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Abstract

According to the characteristics of these vocabularies and phonemes and the characteristics of the
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vocabulary transcription process, the word vocabulary transcription process is modeled as a se-
quence labeling task, and an end-to-end vocabulary transcription model method based on charac-
ter embedding + recurrent neural network + connection arrangement classification is proposed.
First, this paper uses the word2vec framework to train the character embedding vector on the
self-built serial thesaurus to form a distributed encoding representation of the character; then
based on the recurrent neural network and the connection classification algorithm, a model called
vocabulary transcription is constructed. The test results show that the word transcription model
of string embedding + cyclic neural network + connection order classification can use higher
transcription accuracy than other statistical models or neural network models. At the same time,
it has a simpler labeling process than traditional phonetic models. The requirements of the pho-
netic transcription should also be reduced, that can effectively realize the end-to-end task called
phonetic transcription.
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P8 HE 5 A 2 1] SR PE IS U0 B AGOE & A R Bl . PEEE R IR I S e A b 2 S B BT
FER SRR E K, R BEERARI R RE, FEYEA B AN WE BT R, [ e )k i S DL
TR P EE S A BT A5 B ER,  SEFLPEHE S B R 5 HLES E 3 T Sh RS T PR 25 15 1 5 AR5
A A EEE L

AR SR P8 R T SRR T VAT T TR B, 4T 1 B BRI RS IR R T R
I JE R R VA HE I V8 5 1A B AR N — A7 BIARVEAT 55 Sk 445, I word2vec HESRTE H 2 PG 4
B E EIIGR AR, TR A R F R RS A ERoR . 25, HETIEIME M 28 FE T
FPorREER T P B —— SRR, IRE B @M R B R LT TGS, BT
HARMIEIR

2. &REHETR

B VR L 1) B R SEBILSCAR AR B 3 R B BT IR, A0 5 R O R PR O
PERIPER], ISR 155 AR 2 N 0 % A S A TR PR EE A T8 A A S AR ey iy
12 R G358, RIAI2%E H R & vh BIr A I DU BIE2F 3 5], JF AN 05 OB S bn A B ) R 5 e,
MR — AN DL - (B0 T 2R Ak B B0 —— A B ouf A i SR T F T PO B 6 8 T e e 5, 2t
PR ERC Y, BRI RIS, AR N 07 SRR LA & 7 A 2R
FROIE T RRS /0, RIS IE 75 3 4 2 08 2 TG B T8 B Mk N GORBEAT A8 R TCHOARIE, AR I 2 e
AT 63 AN DA TSP N R SR A e LUK 32 /. JF HBEE P 2 ik, AW A H e
B, B — DG AR 35 T SR AR TE I BT ) 3R A 3] (1 5 B AR 55 - BRLUE, e FOIHIR B Tt
FOEET Hym SR R S, DU RS /NS, ek B A 1A S 9 SR R DIk icdle e iy
FEHLER S SRR T R B AT BRI 2%, IR R B — s AR BE ), AR ML AR A
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TR RABTAIFN TS 7 IR B 4 LUE i R o 1) it , AR5 RS LA 2 2T - MLk
H - NTAUS A RE, e 2 SCBLRN AR B A R A ad DA S K A A 55 9] S PR PR Bl o 3 3] S K0 ) 45 48
RER, L2 IR RE N AW I ORI b S HEf R, BRI 2 H KRR . 5 AT
CAEE, YNGR OB IR RIAN S TARR ) AR, ARG RRm, BB AR A
SEVERFRSENE, HbR Sl B BRI 2, DRI C 20 10 21 BT AR R R RIS A 5 1) M) 222 ) A AT B
ERERNAZ, ELHEREN T EHE, LA IR ER RSO . 2. Samplas>]
BT DAPRIE . AERA 027 2] B PH PR T8 B0 5 A5 IRV SR I, AT i AE T A SR AR 2155 3R
(K1 B B AN I AR AR il LAY RO 3R] 5 8 2 B [ OG R, AMUEIRSEDUREHE 7 - H i,
BT IR IEH KA S S g, S 245 22 1 s/

