2=9-5

End-to-end & ik D 72 8O D
WA XFV ALY h=a—=F )03y NI =7 1ZHD ARGEIE *
OXNM BR (TYY—=TAT14 =K V)

1 [FLC®IC

REEDERDE T IV AR MALEDLE TREMEET S N
470w RFEICRD - T, bk% 72 end-to-end (E2E)
MY AT ADREINTNWS([1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,
10, 11], E2E ¥ 27 AQRRIXGHRAET ) v 270 &
WTFI—REBEHERBEL RN THE, ZhiZ

BRI & U VRV ANEERIC ST 5,

NFHND D DVITHFBEREA O E2E Y AT LIE LD
e, SEETVEMFSMNNRTa—F 1 v
TERBEL LW, 2, LhLAaDRS, F—XDA
A& D, BE2E 3 E T — XITFHE LR VEE
Bhh (O0V) HEEIZH\, XFHAD E2E Y AT A
T OOV 2T B Z LIETEEH, SEOHKIHE

FEBA OB DIZEERTHE WD, /1 XX >TH#DY
P93, ARVEY D LS HREYDEFKT S,

HARSFENE (NLP) D485 Cld, M BRI R
(NMT) BEL flib T3 [12], 5 kO %
AN EfETZ XV EHFTE LT, NMT €5V % 3
XOE#HE UTEBTEEI W, TN TIiE, HEES
R 2AEBNZEZTUE DD, £ OEFHRHMHID
RO T, BTLHE IDOTEITHEY TR,
— . ARV DBIFIZREL T, BULK NLP ©
DT, MWAXFIHILY b=a—Fhxy T =2
(scRNN) f;s‘;c%%ém: [1310 =g i)\m%ﬁéﬁb z

IN—

scRNN | iﬁﬁnﬂ%&r ﬁ@@f:t\b%?ﬁ%&b bb‘?&
ATRVDS, E R DRERE I S 721z ik, 15
1 DEGENSIEAE S NV A - HIFRER D 16T %
WEDD B, scRNN ZHLik L T Z ORBEIIILT %
e, TIZTIRZEARGER S L B A EEAT D,

2HITIIEGRIR—=AT A VIZEALEZY AT LIZD
W 2, 3EICHAXFHI ALY b =a—F
W2V N —=ZIZOWTHNALEZDE, FEakikiz
BT 27D BERIRIZDOWT 4 HiTRET 5,
5 HiCIXERSE FE AR AT & KEEF G 7 vaak
RADIZ X D IREEOENME 2 MEET 5,

2 End-to-end SFE05H

TlE. BFOXFHEAD E2E Y AT LB N—

A4 v LUTHEHT B, E2E VAT A% connec-

<Semi-character RNN>

[bie type] | [whole type]
o] [ra] o M} AREA A
t t t t t t
[J-[ 3w (] | O3]
- byt t
bt e bie bie ‘ aw w w Boolean
o B X
/<Decoder> .....
[CTC] } [Attention]
By =N/ ,I \ ~¢ o
EAJEA[EA R r ’

(<Shared T o] )
encoder>
\Acoustic features F] ) ] ] [ e J

Fig. 1 Proposed end-to-end system with scRNN

based correction on top of ASR system.

tionist temporal classification (CTC) [1, 2] & =R

%QHTH]®2@%’ﬁ%@%5 B 1DF 28
3 EEINZva-X - Fa-XTHB, TIT

ffio7z B2E ¥ A7 Al CTC & ATT Dlj /5 &#&& U

TS [10],
IV IA—RFANEGEREE ©.r ZZITIWO. T’
ROWHRE hy.p ITEHS 2, HEIEORET, T/

BT LE T 2IE—HLzWw, CTCOHAIE, T E
D5 RIVRI 1.0 THB, CTCIE, XFEEL TR
BT OABEHTET 520, ZHISP TN Hh0
BORLUXFZHERT D, XFRY e lZhd 5 CTC
DRI

Pore(clx) = Z H Oh, (z yt’ (1)
yeV(c) t'=1
DEIIZ, TNy THNLTH S LIEI NS, Z

T, Uid, XFERH e 2EBTHT RO )V
Ry =y1, ey yr PEETH D, 0op,, (2 &
TV aA—=RDOHN hy(x) TEREMT SN, T
yo T BY T vy AR NTH B, BHRIIZ,
CTCIXEHFF LV BE UL FEEHIRLZDE, X
T &L IT 5,

