEECH
2015 TR ZIUZEHET 2 ARV YLy ¥ a vHE
»irz, )

BRE5ftTlk, DNN 2{fio72V AF L TH->TH,
EAERAIC K 0, HAREMERRIIRE S WET S (2,
3o ULnULZA s, EFICESIEICRRNT 2EAN
bz Z & TEHFARMBMERENIREETT S, i
FHERE T A—- FROBERMTIZIARYFIH S
BAEHULLIRTa— ROAIZEHmHEAE L5 4A,
HFHETNVDIARYFLEHDERMI L > TEHHAR
WMEREDME N9 5720, ZOMBEIXEHE IC RS,

ZORMEIZHIT 5728, FHEMHAIZLE5EAE
FTEHMEFREEICE D SR E 2 T 5 HEP W
COMPREINTWVWS, GMM IZBWTIE, FdE
DRMEEMEN T D AN TREINE2H, GMM D
KT 3 5 ORHEE O A OB CHIRHE
FEIZED EFIH I NS, ISR L D 704k
KD IRFTNICEIE SIS, Zhuc kb, EERFAIC
FDELINBZEAIRLUTCEEET NV E L DH
BIZTHZeNTES, ZOHERRHEEETa—
T4 VI FELRIENT WS, fERE LT, ANEH
BIZWT B EEETNDHN Y ADMHDILSEATHIZ,
RHEEMN (b BEEME) OREIZR U TN
%, %< ORFEEMEZ S FESREI N, GMM 12
W BZNSDEMUENRFEILEINT NS [4, 5], Hilx
KL SRk [4, 5] TIRBRE & & RIS A ORHEIE D 2
BN PV EMSTWS, UL, DNN IZIZIERE
DIEMACEBNE T WS 720, RiEENEDIERE
BIRNANIZIR S Z & ISR #ETH B,

AHTIEDNN D7D, AEEEFEHKRTT I —
T4 VI FEERET S, DNN OZA3 75 L DNN
D D 7= IR IR HRHE R 2 47 S STk [6] &
WEEAR D REIRIEE VTV EIEIC & O R
HEOKANRHEEZY > T VT 5, 772U, DNNO

FEIIIZ KRR PRBER 720, R Y > 7
YT DRI, REIETIE, FARFARNZO N
NI MVIZRHET 5, MERIIZATFREE S > 7Y
VITBHI LT, MEATHEOREEDONRY MLD4Y
HaRIZRTENTEE, MAT, FaI—F~«
VIORHZEY VT TRV, &Y TR
LRI EHET 5 LT o ZRakMne
i LXE5,

2 DNNAHBEUFE/TA—T14V7

R M F OB 5 2 MM, R (1) 1I0RT4
Prf = BRI I DV TV B,

Emeﬂmmﬂé/fwm%MAﬂMEﬂmm,

(1)
ZIT, xyr ={mt = 1,....,THIX. T 7V —A
PO 5SS HORBEDRRIIRNT MLTHD,
Y7 FRAEFEORRIIRZ MV TH S, f() 1L,
IR TFa—7 1 v 2 (2.1 HiB) 2¥8
(22fiZ2I) 24, plyrrleur) 3. AHEENZ &
AT T ORI E R ORI ORI KRB TH 5 (2.3
i),

2.1 DNN R EEMTI—T41 7

FIREN~IL a7 EF )V (Hidden Markov model;
HMM) & DNN Zifft& U7zna 7Y v Mi#iEo DNN
DO DRMEENT I —T 4« VIR E Y TS, T
OPATIE. X (1) O fO) IFUTOEEDT 31—
T4 v HETRING,

W=E al“gml/naxp(ylzTW'lW)P(W) $1:T] ,

=E [Wyl:T |w11T] )

WAITHGERS, Hw 1Z W BEZ 5N7ZRHZEI D S
% HMM OIRFERFN, W, S ATIRHEE y1 .- D35 R
LN EDT I RINHERFITH D, WD
2D GMM IZHD RO AMEEMEFIERIZ. X (2) 12
X3 BRNTRE 52 %0 p(yrr|Tir) ST EH T A
DD S RHEEMEE VT, Elp(yrr|Hw) |27
WZDOWT O EEZEAHET 2 2 L ITHERET
Nz, UL LRAS, DNNIIZEDLK FEE T
B U TIRIERRIE DIEVEALBIE A B 572012, TD &
D IRfRNTR %155 Z L IZHEET . A S DOEMA L
LB (6],

*Uncertainty training and decoding methods for DNN based on efficient sampling of enhanced features,
by TACHIOKA, Yuuki (Mitsubishi Electric Corporation); WATANABE, Shinji (MERL).
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interpolated feature enﬁanced feature

y+a(x—y) y

noisy feature

The second dimension

The first dimension of the feature

Fig. 1 Noisy feature x and enhanced feature ¢, and
the sampling of feature y based on an interpolation
between them.