3. FHEEBREES TS ESFEE

IR B R 2 R - EXE A, RN R N N E R R T A
PN, I DN TARE T SOREA B br_EXS R 5 3. T IR A 1A i N RE A 1A R
(03], X TR AN R g e A B, RO 2E, IR B NI I 2R Wy BEE N R g
BRI E, 185 B BE AL TR AH IS X AR B A bR VR ) 75 SROBORGBRITE 2, KRR JF I e
T LRGBS B T . mt H TR TE, A A E A ST . S AR R D AL 35 1] M) S ) L 1 R
T REFFMBRAL . SEACH AR R R WA S EU AR R s, AR ] () 7 F
FeafEtAN, A AR e B SO B R P81 B I S RO AE AT IR/ I 5 1) S e i
BLas 2 5 NSRBI, I HU AT LU A B R EAUI Gt AT LA o TR 2K e ) i A 5 24
R S 4, RS B P T S5 SR R R AT S SR A e T Re, B SRR W TR
SRIVRE R, T HREEAT RSN AR B FR bR & AT 55 . BRI, RSO B 70 N 2 f o e o ik
ERORAR, DML S A PRI T R

ML ERE, il i ) 3 AT 2 SR 3] B A e e, BN — A SO U B i B Ik
BB A 0 (— BOE SO R) e X TIUHEA R, 172 2 A A IR — 2 MR s PP 31, T A
MR E LR RSN FRUREIFI . BRI, WA H 1A i R sebr Fo— NP SIbRER LR, R
F B FE A i PU B 5 R ) A A R DU R b e B, FOE SN A] 1 B

il 0 k 1 S

~

fi 0 q u i S

Figure 1. Modeling the best budget dictionary reconstruction task

1. B IEA SIRHRARIESEIE

FEVUYE A T F 3] rP I W AT S DN TR N N R B I TT IR, AR Ui e — > ] T R AE
TR AN RERIR, BAEESEZ DN PR —NRENIRAIE 1 HE qu A TR
—AEAR K)o BRSRE, RIS PP IR A, MERRIE TR e 2 T HE RO L Xl
HARBAEPTIHE S IR - FHES T, MO EEE & W 51 24K, TELA 17 SRR
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RUHR S — X —BOARVERIE, R H IE AT — ST A P B S5 A PR R SR A ) e . BA A
TRFFEANESG & RN — BT T 2 A WA R, — b R e A8 R 2 T S e AT R )
i —ADFEX Y —NREITT, KRERIAE F AR R AT — X — P SUARE ;s 53— PhE R R e H 7 4]
PR AN TR AR — N K E TG, FHE S AR PR S BT B IR, RATRRIERRK
HIPH . B MIER R ) R R N B W S R A AR, BRUAAE R AR R I . 28
RPN T A R TR TR SRR, ORI T BRI . FER MO U, B
AN ERD T AR AR TR R R, AEAEA TR o R R AR R 0. DR AR SO R B IR 7 53
REFEGINFH LR, @l BB E & R0 SR 7 B H T 55 5 7 NI 75 7 9 B i
RV RIPREAL DS, AT EERR N PP 7y SR 505 S i 3 3 ) 5 — o 4 A

