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HAHNZ S OREIGHIERETED T HEE 2R 1T 5 FHi

YRR, o T 4 %7 U7 =,

1 [FC®IZ

LEH|OFEEHEE L, FHFLHES] (Graphemes) 7>
55 %% (Phonemes) ~& M3 252 b g2p
(grapheme-to-phoneme) Z#i L IFIN D (LIR, ¥
HeE A @2p Ml £L) . Z O RAFEDO RS &
HEET 5 Z LlTflibi, KBS ARk AT L7
FAMEFARY AT DB CEHERES %2 R
T REZDX A7 THOLN TS FiEE LTHEA
RFIET/V([1,2] & Margin Infused Relaxed Algorithm
(MIRA) [3] IZEAS G FE FENRRIT OND.
HRINET X, FRY L ERFIOWN %&b
T—2OOHALE LA N-gram Z A5 EKET /L
Tdo%. MIRA (X, BUERZRLE L TWHT =X DIE
ff 7 I ADAATREY DI T ADAAT L0 b+
NRZETELSBRDEIIHBEOELZFET LS
DA T A B FE FIETHSH. MIRA I
@2p BHAD X 9 72 7 T A DAERED MRS 2\ E ST
HREICbIERS N TR Y, BT TIE g2p £5#H
DEATIZBNTHREGRINET VLY BV HGER
DREEBLTVWD[4,5]. LLZgR5, MIRA I,
b LBTERRE LTWDET — X BAE E 72 1T E
TNUPESTWDET—% Lk, 20X o787 —
B ) ART—42LEL) ThHhoTh, TNEIEMIC
DHETEDL DI EOEAZRE<E;NLTL
FO0, WEEEGIEEITEAI D D.

ZOE DS EH OMEE BRIz, TAE
STEIZEWT, EANZ ML OE R IEME T
(AROW : Adaptive Regularization of Weight Vectors)
[6] LWD AT A RHMFEBRES LTS, U
%, ZihEz AROW &#HL. BUEXR L LTWEHT —
ZaELETELREEDOEAZ KD H MIRA
LITH72Y, AROW [FBUEDT —# & EL < HET
XD ELERIELWRDYIL, FEET—ZEIELL
DHFHTE DML RFEEOEA LD LT D@ d.
Fo, MOT—HIZBWTELS HET 25 MEDE
L, HEVHBELLWRBEOEA LY bEIhS
RN ZAUC R Y AROW X/ A RT =X %5501 %
DI EDEAHZRESEMNT I L E2E, @
FEICH L RS 2. BEROZESEL A7
2BV, AROW IE, MIRA @ _fEEFIEE R
J°Z & TE D Passive-Aggressive (PA) 7 /L= U X L
[71 22 DMRER R LTI, 2018, Fxld fEy
HFIETH D AROW ZHEEFEITILEL, 2R

7T h=a—ty 7, FREE, TR EERERK)

EFEMETHD Q2p BH AT ~EPDTHEA L
72 [8]. AHMETIIEA 2T %y N2V g2p
B A A 725D AROW (2565 < W53 o0 3T 5=
BRiZO>WTHET 5.

2 BB ofERIcE O g2p it

FPTIRANHRIE BRI IES < g2p BHUZDNT
EHRT D, HOEERFE x 0 HIELWEHRSy 275
572012, LTICER SN DB E WS,

§ = arg maxw - O(x,y) @)

y
I TCw INBEHEOREEOESLNY ML EERL
THEY, O,y) L, x &y BT 2754 N-gram O
BEFE [5] &\ o TR HAERR S D R b
NEBRL TS, (1) 28V, g idBhrEtmE
EEROCD Z LRI/ DL I ENTED,

3 AROW [ZE DL AU A4 UiEESEE

I TIIRIESEBRICBWTHWS NS EARY
My w %2525 7280 AROW (ZHSL 40 T A i
FENZOWTHAT S, AROW (X 2 DO 5
A VERBIE & L TRE SN, AROW (XEAY
NV ZIRICHT T > T 5040 N(p, ) \2HE D EARET
52 LT, BEACET DR EEZLLTO X 5 IZHIE
T 5. BEICHBL LR E (o2 < o7 —2I12H
TE R E) OBEMIBIEONMEIGEEENH D
DTRELEINIR. WL, 5FETHEYVHBELLA
Do T R O BT BAE DML EIAZFEIE 22\ 28
KELENT. 22k, AROW [T/ A X5 —H
BHEELCYH, hoF —2 (8% 5 2 5 EE R RHK
BOELE VAT LOVERNRED D~ ERE L
;T RS I, EKRTIED MIRA Lt
T, AROW M e E I EE 72 BATh 5. EoH
EOM, AROW [FEAXY L OMIFHE Elw,] = u,
BRI DELT e LTHWS.

