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Non-native ASR Utilizing Acoustic Data-driven Pronunciation Learning
with Zero Knowledge of Non-native Pronunciation

SATOSHI TSUJIOKAY®  SAKRIANI SAKTI} GRAHAM NEUBIG! KOICHIRO YOSHINO
SATOSHI NAKAMURA!

Abstract: Non-native speech differs significantly from native speech, often resulting in a degradation of the
performance of automatic speech recognition (ASR). Handcrafted pronunciation lexicons used in standard
ASR systems generally fail to cover non-native pronunciations, and design of new ones by linguistic experts
is time consuming and costly. A previous study proposed a method to automatically learn a pronunciation
lexicon in an iterative fashion using knowledge of non-native pronunciation. However, this previous method
needs a handcrafted non-native pronunciation lexicon to train a grapheme-to-phoneme (G2P) converter used
to generate non-native pronunciation variations, including pronunciations of new words. This non-native
pronunciation lexicon is difficult to obtain, and lacks versatility to be applied to other non-native speakers.
This study proposes a method for non-native ASR using acoustic evidence for pronunciation learning without
knowledge of non-native pronunciation. In experiments, we evaluate our ASR systems for speakers with three
degrees of English proficiency level. The results reveal that the proposed method can achieve almost same
recognition accuracy with a system using knowledge of a non-native pronunciation, and is able to achieve an
improvement of about 2.4% in recognition accuracy, particularly for high-proficiency speakers.

Keywords: Non-native speech recognition, Lexical modeling, Probabilistic pronunciation model, Japanese
English
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1. ELC®IC

FHEBE O VEREA LR O BIGIT X D & LB
DREE [ LTWE. MENDRL, REHENE-EH L
B 2 S THRFB U TV IRETICE W TR EHER
MEPRESHELTED, REE0@EHEHRL DR
B CE A i BMED MO TV D, —7, Al EEb
A, TEEERGEL LW A% (FRIEGEREGERSE) A4t
WEE L UCHREEZFE LM A TET WA, Fl X IXEE
KRBT, HAREDPSEF > - BREDVRFECTHREPHE
FEREZITO 720, & D% < MIERFERFEFHETH L Z
LRBLLS W, 7z, EBRMBICEWIEREERIEES 5 A3
RN EHIZDOIT S I EBNBERARZRIIC R > TE
THH, HFEOEEHZHEY — )V ThH5 CALL (Computer
Assisted Language Learning) ¥ A7 4 [2] 2FIF S LT
%. CALL Y A7 A TR &AM 2 H\WT, #EHET
B» B G REFEGH A DR E AL ZITS. TDd, EMIC
FESELREGEGE S DHE 2T D REDDHD. ZDLS R
BN B\WT, FEHEEREGEGRE & 5 8 U 72 J85h 5 P ahalds
MK EIZBETH B,

FEDEEEREGEGEE D RGBSR T (I ERLGEGE S (TR THE
DIESE, TU, ftO Vo728 DNFHET 5. TORER,
FEULEERE m£%®%%%mwﬁﬁﬁﬂ%@ mﬁﬁemm
TEFLTLES Z DBV, 20D, EHETI 3],
%%ﬁi[}EE@Q%%&%®%%/:—w%#%&

unnﬁ%o)%na méﬁéﬁ‘ﬁﬁ)ﬁ)é zZ ’CZMﬂjn'C
1F, FEERHEICEA R Y CIERGEREE S S O R L
22X 5.

WETFERBCTHO NI K EHELMEST I, £
WAFIZEREMGEINZHELZD 212, BIh SFK
HEfl % F#l9 5 G2P(Grapheme-to-phoneme) ¥ — )b [5]
EHRLZSONHVWSNS. D G2P TlX, Lu 5 [6]
ko T G2P DD I &k 2RI MEREDIE N 2T 572

DIZUTD=ZDDOHHAAIZ & B FIEMRES TS, £
T, MERNAEFTETVEHVTEHRBEORZT N T— 3
V&GP IZE - THERKT S, I, EEFE» o ELHEE
DEVHEEFEN) T -V a VEHET S, BERIZ, Zhoo
FKEN) T -V a ko CEHFRBAORSTREE % #HL
I¥D. ZNITIEFEREE DD OFRFREELE R A
THhodIENRITMEIZLVIHERTNT NS