MR % Bk A, R SClFAUbsE B A IR 2, HATH AR 2R T Gout i 5 51 b A A 5
TANZ LS I 7 FURR AR AL . o BTG v (¥ 77 S ARV E AR AL AE S 2347 1) i BE R BN 17 51 54528
P Z I8 IO &, S R I B O JK W R A (Hidden Markov Model, HMM) . & {4 i 4137 45 774
(Conditional Random Field, CRF)&%. AT H T~ GitH #5840 1 Be 8 76 & BE RIS [B] N SR A, 305 00 7 51 A 48
DA 5 2 (B IR A O SR i T T AL AL BE, BRI 20 T V7 22 SERRAFAE I DRI RI 3, e T BUBE RS0 B0
EAHIANERE AR, T EMEE LRI R A Be KRR . ML, FETH& ML (17 51
PR AR ) 42 T4 3 SO SRR, JE I ) A I R R 5 S SR SN S AR AE SR . [EIR,
22 2 P R A M A L AT SRR B A B BE 0, AT T DU B S R I SC R BEAE R B2 ST 4
R RE, BTHEMEEFHbRERE O 2 E SR, 5 EHEL VLSRR 2 /NS R H 1
B, KESLIGERMOUF, RES T RWIMIIZGEIE, B TR0 LS 1 P F AR A5 5 2 i A
FAEG G AL, X Hodr, JEIRHRZE /2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN)X 7 41 55 BA KR I TR
SCHRIRFE ARG ), TEVE 2 B F#EUS T R 0 R, DRI BN P SRR AT 55 0 B IR AR 2 [1]

BT UL BT, ARSCING T - BRI RN P ARV ) AT L, JRR R G & M E IR 42 ) 2%
VERNFPHINRERRRL, G560 5 7 S B R s I )0 R I G S A, DASEIIL PG R 210 8 7 L g At
BRI HUL, TIPS T - SRR 8ER

4. BT REAHEMERNFEHREE
ARSL B 0 T bR T L S P A I ] 2 R

Connectionist Temporal Classification layer }

were |11 11|

Recurrent neural network layer

lnput?ﬁoquis

Figure 2. Spanish phonetic labeling model based on character
embedding + RNN + CTC

& 2. EFFFFRAN +RNN + CTC WA FEF SR ERE
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LMK RS IUR , =BT P 2 R AR R . Ho, Fa N5 DA B A R ) 4
NFH, AR RN T4 o AR SO S B ) 52 10 75 ORI PUBE P 1 A HEAT S, R 745 H BHRFE &
FCPT AL B R SCRHE BT M A RN, DME v IS R IE SR IR U AN BE . 25, FE TR K
2% (RPRFAE SR BUZ R N IR 545 ) 52 B2 AT 2 PR B IBURI AR R RS AT S B BE S [X 20 AN TR 35 3K 110
TR AEAE ot RS FI W AR IR [2] o H TR 22 f 26 BAT RARIIIN P 454, DRI L RE 6 A7 Rt s
FEFPBUI) LR SCRFE, AT 24 (15 R E SR O e B R AL AR AR . B, TR P 20 SR 0 i
JEARIE R e 22 0 45 S (4 0 A R ISR OSBRI 2 B N Tl B — S5 330, &TE IS R
FP5, AT S B B A B B TT AR . RN P 0 SRR NG LR PFSEPR & — A Softmax 7p36)Z, 1E
BTSN B A — AN R3] (AR ZAAE TR B BUR R 3G R SO T
BRI S, TR L. REERE, RN 7R AT PLSEIHC P 51 2
R B B o TR P EE S B A B T HEE RN MR R e
HI 5 HAN P HR S, PRI e SR A 4 e 20 2 mT LAAT R S DA N 3 1) 2 S 35 22 P A1 F) A3
HRER, T SEBIL I 2 S 1 545 gD

4.1 BT EEBRTHFHFRNANE

M T 2 A A R B2 DA R AR i A R gk, PRI A5 S T AR PP A AT O
P2 M I T AR IR 1K) 7 - R R S B ). AR SRR, A4 bdE H K one-hot
te) B A AR T A S B — S IR RS R RS A, R YRR R AT AN XA RSy SR
BUTAE 5 745 Z AR R L BOAR AU, M 17 AN 5] 7 35 AE A s — > BR] IR A 8 1Y) LR SORIBR & LU
AT NLP A H ] i N AR 3] [4], LA AR g it 5, SR AR Al s 25 TR RIIGR 345 A &
M SEBL P T8 7 A R SRR . AR, Rom AN TR I A A 2 IR A2 one-hot [,
2w AU 2 dese &g, HEniE 3 fros.