AROW Z 178 ~ L ik U= Fhx O ETFIET,
iZBHOT—% (xi,y) & nZEBOED §, N5 25
7oW, DU BB A s/ IMbT 2 5010 N, %) %
Kb,

L(lltv 2,) = DKL(N(ﬂt’Ez)”N(ﬂt—l,Zt—l))

1 . LT
+5-C2 (X0, Yis Yo o) + 5715, il
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2T N1, Zm) EBEOBRZ AR ML D43H,
wp, W ZEfREGROREENT MLDEST F L
O(x;,y;) — Ox;Gn), ¥ > 0 T NT A —FDOHEFH
BEHET 720D NNAR=RFXA—2ThbH.
Cop (X0 Yis G 1) VELA FICER SN AR TH 5.

O (X0 Yis Gns 1) = (max{0, d(yi, §) — i - win)*  (3)

2 Tdy, g, 1ITHERETH Y, 2p B TIIEHEM
DEREDHNGNS.

X (2) & u TRMIL, 0 LELS ZET, BLFIC
EFRSND AROW (2HESL A0 T A LS O p,
BT 2 A EGS.

max{0, dy;, §n) — H; - win)

ul.TnE,_lum +r

“

M = -1 + XUy
22p BHIZ BT DR OBIIERTH L7290, i
LOLGEEREH S Z LIXRETH D, FDm,
Fex LT, ZRHAITIITH S EET S, K (2) OH
HIBE =, @ p B O AITHOEFE (Z),, TR
L, 0 LELS L, UTFTOXHIT IZBT 2
5.
d
0Z)p,p

L(I‘ltazt) =

1 1 1 +(wﬁ§
2 (thl)p,p (Et)p,p r

2T (uin)p 1T uin 12825 p FH ORI EZ BWRS
%. FRRORE (), ST BRULUTO L 5 ICEH
T 5.

=0 (5

r(zt—l)p,p
r+ (uin)lzy(zt—l)p,p

p=1,..,d DEXHEFE (Z),, 1T (6) [T EH
T, F72, p(Xi i Gn fe-1) 75 0 DEF, gy & Zy
IR L7200,

AROW [ZHS L A0 T4 UHEEFE O Fhi & % Al-
gorithm 1 |Z7R"3. pu & 1L 07 b & BNATHIIC
I &xPtEND. (Z)pp,=1Lr>0, X (6)
B, ErDpp 2 (E)pp BETD 1 IZBVTHY 52
D (Z)pp =0 DK, u D p FEHOREEDOERIT
BESND. #iZ Algorithm 1 DU ITRFES LD,
Algorithm 1 {28\ T, N-best iGik g1, ..., G 1E3CHR
[4] L RBRIC 7 L—XHfLT a— 4 [9] 1235 B —
LY —FIZ R EPRICHEE S LS.

(zt)p,p = (6)

4 FE{H3EER

BEFIETHD AROW (S AV T4 &S
Br QQp B A7 1BV TGHIIT 5. £ 1LIXZOE
BRIZBWCHW=F—%1 > hOFT—#4 (Dataset) ,
HELT 5 ERHE L TROMER (g/p: g WERLHE, p
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Algorithm 1 AROW (253 < 4> T o k38
Input:Training dataset D = {(x1, 1), .... (X;p|, Y|p|)}

Output:y as weight vector w
u=0x=1
repeat
fori =1to|D|do
Predict N-best hypotheses 7, ..., jn by - O(x;, )
forn=1to N do
if £,2(x;,y:,§,, 1) > 0 then
Update p and by Eq.(4) and Eq.(6) respec-
tively
end if
end for
end for
until Stop condition is met