REETIE, BEREMAS E WS K0iE EvTH
rayy ) v cESE K (2) h 5 IEER I
EffEz 95, 7ZZUBa#IEZ WD X0, kdl
VARV THEBOM N 2 s s, Znsotihik
B AEEY Y ST L THlx iz a— 74/7
TH5IeTHOND, ZOHEDORKRIZTRTOY
YINIZOWTEBERBDT =T 14 > 7 DEFHRN
MBHEERBEZETHD, ZNET7TA AV A7V
TTEHAFHEBERS T N TEZIZLTHIE
ttb5é MZT, I S5 ANKEEZE R % 5%

BT DL yr 2V TIN5 I3

Iz I;E’C Hb, RINDATREE pyr.r|e.r) D
Mz EEEET2DOTRRT, t 7V—LDY T
VN AR E y, OBRMEEZ, o, & g, DED
Y Z T EiIAE - Sl

—q) fort=1,...,T, (3)

DEITREMRET 5, o TR T
HD, ZOIEAME D RMFI R IR Z X 1
RS, RFFEIE, BRE G A ORBE & AR
EN-EFEORHMEDERD B 5 N5 LS HIT
FNZ K B2 BMEOEL DA p(yrr|ler) =~
Ty N el [o(e — g0) (e — 1) 7)) [4, 5] 12365
SAREEMT a—F 1 v I EBTWS, IRIZKIE
IR o ZHEREBTH D ARTILIZE-T,
1IRTTD o % FLERR A 22 W D3 > Tz & b ghsk
Bz > TNTBHZEeNTE S,

roT, BEONHOEYF VAT Y TLEH
W ARREENET 3 —F 1 Y 7 D HEER (2) ST
DEHTERINS,

W=R[{Wy, }|.
—qg) fort=1,...

Yy = Y + (@

W

7T7 an ~ p(a)7
(4)
R[] BEBL AL TOMEI X 0 EBEh, Hilx

¥, Recognizer Output Voting Error Reduction
(ROVER) [7] DA %, a™ ~ p(a) DEKIZ, n F

Y, =i +a" (2
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HD a 203 pla) oYy ThInsd w52 T
H5, {i237T, pla) lZ2NT X0 EEMIZHERT 5.,
2.2 DNN THREMZE

f21f®£LaH% LT, Gz on-HEERS]
WEDILSAEEEZE X, X () esirs f() %
Hmillﬁf%%#‘“zé LIz n,

O=FE arg min Fe(y1.17, W)
S

mT} G

DEIZHOLLTIENTED, ETNNRNTA=R%
O LTBLE, Fo lZDNN OFHiiREETH . HlX
7B ALY B — (cross entropy; CE) FEHEX
RYNDFEAAEAENE Z 5N B,
ATRHERIE, 2.1 BICREOAEEET 3 —T «
VA UHET, SENTERED 2 p(a) 125D
EY TV ITE, RN(5) DT A—=RIZDONTD
W ED R D 1, FREREEIC DWW T

0= arg@minE [Fo(yr.r, W)|x1.7],

N
~ arg@min Z Folyir, W),

n=1
where a” ~ pla).

(6)
DEIZ, 'EVTFAVOYUTY VT EEAT S, CE
PRI LT, BT ALY YT VT O
RAEIE

N
>N SRyl W) =
n=1

DEHIIREIND, s, 7 V=24 tIZHB1F5 HMM
REETH D, W DEZ 5 N7ZHED Viterbi 7 7 1 A
y%tib%6m5oiof\$mﬁy7wémt”
BTr—2% ASREEE LTS Z & T, MBS
DWTOMEMEIZ LD, %ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁi Eeins, Z
DFEE DNN #1281 2 25105058 (61 [8])
WZHHEMHTEETH 2,

2.3 WRERFERROHEKERE

BRI LT, RO a2 Y Y INT B0
A (8) D 1 XTD K RS GMM W5

yi =Y +a"(xs — )V,

T N

-3 togpelsilyl), (7)

t=1n=1

K
= wiN (el o), (8)

k=1
Z 2Ty, (ARBRIIZIX R [0, 1] DRID WL Dh
DIEIZPRE LTz, Tz kb, ANREE v, 135F
R x, & AR S N RHEE g, oty Y T
NENBZ LD, HRo LIRAEA w(=1/K)
BEEE L. WS OPDERIZBEWTIXESIZ a €
()}, BEE L ($hDB o —0),
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3 EBROETE
3.1 O—/XR