fi:[1,0,0,0,0,......, 0] fi:[0.25,0.21, 0.33, 0.58, 0.64]
0:[0,1,0,0,0,... ... , 0> 0:[0.01,0.32,0.54,0.18, 1.57]
4:[0,0,1,0,0,... ... , 0] 4:[0.11,0.23,0.42, 0.64, 0.56]
Figure 3. One-hot vector encoding and embedded vector encoding of Spanish
characters

[ 3. BIEFIEFHTRY one-hot RIELREL SR N\ B E4RAT

HEr, " FIIgRnm s T EARE, Hpimg—AJE h Google KA ) Word2vec HEZE . ZHELE
A B T 22 IR 2% ()15 S AT T H, R AR I 2okt SR0E S, Hah i R an 4] 4 Fw.

ATLEH, BETHEMSIE SR HERA S = MMENKE, B—ERAE, FRXH
one-hot a3 1iA 7 5; 5 2R —NUZ, FT¥ one-hot [a] &M sl — A4k FE ARG SE AL & 28
SRR MMAEMKIRE R, WU R TIER R W B e softmax 2, F TR T8 G
[~ — AN e RetE . SRR RIS, A7 TE ML 2 b 1 ) Sl e R A A R N R, TR
Tl A R SEBR AR W AE F R, BT 7 IR N AR A B R I AR AR M,
HERA, it word2vec X1t T CBoW R Skip-gram A&7, WA S5 Ry EEIRIE T BRE R
AL, RORE T2, Hr Chow 8 DLERR PRI bR SCHE A AN S T 24 Hi 47 B (1) 5],
17 SKip-gram A5 74 M) 24 i B3] Ay A SR PN I A2 TR A 32 g Fe At B ], RS (T R 4 i dn ] 5.
Kl 6 s
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Word2vec i1 5l 4 T H ] LAE 7 75 80 2 i i EEAT BRI 6. IRk, ASCRA Word2vec
FERPEHESF 7 FF RO T, DA A RN BR SN, L CBOW BB RN I I 215
R, GRS AR S I P E 4T3

4.2. BT RAMEMENFHERE

PEI 22 9 2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN)& —FREER IR Z & N4, HEZERF A2 RES 2
HERR AR L B IR P AFAE, DRI e % 8 R8O e F1 508 1) b R STk io¢ &R [5] [6]. RNN [14h
TR s T Ul 7 B

i-th output = P(w, = i|context)

softmax
o0 .. o0e )
X\
X \

most| computation here \
\

\
\
1
tanh !
ee) '

Tmssssssssssssssssssshesincssnnnnnnnnnnnnn o
shared parameters
across words

index for w,_ index for w,, index for w,,

Figure 4. The architecture of word2vec
4. Word2vec 224

INPUT PROJECTION  OUTPUT

w(t-2)

w(t-1)

w(t)

wi(t+1)

w(t+2)

Figure 5. CBoW model
5. CBoW #&#Y
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INPUT PROJECTION OUTPUT
w(t—2)
w(t=1)
SUM
w(t)
w(t+1)
w(t+2)

Figure 6. Skip-gram model
6. Skip-gram 155!

y M V2 Yr
O O O - O
W, W W W,
ST oEN IR
Wal o w. W, W,
@) o O - O
X X X Xr

Figure 7. Structural characteristics of recurrent neural network
7. {EIRHLE 48 B SRR

RNN [N\ 2= R AR i [m) &, i N 240 28 0/ S5 B iy N 80808 B o) B 4R . i )
CEIMBLIR 22N S IR 2 2 RNN ORI LA EEREARYE, I L 00 2 R AS T R
BOTE S, SHNZIIAR & EIENEE R, S EARIRIRESE. RIS R E N
JEBEAT X ST, RIS BN — I 2R S E BTN PRk At RNN 2 Sebrie — MR, H
AP TTRE — DA, B ME TR E R R MAREARE T XL IR A R E. TG
H, RNN SEBR Bt —AN =4 g 24, JLrrmt I 4ERE F IR P 8055 TN T 2K RS, (HAEAT
A, MEGES BB RTEEAZ R FHEAREA RNN 5 2 E IR A 1 Fros:

h =H (W% +Wy,h_, +b,)
Y, =O0(W,,h +b, )