Texld, ZOFEESEIZL IHEEER m$%®t®@
FEHEERIEEZRE [N LTEY, GPOEFT—x L
UTAFIZ X B FEEHAE AW/ e EE R A H T
ZHWS Z & T, HEERETEICR ON DB LTS
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fEffiz AL, [6) DFEEZEAL ZREHEEREIT-
7=, Z DGR, HEEIIRE - EE 12 B\ T IEREEERERES
TREE G2P OFEE T — 2 & U THW IR ETEE LRk
PERTHS Z EHHERINT WS

7] DFET I, GoP DHBF— 2L LT, bOML
OIEWFERIFEFE R O TG L MAGR P BETH S, LrL,
Besacier 5 [8] & 0, FEIHEGEREGE & 7 X0 6 5 A MR % X
ETD2DIXHEETHY, TNO5DOT—RIIMEEPFRTH S Z
EMERINT WD, ZTD7d, HfFMETHWSE XS5 7%
FE WA, NTFCHRETLZ L IXR#ETH D, Mok
REFEG AR DOICHADE L <, AN ZI W, 22T
AWMETIE, ZOFE7) 2 FESE, BELHNELZH
WARWIEREEREFE AT H D 72 D D Fi T A4 ik o Al g %
B5. AMEOEZREIIIRO —DTH5S. £9, HEAA
FUHEEEET — A= 9] O—HOFHERBEITV,
FeE LA Z DN R WEFE D S DFEFHETIRDOEH
PEZMGEET 5. KIZ, [7] DAFIT X B FS A% H
W REHEAEREE ORBEE OB Z TV, Ao
EFREOEAMEMGET 5. £/, SEETILORENL
HINTFIETH 2558 #E)L Y (Speaker Adaptive Training:
SAT) L DIHIRHETS.

EEROFR, NFIT ié%“ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁb\f’ﬁtﬂzﬁ‘
BEEEFARF IZ B W TXITIEAE O RNEE, 255 BiE I
BWVWTIEN24 %D muufa‘k*ﬁféﬁj:’i'ﬁﬁﬁf%f’

2. BEEMHRE

FHERFEEH ORI B VT, HFEET NV EEIG L 25T
HEPNL DhH B, Wang 5 [10] 1%, PDTS (Polyphone
Decision Tree Specialization) & FFiX# 2 EARTHE % H
W, ZOUEOFEFEROXFIINTE7IARY v I %
15 28T, BiEDHEIC & o TET 5 KGEREGEREH TS
B ECHHFERFEFERGT O I ATy FITHIEY 2 Tk
ERELTWVWS. KlFs [11] 1%, HRADHEEREFIZH
ONDUFEEREHARFTEER L DBEHINZIT, D5
Wi R E AW THEVEM T 5 XFEFRE HAGGHR L
OMNBERE EBETIVOINF RANEHT 5 Fik
&, HRANEEEIZR OGN B ARIITHRIE U 7255 OfiE % €
TOURHEIZHAAD FEEZREL TWD. Imseng 5 [12]
1%, KL-HMM (Kullback-Leibler divergence based Hidden
Markov Models) %% Z & T, #&kD GMM(Gaussian
Mixture Model)-HMM THH I N LT X =2 LD $
DINRT A= 2D, DEOFENESET — XD 5%
BTELFEEZEEL TS, AARTIRET 2R EHE
DOYEE, INSOFEETVERELEDbETHAETE
LrEZOND.

FERFEE AR D FE G R IZ BT S BEARII B VT,
Pongkittiphan & [13] I&, DTW(Dynamic Time Warping)
ERAWIEZHARANRFEL T AV ANEEZNETNO IPA F
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S UHEICE O S RTHMTHZMEH L TWS. %5
REGEREE DYE S HUD DD L W™ & S 7 HAR N HEEE D A
WAREIIHLT, SREOREFZ2d5Z 8T, Rk
FEE R E O EIZTEHTE S FEEREL TS,
Lehr & [14] 1, 7F A MEREH W REELHL — L %
T — & _R—=2 & UTIER L, BRI o IEREEE A
CRONDFEEICEMU RIS ET Ve EKT 5T
HEaREL TS, Rasipuram & [15] %, HERKFEEET
V& 12] DFfFEDFEREZHWTHEFEIHEHLTWS.
ZOBEG2P Z VB DTIE AL, XFRTLITHEISEHR
EROGHEBR I V- LT —INTRETHIZ T 5FE%
RELTWVS.