ZITEH 2D FE L RE NS HRMa A
7 AWT, REFEOAMNMEEZRT, HIDIZHWS
Dk, 2\ CHIME F ¥ L >y bh7v272[9T
Hd, INFTREDERDRXAITHY, HFHF
Gtk Wall Street Journal (WSJ) DT —ZX—A XD
Eontwnwsd, ZNIFEEFERGN, F5HEFHT
(signal-to-noise ratio; SNR) T —6 %5 9 dB 127425 &
IR SN T VWS, £F v ¥ xIVIEAMHETHIN T4
f# (multi-channel non-negative matrix factorization;
MNMF) 7)V31) X4 [10] 12 & b, HFHAHHAL 7=,
22D —NA1E, REVERBF v L VY [11] D
VI3alb—=vaviF—RThb, TIIIFHEERET
B BXAZT, FEEIXALL WSIDF =X RX—
ZEOESNTWD, HRT—XIZ, 7V — VM
W6 FEDENA VIV ANE & BAHAL Z & THERX
NTW3B, 6201 VIV AREDOWRIL, 3 DD
RN 0.25, 0.5, 0.5 M ERLDZHEIZENT, ¥
A 2 & EIROFERED 0.5 m (near) H L <1 2 m (far)
D 2FENERX NT WD, Z 4T LLBR A E 5 7 BR HY
SNR20 dB TEHEINTW3, 8 DDA 7 W3R
0.1 m DM EIZHESINTWS, BERGHfEEICED
EF ¥ U RNE—LTA—IVIBITHEF ¥ 2
WVOREREVPEH I N TN,
3.2 EFERHDERE
HREBRBOBEIZ2ODR A7 @ TH B, Sk
EFNEAEE ST, W ODRDFa—= v IHBE
RN T A — X 3FAFEE v b OHEEFRD # (word error
rate; WER) [ZE:DWThdfb U7z, 3E4eY 1 X3 bk
THOH, FIATITLDEEET N EM ST, HHR
W AT A%, Kaldi V=¥ v b [12] 2V THRESR
U7zo $REDOAREEMFE 2475 BRIz, @7 2
Sz, FHREMBL TWDE, NEET— X3t
DEBF—REMPTVWEDOT, BEELPT VWD
THb, 40 RTD T 1 VRNV 7R v Z OB
Fem (A & AA) 2R e U CHWZ, DNN %
HET)N% CERMEIC LD FEH LB, RITON
4 AV A2 H/Mb (sequential minimum Bayes risk;
sMBR) i#al 8 217> 7= (8],

3.3 6 D2DYARATLERE
UFRIZRT 6 2OV AT AZHAELX,
L. noisy: ¢ TH¥HE L. 273 — N7 5,

2. enhan (7R ; enhanced): y THFHL, ¢ %
73— N335,
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3. diff (75 difference): [g7, [z — 9] "] Ta5a—
K35,

4. uncert(t) (AEEMFHE; uncertainty training):
gETI—RTB, ZEZLUETNVIEY+alz— 9]
ERUL pg €{0,0.1,0.2} THHET 2,

5. uncert(d) (FHEEMET 3 —F « > 7'; uncertainty
decoding): ¥ + afx — y] = ux € {0,0.1,0.2} T
TA—=RT5, ZEZUETNVIZg TEFET S, #
BOR#H % ROVER IZ & DA T %,

6. uncert(t,d) (FEEMEFE/TI—T 1 > 7 D
A): g+afz—g] % u € {0,0.1,0.2} TT I —
R95, ETIVHEUHEERTHET S, HH
DiFH % ROVER IZ & D 59 5.

4 FEREER

4.1 HE2E CHIMEF+vLYY +rZvU2

F 12k, 2 CHIME Fv L > VBFEE Y b
T® WER %273, MNMF (2 &% S A5 &0,
DNN D #FHE iRy AT L OMEREDERF [ LU 7z,
7 FEHE 2 A RIS U25E (BO “diff?,
ZHUISTHR [4, 5] #BEL 72 D) 1ZiE, CE ETIVITH
U T WER #* 0.23%{K3&. sMBR(G#AFHE) €TV
U T 0.31%DIEIK L 725 7z, T DEERTILEED
aZHWTW5, §742bb, ae€{0,01,02} TH5
(X)) Do —0), REOAREENT I—T 1 v (£
i “uncert(d)”) (IZ2& D, WER I& CE €7V, sMBR
EFNENFUK LT 0.37%. 0.38%ERL 7=, Z
DEE. ETIVHFEVPALEL BN, TaA—T 4
YD OFIRRHIZENT 2, REO AL HEENE
FH (R “uncert(t)”) 2L b, WER X CE €T L,
sMBR E T )VZNZAUIx LT 0.75%. 0.55%{Kik L
Tzo ZOBE. FEIrLRMEIEHENT 2500,
FaA—=F 4 YT BREEIE “enhan” ¥ “diff” &
ZIFA L TH S, DNN EEETIMIENTIE, AhiE
EMETA—T 1 VIRHIZERT 2 L0 2 HIFIC
ZRTB2ADNENPR N, FHEENEZFERT 32—
T A Y RO FIZEAT S & (K “uncert(t,d)”).
WER I38E#1Zm EL, CE €5V, sMBR €T %
NZUZH LT 0.92%., 1.12%&ik L 7=,