ATT DHEIE, L BEOXFR ¢1,...;cr TH D,
X DR S (bos) & X D#&YELS (eos) Z &L, ATT
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DOHFIHERIL, cg = bos DSIRD T,

H P Clllh
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DL ICHRERETERINSE, 22T, ik, TV
j_&l':Eljj hl,...,hT/ %ﬁ@f:%@f%éo
INSDOHINFIFEATHHINTWAEDT, L

Parr(clz) = ) co.r—1y)s  (2)

QMRS w), .., w) WEBRTES, TOVAT L
Tk, WIRKZR S B > TWARNDT, 1)

FEFLT LD EFMZEL B, EE E2E ¥
AT LDOMEREIZ, X < HEEFAD 3 (word error rate;
WER) Tld7Z <. XFFAD & (character error rate;
CER) OBl TRHli T N 5,

CTC & ATT W& DR R 2EDPTZH, THHdD

MEDVREINT VS [10], BHRCFRY] 12T
L IVFRATEL

L=—-XnPorc(c* (1—=X)InParr(ct|x) (3)

ZER/MET 5, CTCE®ETFNVDOFEEEZHEIZR A7 2L
TS Z T, CTCIZLBEFIBNVFRATFH
DOINRZHEDDZ LMW TES,

z) -

3 WHAXFVALYIMZa2—F )Ry b
7 —7 (scRNN)

NLP D38 Tk, ASVERY ZEIET 5720
sSCRNN VBTV v VTV D ITHERE Y TTRES
N7z [13], v v 7IVEED X HEOHRDEKDD D
XENR—E T, HEDOXTDOANEBRIRD 2 L
TWA LS5O THB, HlZIX, lcharacters] ¥
[chraatcres| DX SR THS, TNEETIVL
TEH7D, XEERIFLD, bbb, o 3z T
TENENHZIZH S,

1 @ EBIZ scRNN &2 7339, 233 A adalk o
IRERDBEES] w),, H ORI N BEET O X%
ZATEID, BIESNZRERN wy,...,wy, ZHIT
L, AIRZ FIVDORTIETIVT 7Ry h el 52 &
OXFHD3GETHD, AibLeld,. 7VHEy b
R MV THY, ¢ 13RI MV TH B, BlAI,
ASIHEED Tspeech] DHH. TNENDRT ML
b={s=1}.i={c=1le=2,p=1}.e={h =1}
D& 12745, scRNN ADAHIFZI NS DFEARY
MV [byi;e] TH D,

SHREAN 2 12T ) VT UEIGEICINA T, HEE
HRoxFHREETY VI L Em%tbﬁi’é‘éo il Z
. EROAITIE, AR MR w={c=1e=
2,h=1p=1,s=1} D&LSIZT 5,

R

i SCEE
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ignore | blank blank+word blank-+word
(gn) + Ol)  €OF )
Substitution
Hyp AB A B! A B A B A B
{ Vo vy vy Vo
Ref AC A C A C A C A C
Insertion
Hyp ABC /A C A B C. A B C A BC
LZNE 20 2R 20N 2R TR 2N 2R 2N 2 2NN |
Ref A@C ' A C 'A <blk>C | A <blk>C | A <blk>C

Deletion 1
Hyp A@C '+ A

Ref ABD ' A D A D A B+D ' A B+D

Deletion 2

Hyp A@C ' A C A C A C A C
vy vy vV vy

Ref ABC | A C A C A B+C A C

Fig. 2 Four types of blank word symbols (blk)
and word concatenation in training stage, where hy-
potheses (Hyp) and references (Ref) are aligned and
@ is null symbol. Input and output to scRNN are
Hyp and Ref, respectively.

4 BEDRBORRBED-HDIEELEES
75& %En%ﬂ = o)zt—_‘rl

2 Tld, B - AL 2FHOBED 4 FEOFAD
ZRUTW5, [ 2 (substitution) DEHGE D (IZBIL
Tl. scRNN DSEHERIZMH R 5, A% A RN
MTHO, BHFEMRTH B, FALBIETR IZBEL
Tlx. scRNN Tix 1 X 1 OBEEN LA BE T2,
IRE & EfR D D BGER D AR Z RIS 2 BEDDH
%, bl A LRI FE A L HIBRER D & 4T 5
(ign) T & 72H, HEOXRZEZHMLTLE S,