AU UARWISE T, FEIEERERE RS O F6 5 AN
EERABF L - THIV, G2P 2 W TIEFEREFEREE
DEIER R T B el 2 BT 5. £/, HERNREET IV
ZHIWS Z & TR HEGFEZFEEH I LU TEIG L
7o, ZHUT LD, FEEROIERFEREETEE IR o 05 FEH i
HEREFHEICKRT 5 I EPTRTH 5.

3. SERHEERNEETTTIV

3.1 SEDRHOER
PERDEFHRIS AT LF, BN SHEEEE X,
AL D BEESE W L UK, DTFOXTEINS.

W = argmax P(X|W)P(W) (1)
\Y%

K (1) © P(X|W) FEEETIVHER, PW) XEHEET
VHERZRLTWS., 22T, SHEOFTENFHEERE
ETIMMET HD TR, FHEBEOKELETIMET HH
BEEEEZHEL, ZORFIIHNUTEEETVEERT 5.
0k, R (1) IFUFOR (2) D& ICEEMHER 5.

W = argmax (W) > P(X|B)P(B|W) (2)
w BeUvy
ZZTB=1{by,..bp} THFEINW = {wq,..., wp} DI
BRIMEMEZRL TE D, HEEFNIN T B &R G R
DiER%E PBIW) TRLTWS. b; ldHiE w; DFE T
HBH. Uyy IFHFES W OF X 5 22 TOFHERIERHD
FHERT. L SEIFEHFEORT 1LY HFED AL
THEMEL, BHFEOREMREZUTORD & 51K,

P(B|W) = P(by|wy)--- P(bp|wn) ®3)

MO TG RINBRD D B8, TRERIHL
THEWRENGT 5.

*1 McGraw 5 [16] DREBEETNEHNT, —DOOHIBIZLT
DE R 5NBITRINEHE F IR L UTRT B 2 2 A0ThE
THhd.
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Fig. 1 Acoustic data-driven lexicon iterative learning.
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;=1 (5)

J=1
J; R w; DER S BRERIBEHOBTH Y, pj &1
SR 05 & RO T BRI & 6T

3.2 BEMESETIOEH
T AV MERE M E G2P THEE I N DA, G2P D%

HEEZLD 3% 2 H Y, o I RV o33 ARk

MR BIET. ZOMBEERMIRT 572017, EEREPSIE

LWHERIEMZHE T 2 FEMREEINTVS 6. Z

DFREFHEDOFNEFDOMMAZR 1I1TRL, URIZ2E

DN EHHT 5.

1. #WEEREREL2 G2P Y-V DEHEFT -2 LT
AL, G2P ETIVDEEZ21TS.

2. FEHINZGP ETADS, FHEZ L ITEBORS
Rylemiz AR T 5 & B2, RTORTHERIZES
DR ZM G5, Z OB THER S NI FEE RHIM5E
% Initial L €HRLU, ZOEAKRW M ZFE 1 D Initial
IZRY.

3. FHEROFRGHRVPNEINZRGTHELHVT, &
BWEFNDFEHETS.

4. FHT-RZOEZTHEIIH LU TEBETV, RFBFERO
HHEITF 4 AEIETS.

5 REMINBHBIBIIRETRINOETHRT T 1 A
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Bl zEAL, TOREOHBEHKTEHSLZ 212X
D, REWEREZEFTS., ZO, ERINRBEHE
KPEMEZ TR - 72K E RN E2HIRT 5. ZO@ET
HH SN FEME L/ ORERIERZ Updated &
E#L, TOEMKRNLHEER 1 D Updated IZRT.
6. EHINZHEHEERPMNEIN-RHEHHEL2MHEHLT,
HER#ETO L EIL, FEETVOHEERTS.
7. 5D ERTEFINRSHEL, GPY—LD
FETF—XELUTHEHL, G2P ETIVOBEFE%21T.
INSDHEGHEOBRIREL P SRGWRITH I, £
BRI LTRSS 5 ULWHERIEMZHEIRT 2 Z L 30
REL D, EFHIIELEZRITHELERT LI LNT
5.