£ 1ITE, WIAIZH LTI v X L3HML%E B A
THIEDREERLTWS (Fh +p) (R (8) D
o =0.015), RHEEMT I—7 « > (“uncert(d)”)
TIRIZIDOFEZTARTO o Iz U THRER R X7
DI TRIRIP o T3, AHEEVEFHE (“uncert(t)”) &
W5 DA G DY (“uncert(t,d)”) IZxF U TIXHERED
M U7z, o=0.015 D&, CE HFEETVIZHL
T, ¥ETIEWER X 0.31% A £ #8/73—7+
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Table 1 Average WER [%] on the second CHIME
challenge (Track 2).

dt et
CE sMBR| CE sMBR
noisy 31.58 28.90 | 26.56 24.59
enhan 27.89 2492 | 23.09 20.29
diff 27.66 24.61 | 22.97 20.70
uncert(t) | 27.14 24.37 | 22.40 20.51
+p 26.83 2495 | 22.21 20.38
uncert(d) | 27.52 24.54 | 22.69 19.99
+p 27.56  24.53 | 22.69 20.00
uncert(t,d) | 26.97 23.80 | 22.11 20.10
+p 26.26 24.24 | 21.96 19.86

YT DOHATIZO0.71% D EAR R Sz, L LAad
5. ZOFETIE sMBR E FIL D575 Rk MERE % 1)
kExEBzrizTCERL o,

F£1.12i%, #F#lizy hTOWER HRLTWS, Z
DG, FHEEEMEOEANIZEY, Ta—T1 T D
X0 EFHOBOMWRES M E L, WiEOMAL DT
“uncert(t,d)” DHAEICRE RWIEREZZER L7z, Z
DIEFAIEFAFEL Y P TOHEE LK TH o7z, TDY;
A FEEHFEBLOEE/Ta—T 1 V7 OHH
W UT, JVRXLRANLEEAT S Z 2T, MHEEX
SMBR ETFNVDE ETEX XM ELE, ZHUT&D,
MELIZ & > THEEF IO RMT — R IZ0 9 5 g
MEHEIEEZENTEDZ 2R, RIEIZ,
REIEIX “enhan” S WER %, CE €7V O%E&
1.13%. sMBR €7 )V D 0.43%EIHE X 1, [FHEkIZ
LT “diff” % 0.12%. —0.41% EE 57z, 245 Dk
RO REEOREMMEE R TE 72,

4.2 REVERBFvLVY

F 221X REVERB ¥ ¥ L > YB3 % WER %
AT, ZZTREED a 2HWZ, TTHFEEY b
TOWERZR%%, CHIME Fv¥ L > YDA LD
ER—AT14 VOMENREVE DD, REEXIIPIX
DEMTHY, EIEMLTWS, Thabb, REHEZ
TaA—T 4 VIR L D BFEBIANTHD, TS5
EHAGLELZ LTI SICHELH EL -,

XSIZFHlEi Yy MBS WER 2R5 &, 1%
HIzk b, “enhan” 75 WER %, CE ETLVOE5E
0.52%. sMBR €7V DHE 0.15%ERH S &, “diff”
EEZNEN0.13%. —0.01% ElFl>7z, 2k b, 18X
HEIX2 DD R AT IZEWTEF ik /E 2 o8 L 7=,

5 FEHEFRE

A TlE. DNN HFEE TV D72 DARFEEMFH /
TaA—T 4 VI FEERE U, $R%EEIZ DNN 0%
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Table 2 Average WER [%] on the REVERB chal-

lenge simulation data.

dt et

CE sMBR| CE sMBR
noisy 8.56 6.95 | 8.84 7.34
enhan 7.66 6.04 | 779 6.57
diff 719 596 | 7.66 6.58
uncert(t) | 7.21 5.86 | 7.32 6.56
uncert(d) | 7.64 6.04 | 7.79  6.51
uncert(t,d) | 7.15 5.82 | 7.27 6.42

Brrya—g1 V7 DOFEPHEEZR2ELZLI L
RS ZeNTED, RHEEHEZFPERFE T 3—
TAVIRENFNIZEALZEE2EKRT S
T, PHRFICAHEEEZ2EAT S Z 2P REER
THDIeWyhotz, MAT, NIFRZELBUIZED
E#%2 5222 THREZISICHET S I EHNT
&7, 2 DODEEERERE FTOEHRMAAZIZLD
REEOEEERMR U2, SHOBEIZ, BEOME
PG U CROE R N 2 HEIRICIRET 2 70 T
VALDRFETH 5,
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