Z 2T, CTCIZHBIF BAEAGHIT2 2 [ G S
(blk) ZEAT D, FA-HIBRGED IZBEWT 1 1 TH

FEN IR I EB72DIZZDFEEME S, .2(1nsert1on)
@ﬁx LD THIBRER D &K 0 RNV, IERIZ

ZEHHEERL S 2. B s O A HiEE &
B@@H 35, 75> (blk) ik, FEAGED DA
HMIGLTH D, HIFRERD AL TWD

HIBREE 0 120 LT, Einmavﬁicb)zm\
T A MRHIZARGE AR ICHIBRER D AR Z o TWwWBs Z b %
METHZLITH LU WD THS, FETFANEE
PR OM D 1 K 1 OHGEXE IS 720, &
BOHFEEZIEAL, TN 6% 1 HEEE LT D HiE
MG xRS, 22Tl 2FEOHEERS btcll &
[b+c2) %% 5, M2 (deletion 1) Tl HIFRD
B O REEPMEE & EfETIE—3L TRy, K
ho «C” %, o “B D ICBEMNIT S5,
ZAiE Totcl) Th+c2) OMFIZIBEBLTWS, X

i
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¢’%%®%%%Dﬁ%é%A EAHEOREINE
7Y, FESHIENFIFa—NZAFIZENR N &0
ﬁ%#ﬁ??éo$ﬁf 3. HEAHEREORKEE
2 & U7z, X2 (deletion 2) Tl HIROEZD HGE
N—FHLTWB, “B” IIBiHEL TWEHREMEDNDH D
FERUDZWV, BRI, ‘B 2EHET AN LD
FWVEIRBIZ R 2 A REMED B B, T [btc2) T
Hb, ZOFEFICTFHEAO B2E LiEE U 72 BGEH
PO E2E[14] IZH @R L 5 5, DR TIH. AF
HBIZE D GHERAHEH 2 BETAZNTELDT,
BB R E2HEOLE VD TN TE S (15,

5 End-to-end EFE 25 E5R

5.1 RBR&EH

20D A —NATREEDHNMEEBEE L7z, 1D
DO IA—/3AIE, H4[H CHIME F ¥ L > ¥ (CHIME
4) D 1ch M T v 7 TH5 [16], E2E ¥ AT LI
MHdT—RIIHEEZITRPTVOT, BE FEH
RBCBVTREERZLVHRNTHEIEEZ SN
%, 22HO3—s3A1%, TED-LIUM 2—XATdH
D, ZNIFKEERER G FHRME AT TH S [17),
espnet! Z I LT, &/ Rakiia % 1572 [10, 11],
{3 — X2 LT, MEOAZ Y TR EFAL K,
D E2E VAT LMFWe 5 SEEE TR REE S R
ALUTWRW?, fiEICHEI < ATT 2FHL, 2=y
N#E 320, A2 05 & L7z, TaA—T 1 VRO E—
LY AXE20 &L, HEINAETI—-X—TIE,
E2 B REEE (LSTM) & L, FEOH L%
27V —LIZ1BAD L (T7bb T =T/4),
scRNN DFE#EIE, Py MIBN /- HEEE T
U778, BEF - #lit v Mizid., OOV 23dH 5 &4
Th 5, ﬁ%@OOV%%OmM%&ﬁNNKEML
7zo ScCRNN ZZEE T —RIZ& D, SNy FH A X
256 T, 650 1=y hDOLSTM E€F)L%& Fay 777
FR0.01 TEE L, THRY 7815 &L, Adam
(18] Zflio T, F#ELEZME L/, TITIE [13]D
FEHOIWZEOVAHINTWEAZ Y T3 E2EBIELT
AWz, AJILFERA TOWITIE 50 TH O, TILVT 7
Ry k(az) LB (N 7y, avw, Uk RE)
MO EIND, 3 DDHERLD XA TDOTFH (bie)
ZAJ1E T % scRNN & HEERIKDE (w) & AJIITS

5 scRNN Z U7z, M2 D& S5i12, EHEEERL S
CHERES AR ATED HETE AL, “unk” & Z2HH

FERLEIIHIFR L THSFMM L 72,

Thttps://github.com/espnet /espnet 7*& F Al HE
2EM R L [10] 2B Iz,
Shttps://github.com/keisks/robsut-wrod-reocginiton »* &
FHArgE
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Table 1 WER[%] on CHiME 4 challenge. Inputs
were whole count (w) or separate count (bie). Input
vector type was Boolean (b) or counts (c). scRNN
has three types of inputs and outputs in Fig. 2.
CER of baseline on development set was 33.5%
(dev,real), 33.7% (dev,simu), 44.1% (eva,real), and
41.7% (eva,simu).