4. FREHEBHEEOOOREFHELERE

REHKDFGTHETIX, TICHEREFE R B L RT
HEEHVTWS., T070, FEEREFEORT &R
HFREOI ATy FHRMEE 2D, FERFERHICHARS
LI REFEEOGARBMEEMNMEFLTLES 2 L
DLW, ZORKDOFREFEEEZILEETICHW 256
Baseline &9 5.
ZOHREHEDOAMEEG ORI LT, AWZETIERTH
THRARZERAFKSTET N EH VR EHFEOZIRTFEIC
L O HKEHHERTELRETS. OB, RICES
REHED Y — N5 GP 2B F—XIZEHL, M1
IZROND ZDDREHFERIEIIDVWTIERS.

4.1 FREBEBERESTHAHBEAVRBIHEERE
ARFFIT AT [7) OFRFHEEREO—DTH 5.
FEPRERGEGE S O R T B WA 2 KWL U 72 5 85 & Bk
T5720, G2P ETIVOFET—RIZNAD DA R HF 5
FEREE 30.5%2 A TICA M U KT RHEEHVTWS, AR
Z22HWZHEAE, HARAAMIROSNDHEERSZN IR TS
HKEHET HMEALH B E R, AREEE2HWSZ & TH
ANCHONDEER G 2RI EZHTEDLER 0
5TH5B. NAD DA XA FHiERE 305 1%, I Ea—
RADXFANEBMEEETH YD, FEEAEIIN 17 6 THIE
T, ZFTY MY IFERFEL H XA FTREI N AAZES
ERfdEEINTWS.

INZERFERFERBOREHEZICEWMT 572012, &
R 150 S FIETEFERFERE B T R & N B RKGF RAER~DZE
WZEITD. BRAFDPOFKERIINOEBIZIE, Eh&RD
FXEDPSEERFICROSND 39 HORESTEL Y b
EEWT HN— VB ANFTERUANVS. ZOFHhHE D
ErofFonszy b OEKFIEZR 2 1TRT. ZOFE
% KnowledgeG2P & I3,
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R 1 EEFHEOEFOH

Table 1 Example of pronunciaton learning.

Word Initial Updated
F & RS 0 | FERS 0
bathroom | b aa th r uw m 0.2 | baecthr uw m 1.0
b ae th r uw m 0.2
bet dhruhm 0.2
b ey dh r uw m 0.2
b ey th r uw m 0.2
academic | aekahdahmihk 0.2 | aeckahdehmiyk 0.58
ackahdehmihk 0.2 | ahkahdehmihk 0.42
ackahdehmiyk 0.2
ahkaedahmiyk 0.2
ahkahdehmihk 0.2
trouble trahbahl 0.2 | trahbahl 0.63
trah bahliy 02 | trawbahl 0.37
trahbahln 0.2
trawbahl 0.2
trawbahln 0.2

*2 http://nadroom.dousetsu. com/download/download_
katakana_share.html
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ability | 7 U7 4 | AHBIY RIY TIY
academic | 7H 7 4 X v |AHKAHDIYMIY K UW
academic | 7 5 2 w2 |AHKAHD EHMIY K UW

2 JEREERE R E LB DM

Fig. 2 Example of converted non-native lexicon.

4.2 FREOEBRBEHLAHBZAVGVWEEHEERE

A TR R 7GR ERIE T, GP ET VDY
F—=REUT, RELHBAFICE & O IEEERZERE D
FEHHEEZHVZ., L2L, HKiEHFOEBEEHRNEIZEL-T
IS U - RS RHENET 2 WEELRH 5. HIZIE, FKit
DR HFER B H IO VWH S BREL TS L 5%
aA—YOEE, WO G RGED & CIEE T 206 iR
TEHEREVEONBRWGEEDRH L. ZHIIKIRT 57-D1C
&, B 52U HFEDOIFKGERLGEGEE O FE G AR BT
LM, NFTEZORELEBAGRZHEETLI Lo X
FAYE K, MOIEELFEEFRFEAISHTE SN D /N
W,