Forb x N IS ZIBI 28N, H MBS 2 B0 ek S CEF 0 ARt s 2L, W0 Tanh e %k), O fURHIHZ
7 RPRH (I 2 Softmax FRIEL), ye A t IR 21 % H 1], 38 R — NS I RS 1) o BUE Wans Whns
Why DB BT by by #0727 2l I 254 BER € O P25 S5

RNN Gt 3 R A2 TRR IG5, AP SRS, R D Bt b 2 ZevEsgn. T
A T B RO BR B A, DR AR AR R SRS 7 A AR B O A REAZ IR B AR 10 77 s Rp R [l 4%, 5 di A 7 A L
TR, X P ECEIE A RNN AE SRR ik R e 21 A B R B B I R AR AR 2R o O T SO TR

M
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TEFERT I 7 O HRRHAE (R SR 77, AATTERHE 79U, BV IE e 1 74% R 2 O RS O KR B ) 7
FREREAZ s oAb & 5910 EE 77, B2 an K FE 2 12 578 (Long-Short Term Memory, LSTM) AT &35 5.6
(Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU)&E, P& )N #8481 S da S R 70 il an 2] 8 F1E] 9 P

" )

®
Ganid
Q ®
> [0 [©anh] [0]
> >
N

4

x|
Figure 8. The internal structure and operation process of LSTM
& 8. LSTM WS RIZE T2
MEFFT LA, LSTM SEFR Fa i T 142 s ) RNIN BSOS 5076 . A2 0 3 =AM ek H0r
— BRI ZANTTRECEE PR BT TR 1, 2 alEhlsh 2 o %N« A0 DLA St
B TTAE LSTM & uic i, S2s S rdE], A Balos iffmoN, FRAEk BH0E & A4
WiE. LSTM NS BT A 2 Fros:
I =O'(Wi '[hmvxt]+bi)
f, :G(Wf [hea % ]+b )
0, :O-(Wo ‘[ht—bxt]'f_bo)
¢ = fic, +i tanh (W, -[h_;, x ] +b;)

O]

h, = o, tanh(c,)
h¢
hii( )
R
Tt 2t ilt
lo| [o] [tanh]
)
1
J
M |

Figure 9. The internal structure and calculation process of GRU
9. GRU MR Rz Hid 12

5 LSTM ALk, GRU [FIREfE A T 1 1#E0LH] . 1524 GRU RN TR, BIFEHTIMEE ). H,
BT T3 00— B 2R E(E B X els A RS, 1 BT 45 ) 48 1 0 AR 24 m
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ZIREE B A RFEE . GRU cell f A8 Hﬁ&gﬁ SR E 9 AR 3 Fios:
( hyx])
h —tanh(W[nhtfl,&])
ht :(1_Zt)ht—1+ztﬁt
I T ML BE 08 S NS B EEH], M AR 2t FE R RS R R LR, (B R T 280
JRAFBE BN ) . A LSTM SRF, GRU IS/, BEENHFRRERA AL LSTM 2, BEE7E
FEEG S R IR AL T LSTM. BRI, GRU /& H RTEH#H2 /0 48 1) B i A8 44
AL, 58 RNN & Hm] R FF, PRIt R BRI A 2 5 D Se A5 R T 24 B i Z0 o an e, 1T e S biaA T
SR AN NP PSS, MR R G A B SUE S AT e Rm A EREEAIS . K0 RNN
(Bidirectional RNN, Bi-RNN) =] LA FH PN [ 52 J2 43 9 R AR J5 O JE AR R AL BE S HE . 2 Jim P R A
BN E, v HRER PN T 17 B P RRE @ A% ) [ 7]. Bi-RNN B&& )2 145 mT an & 10 fis.