ORI THS) , BT — 5% (Train) , BHYE
T—4% (Dev), 7 A MT—24% (Test) , 2CAEMED
m¥% (K-fold) Z/RLCW5. T—% &> @ NETtalk
(English) , Brulex (French), Beep (English) %, Pas-
cal Letter-to-Phoneme Conversion Challenge' 7> 5 15%7=
HEEDREHETHS. £7-, CMUdict (English) 2,
Celex (English, German, Dutch) 3% % 7= HiED¥HE
HETHD. X2 0FERTHN LN TNDE T —X
v b (NETtalk, Brulex, Beep, CMUdict) 23\
T, BxlL, FET—APORRT 25T X LI
BATEZ EEBRWNT, ERLHESIN 1 SUFE TR E D
LW fbhT — 2 DIV krE S, FET— 2% (+
BT — 25 LT A NT—ZHOFEITEL T, X
BR [2] DFEBROFBIZRAT-. £72, AROW (Z55<
FoTA AEEEEPBFEI L THRETH D
L RO DT, P ITFET =5 D 10%DETL
FINHF L TRHENOERINE 7 D595 2
ETIART =2 & NTHI/EY HE L, 37 L < Noisy
NETtalk 7 —# ¥ » ;& A{Fpk L7=. Noisy NETtalk (&
BWT, W@FEIT U CHEEME 2 R W FE O
REIE, /A RT =&l EET 5 LickHied
LHrlEZOND., £ 1O Noisy ITATHIZIED 2L
7o) A RXTF—H DO %R L TW\W5. Noisy NETtalk i
17595 [ DFEHED 5 6, 1760 0D ) A XT — % %5
ATV, Fiz, BAFET—4% (Dev) 1%, /A /3—=3
TA=ZIREL VST FEIZ LV RETE VAT
A—BERETDEDOT =2 HEEHR L TND.
P TED g2p AHY —/L & LT, Sequitur* & Di-

'http://pascallin.ecs.soton.ac.uk/Challenges/
PRONALSYL/Datasets

2http://www.speech.cs.cmu.edu/cgi—bin/cmudict

Shttp://www.ldc.upenn.edu/Catalog/catalogEntry. jsp?
catalogId=LDCI96L14

4http://sequitur.info/
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Table 1 g2p ZH# % 2 7 DA ER T4+ 57—
ZE b
Dataset g/p Vocabulary size
Train (Noisy) | Dev Test | K-fold
NETtalk | 26/50 17595 | 1000 | 1000 10
Noisy 17595
26/50 1000 | 1000 10
NETtalk (1760)
Brulex 40/39 23353 | 1373 | 2747 1
CMUdict | 27/39 100886 | 5941 | 12000 1
Beep 26/44 169823 | 8938 | 19862 1
CELEX
. 26/53 39995 | 15000 | 5000 1
English
CELEX
30/59 206807 | 25851 | 77552 1
German
CELEX
41/44 196587 | 24573 | 73721 1
Dutch

Table 2 A FIEICBWTHRENLERFH R L T
A=A,

Sequitur DirecTL+ Proposed
joint Follow Follow
5,6,7,8,9,10 . .
n-gram Sequitur Sequitur
context Follow
. - 45,6 .
window DirecTL+
n-best Follow
- 1,3,5 .
hypotheses DirecTL+
h -
yperpara . - 500,1000,1500
meter r
beam width - 150 150

recTL+> % iV 7=, Sequitur |XEFLHES & FRIIOHE
4 N-gram OAELET L TH DIEARIIET VNE
EINTWD. DirecTL+ IZ MIRA (2FHS< AT A
UMEERENFEEINTWD, #BEFE L DirecTL+
PESCHR [5] 12V, SCARFF#M & (Context features)
AR E (Chain features) , A N-gram FF{ &
(Joint n-gram features) Z W\ TW 5. £21TZNH
DR E NIRRT A — 2 DFffla 7~ LT
WA, 3k [5] OERFF#E (transition features) |3
NETtalk (23 THERED HLA R & 7= 72 v i
73o7-. NETtalk (238 VCSURE Y A X & f5E N-gram
YA X, NAR=RTA—=H r, FEIFZBITD N-
best i, B — AP —F DL —AE, FEOMVIKL
UL, FRZEREIZB VTR T — X OEFHZRY R
DE/INT T2 % KO WZHGE LTz, K54 10 [5l0> NETtalk
DRFEMREFR, —ETHLAVLRMEEZ R LTINS,
%72, NETtalk S OMOT—4% v MBI LT, FF
W& L /XF A — &3 NETtalk OEBRICE N TR

5http ://code.google.com/p/directl-p/
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MENTEEER L, FEEEE N NR—=XT A—H
r X NETtalk &[A] U AECHRE LTz, o7 —2 &
N CHWZ R & X T A — X ISCARE T A XD 6,
fEA N-gram ¥ AW 5, FHEIFZIT D N-best {iq
N5 ThD. Fi7-, NETtalk DFERIZEB T E—LANE
% 50 IC L CHMHREDHIER Ao/ hotzzd, it
DF—F ¥y FTIIEROE— AlEE 5012 Lz, &
RSB & G RINDOFNENL RO DT T A A MM
LC, 1% mpaligner® (2 3%E X T % 3k [10]
DOHRIRLEMET 74 A2 FREEHAVE. B2
Tk & MIRA OHERAEITHEHFR Y 2 iz,