T I CARFHETE, HRFEEH ORI R S HEE
EDTITAAVNER 725D % G2P DFEEF—X &L
THWTWS., ZD7H, AP & BHG AR E <
TH G2P & AW TIHFEREFEEEH OBTE I L 78 S 5l &
BT B EDNARETH S, £/, MOIFERFESEICHZ
DRELRETHESESED I ENARELE EEZ OGNS,
D FiE% No-KnowledgeG2P & I3,

5. SEERBYFTAM

5.1 RERZM
A% T iE Minematsu[9] (2 & % ERJ (English Read by
Japanese) T — X X—Z2D—{f&¥H - FHIZHNS. T
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* 2 FERT—X
Table 2 Experimental data.

FEF—XR NE | WA | BEEREL (F)
WSJ 282 | 82.9 370
LOW 6 1.0 5.8

ERJ MID 93 3.3 72.4
HIGH 26 1.3 18.0

A 7 — & NBC | | BAEERL (T)
LOW 5 0.8 4.3

ERJ MID 40 6.6 33.8
HIGH 20 3.3 16.6

DT —RZRX—=ZTlk, HRNZEDGEA LIS - K3E G S

(X U CRGERERE RS D SEFEAAN 5 &A% (1) HHREMK (2)
DALER (3) 1 hrx—Ya VERD=ZDOBAN S,
L0~5.0 DEFTAITY v LTW0d., HXIFID=D
DAAT ) v T OMEFE 2T\, Fahid & =D DHEFEH
AR EL, 1.0~2.5 2 LOW (#J#k#), 2.5~3.5 %
MID (fik#), 3.5~5.0 % HIGH (L&) & L7

A RakAR 1k Kaldi tool kit[17] ZfHL, HEET LD
R IE 39 ROTD MFCCH+A + AA VT W5, %7z,
FRIZEIRI 347 (Linear Discrinative Analysis: LDA) & &zt
#RIZZ# (Maxium Likelihood Linear Transform: MLLT)
EHWREEZIZE & ORLBEMEEZIT>TH D,
WRTV—LDRiHE3 7L —Lh GHT 7V —L) 5@ L
BHETNVFEETo TS, T -XIIEEET I -
SETNEDBIT, WSJ (Wall Street Journal) & ERJ ®
—EFH L. T — 2 RIZEENTW
WERJ O—#EMHLZ. ZhsDT—XDOFHIE XK 2
RS, FEAMIEEYE X HEERR D K (Word Error Rate: WER)
ZHW5S

PEER] nuuﬁ%o)% EREEIZIE CMU R & &S 2L
TV, JERGERFRGNA OFEHREL, NAD O X7 )5k
FRREEICEEDWT, W R F R SGEREDERITER LD
D%V, G2P Y —)ViX, Bisani & [5] ® SequiturG2P
AL,

i:—"jj

5.2 RRIER
AEHAERDP S FIZZODHEIZDWTHERT 5.

(1) SHRFHERE G2P OFET— R e U THW Y
WA IR, FEREREAE S AR A 7o
A & DOFRFRMEREZ IR L, ZOBERIEEMREES 5.

(2) iz, HEEETNVOREKNZEILTIETD SRR
M LARTE R (feature-space Maximum Likelihood
Linear Regression: MLLR) % H\\ 7235 L8 &

DFRFRMERE 2 R L, MGES 5.
LOW, MID, HIGH ZhZhDFERFREM 312757

*3 http://svn.code.sf.net/p/cmusphinx/code/trunk/
cmudict/
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60
=55 HIGH

E’ 50
& 45
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35 A
30 | N A
25 " e S ;
x s
20 g
Initial Step-5 Step-6 2nd Initial Step-5 Step-6
KnowledgeG2P —& -No-KnowledgeG2P SAT

K 3 LOW, MID, HIGH IZ 3 1J % i 52 5k
Fig. 3 Experiment results of LOW, MID, HIGH speakers.