dev set eva set

Env. real simu | real simu
baseline 64.7 64.0 | 78.1 75.2
ign(w) 63.3 625 | 772 741
ign(bie) 62.8 623 | 76.7 73.6
blk(w) 62.6 61.8 | 76.2 73.0
blk(bie) | 62.0 61.3 | 75.3 72.4
b+cl(bie) | 624 61.8 | 76.2  73.2
b+c2(bie) | 62.2 61.6 | 76.0 72.9
NMT(acc) | 96.5 96.3 | 99.3 99.4
NMT(bleu) | 97.2 97.2 | 100.0 100.0

WA T, seq2seqt % ffi- 72 NMT[19] & 2%
&é%ﬁbtozw%?wi%t#%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
2R EEE,. EMXE2HNSHEL TR0 LS
FHET 5, NMT [ FEMRILE (acc) & bleu [20] F:HE
(bleu) D 2 DDFLAEIZ L D FEH U7z,

5.2 CHIME 4 F+ L~ ¥ (1ch track)

# 113, CHIME 41209 %, HGEAR D *K (E)[%] T
Hb, ZOEE. NMT HEH HEEIMR N, [EffsRE
HEDIZT) D bleu EL W HHEFRIFTH -7, NMT
WIORERZEREFL TV ARVWE S b D 25 E
ZAIDHLTU X S, scRNN (K??70D 2-5 B¢ H) 1
RNR—ZAT74VEDBRVERERLTVWS, ZEHH
FERLE 2 A L7z scRNN(blk) i%, HIBR - fiAGRD %
JERL U 72 scRNN(ign) % LRI B VEREZ R U 72, BLEERS
% (btcl) Aid RWHGEIEME 2157205, 2RI
% blk iR D WER %872, &M H S btc2 I
blk 12455 7z, FHXTER D AKIR I, ﬁk%@nﬂbf
15.7%. EHER 0 LT 9.3%., HEEM D Kk L
T 44%TH - 7=,

il v M U T EEAIERRTH S, NMT A3
BB L, scRNN [FR)RAT, 221 HERRL S OB AL
BRITdH 5, blk IFMETHERD K% 3.7-3.9%K
=7,

4https://github.com/google/seq2seq %* & Fl I A B
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Table 2 WER [%] on TED-LIUM development
(dev) and test set. CER of baseline was 12.8% (dev)
and 12.4% (test).

Set dev | test
baseline 25.8 | 24.5
ign(bie) 25.7 | 24.3

blk(w) 26.4 | 25.2
blk(bie) | 25.4 | 24.2
b+cl(bie) | 25.5 | 244
b+c2(bie) | 25.6 | 24.4
NMT(acc) | 77.0 | 704
NMT(bleu) | 77.9 | 71.4

5.3 TED-LIUM

% 2 1%, TED-LIUM 2 — /% ZZ5x) 9 2 [AlFE D 2
ZRUTWS, NMT OMREIZR—Z T A TR T
ETHHEN,

FNLAOMIZ. CHIME 23— S A THEHIE i
LD EFEMTH S, scRNN X WER ZAHHET 1.2
1.5%t##% U 7z, TED-LIUM & CHIME 2 —/ S A2k
NTHEHDN% <. scRNN ® OOV HEEH ML\ /-
b, sScRNNIZE>TEDHELWXR AT THDBH, K
AL LT scRNN I & B RABUEIEIXRI R TH 5,

6 &b

E2E AR AT LGS DR EEZIT T,
L Db, XFEHEALO E2E IZHHR K7 S B & -
TWRWES, ARVBROD LS REY 2T 25
ZeDHB, INSDIRD ZEILET B0, ZAwm
D DIEIEE HBJE U7z scRNN % Eﬁ&ﬂuﬁi@ﬁﬁi
Fﬁ b 7zo scRNN IEMER D IZD A S % él’C“CL\é

%%&ﬁ%il%f%é HilkR - FiAGR D
&9&@ 28 HEERL T & HEERS A %Abto2ﬁ
DEFBIRR A7 DERIZED, WAL T,
T2 DR ZE A7z scRNN [ER— 25 1~ DOM:RE
WELZ, 20D, BETEFRBMEX A2V
T, 25D scRNN 13 WER % HH3HE T 4% E L 7=,

ZE Xk
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