3 LA EBROFE R AR LT 5. PER & WER
ITE A BRIV B LRI BLERL, “£7 11 90%
1EHEX [ %~ L T\5. NETtalk, CELEX @ German
& Dutch #FRUNT, $2EFIET Sequitur & DirecTL+
DE R R L HFERY L2 UE L T 5. NETtalk
WZBWT, 2R TEIL DirecTL+ & [RZEDOMERETH D
DIZxt L, Noisy NETtalk TiF$&4ET1£A° DirecTL+
Z ERIZMEREZ R LT D, Z O FIE AROW (23
SLAVTA UEEFE N, MEHFEOLE &Rk
(2, MIRA O EEFBEAZ R L TWDH Z xRl
TWD. 207D, hoT—4 1ty MIBWTHMEE
DWENRLNIZEEZOND.

Sequitur 23D Fik & Hb~T CELEX @ German &
Dutch ([ZFWTHEREZ W& L 72D, i IRV D
F & Sequitur DNy FFEEIZE L HbDIELEEZ LN
5. RETFIESMIRA TRAShLI AV 74 58
T, lxOTF—F %> TELRT NETEHTDH
TN, WBEITFEE LieT — % OFRBIRS 23 T
W< EDTZD, M ARFR Y # A2 £ CELEX @
German & Dutch (23T, FZ2LETIES MIRA i
RIZFE LT — 2 OBIRGENEN DB LY,
BTOT —H ZRRFIZTFE T 5 Sequitur D/ F4F
BL bEVERER R T I ENTE R EEZ
LD,

%72, NETtalk USHOT —H & MZBWT, Se-
quitur £ 9 & DirecTL+ OMEREN S - TUWviZ. SCik
[4, 5] TiZ Sequitur I[ZFEHE I NS RIIET LI
% DirecTL+ (2323 X 4172 MIRA D J5 23 &\ PERE
ARLTWD. ZHUTEET o H BTER LT E T —
ARTANT—HZOHEILDbDIEEEZLND.
LV Eff7eiElio 7=, NETtalk O XL 5127 v ANy
Ty a K HFHINAREE B NS,

5 FEH

Fx X AROW %2 A4 T A4 UGG~ ERE L,
ez 7p T —42 %y W g2p B s A7 2B\ T
SEM L7, FHIERICB WL TIRETFIEIT MIRA 123

Shttp://sourceforge. jp/projects/mpaligner/
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Table 3 g2p AHaH 2 7 (28 1) 5 AT EER O 5.

Dataset Measure Sequitur DirecTL+ Proposed
NETtlak PER 7.63%+0.24 | 6.75%+0.22 | 6.75%+0.20
WER | 31.54%=+0.80 | 28.15%+0.76 | 28.56%+0.62
Noisy PER 9.78%+0.23 | 10.33%+0.27 | 9.79%+0.45
NETtlak WER | 34.01%=+0.85 | 33.52%+0.46 | 33.02%+0.95
Brulex PER 1.30% 1.97% 1.12%
WER 6.70% 8.26% 5.75%
CMUdict PER 6.80% 7.25% 6.09%
WER 28.83% 28.99% 26.38%
Beep PER 2.85% 4.45% 2.22%
WER 15.37% 19.58% 12.00%
CELEX PER 2.83% 4.23% 2.51%
English WER 13.33% 16.76% 11.83%
CELEX PER 0.08% 0.31% 0.13%
German WER 0.67% 1.86% 1.04%
CELEX PER 0.08% 1.05% 0.27%
Dutch WER 0.67% 5.28% 1.85%

DAV T A S X0 biBSEE I THEE T, g2p
EHOMREWET L 2R L. S%OMEL
LT, NETtalk A DOT =%y hEra AN 5F—
Ta AR VRHET D 2 bR, RETIEOMREE &
BICWET A=D1, AFYOHIBATZICBITS
2 DORFEEM OISR A PRI O FiEx S
2D ERFTFOND.

(5]

BEE ARHFZEO—#0IE, TSPS BMFE 24240032 5 &
O () 1EBOEE e O R gE Tk - SE7
Uy RIZESL T VT ERZT AR Y AT LD
% OikEZ 370 Ths, o

% Xk
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