——Baseline

fithl ik WER 2R L TH Y, HiHIZRZHDOZENZTND
REZERL TWD. Initial IZEHFFEOFEEEMITH U TE
MERDOFEEMERIMT 5 I N/IREBTORMKEE, Step-5 1
B SN RHEMHRE2 A CCERBET - B0 E,

Sth—6t %%%?\)D@E%E%?‘TO f:lg%gojwmuﬁ*ﬁﬁééé
LTWa., fECROFEEHEZ2LRLDVWEEORD T

LOW TiX 52.8%, MID Tl 36.5%, HIGH Tlix 23.8%
7257z (Baseline) . Tt o Z2EHEL LT, fRETIEOF M
tﬁﬂ‘ﬁ’i’ﬁ5 7z, HFERE LT, FHEELNFEEH

Vo FGRETAE EER & 4T o 725, LOW T 45.6%, MID

Tl 33.0%, HIGH Tl 21.3% & %> 7 (SAT) .

R 3 DR S, LOW & MID 2B W Tk, Knowl-
edgeG2P & No-KnowledgeG2P O [ij & A% Baseline &
BLUT, BBEBEELAH ELTWS Z LR TE 2.
KnowledgeG2P % A\ 7= F & EEEA RIEDFA D %%, LOW

T3 40.4%, MID Tld 30.8% & Baseline X SAT & 0 H 44
M EU, FERGERGEESE OREEWANE AW RE
L‘(ﬁ( HoOBMMEZ MR TE 7. £72, No-KnowledgeG2P

DFRHHREEE D KnowledgeG2P & IFIFFI% DO RRGIKEE % H
73 LTWBIZehns, BERADBEREZHVEZFELREIC
ﬁ@?%é’tﬁ%%@%# HIGH 2B\ Tk, G
INFEE DD BAHB KD o7z, F72, No-KnowledgeG2P
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Table 3 Example of native and non-native pronunciaton learn-

ing.

Word SFhRERR AR S LRI RER A& e
FeE RA EE Y 0
asia ey zh ah 1.0 | ey zh ah 0.44
ey sh ah 0.56
tiphook | t ih p hh uw k 1.0 | tih p hh uw k 0.33
t ih p hh ow k 0.67
tibet tahbeht 1.0 | tihbeht 0.67
tahbeht 0.33
why hh w ay 0.5 | hh w ay 0.19
w ay 0.5 | way 0.81

W R GRS EBIE DGR D A1 23.3% %R L, Knowl-
edgeG2P Y LR L C, #9 2.4%DFFMKEE M EARE 5 7z,
ZAE, HIGH 1281 % FE 5 I3 HGHREFERR & 1T W Y
BAELTVREEENL KFAEL, KnowledgeG2P Tldidifk
BEOUENEL P EZ N5,

Tewope, HRAWMMREZH ARG ZREED
KnowledgeG2P & 1ZIFRIZEDMEREZ R U7z, RHCIEZE Lk
FHIZBWTIE, KnowledgeG2P & ik U CERFAEE DM L
MHERTE 2. Zh o DFERMD S, No-KnowledgeG2P 3
FEREFRE AR BV THTH S Z DRI NI,

%12 No-KnowledgeG2P % Fi\» f’%%ﬁi@E%ﬁ z
Lo TR ONIIFRFERFEFEEDRG &, W d % HGh

HFEH uuné%%ao)@b‘c DWVWTHKR 3 IZRT. \-@Wjﬁ‘
5, FEMFERFERRE DEFHICA O N HH | ,ﬁé%@ﬁ‘%
FET: %nuﬁ%%atﬁ%<ﬁﬁ\7&6 EHERTE .

6. F&&b

AFETl, FERESFEORBBERED-OIZ, FEHGE

BEEEEEH DG ERE R 2 W RSB RFE I X B HE
BEEREZRE L. ERWNELERE R &, REFEN
%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂ@%%ﬁ%ﬁ&%t%%bf,ﬁ%¢ﬂ%ua
WTIKIZIFAZEORE, W LHEICEVTIEN 24 %D
%Wﬁh%%wf%t.%%%Eﬁ%ﬁm%[}tmrb
T, FRFEFREDORETEHHBPAETH DML, DI
HEERFEREEANDHEALRB R TH L VWO HERH L. Z
DZ e, BEFENIEFFETERMICS VW TIEREIZH)
BHMThHhi L \VWR 5.
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