t+1

o

Figure 10. Hidden Iayer structure of bidirectional recurrent neural network

& 10. MEEIFHEZME RS BER
Ak, XA RNN FE E RS fE n an a2 4 s
h :Wﬁht +Wﬁht (4)
HA AT LSTM(GRU) T AT LA B A ] LSTM(GRU) P45
43. EBAT RIS EERFSEE

Hﬂ?*’]ﬁk@ﬂiﬂ‘%%ﬂﬁ’]?ﬁ"@l'GEXTTLEI’J FANHOFAE— X, JF HIEHE TR E
NN TFRAN . Bk, 7 - B ALEEEK T ?ﬁﬁﬂ?ﬂh%ﬂ%%’ifhﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁh
LR 43 2 (Connectionist Temporal Classification, CTC)/ENy—Fp7E 1 & 1Rl ek b 5 48 B 1 7 1 B v
Sk, HARGTT DASEHA P F 20HE 7 51 (e (8] AR ok, SR P esihr b — it il
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RERY Softmax 432585 . 7EAEST Softmax 4383, AN AT SRR — NS AN AMBR4E, {H1E CTC
1, Softmax JZ=FR T W E A MW FAIREETT f4h, BN T —ANRR T R AR, HARAE
b i —A 7 (blank)bra%,  Fon B — N ZIR A TR A LhRIIRAIAREE . [, M ThEE LR
Kk, CTC AL XM THAIZRRRZER A, W VKPS SR IR 2R . BARE, Bl
PR 2% i o — AN EE Y T I 1) &P 4 oo, W) T SRRt 2 B P A 28 I 2% LR I 3 R T
M5 n RS R R R — MR . FRER E T A MRS R REE(GEN K)
PAS—A> “227 (blank)2E . Fe M 28 5m 2L 07 81 o TR R an A2 5 s
p(k.t|x) = soft max out{ ) .k € K Ublank

T 5
p(n|x) =T p(k t/x),k e KUblank ©

o x RRFNIT I, pk, )R RTE t B ZIBERL TN k FIREZE{E, 2 Softmax 4- KA RIE T — )=
128 10X 2 i ) PR ARFALEARL T A5 2 1)+ p(aef) T R B8 AN i 3 47 RO RBE SR A, 1 b A1 I 220 ) 2R AR 3248 pk, tx)
FHIRAF RN o RO, A —> 2250 — B B(r) R AR AL S tH 7 51 0 e 4 L SRS P 51y, Bt i
A 6 frs:

B(ab,—,—c)

B(-a,b,—c)

y=p(n)< (a,b,c)=4p(-aab,—c,c) (6)

B(- a,—., b,—c,c)

AUAE Y, ZRECE SR TS o T AN AR SR B AR R ORR 28 & I — AN RAIAR %S, SR A
B i (blank) bR %5, BIATTE B & IRRAEFP A1 y . BRIk, CTC 73282 HI e A e R vl 3] 11 piross

A v

w 1 | m | a n g 1 EZ 0
CTCX’% e
( M &It &It \

blank | w | 1 m

=

aQ

a9
g
N
gs!
N
o

RININAE 2 77 0]

h u | 1 m a n g u 1 1 1 0

Figure 11. CTC layer sequence conversion process schematic
[ 11. CTC BF5Einid g R E

AXEE W, ATBAAEAEZ IR 751 Xk R [ — MRZE 81 y . BRI ECSEARZE P41 y IR SR I
REFTA BEME FEH R y BT m R A, A7 R

p(y[x)= > p(n|x) (7)

ﬂeﬁ’l(y)
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CTC IZkI B AR 2115 B B SRS 741 y (A SIE BB KA (KRG TH) o B H BT Bk

b R B R SOG BRI T 3R, DA A B35 B2 05 12 B e o 250028 81 0 /ML (BN T B R AL B S
ZFHIIMESR). Rk, HARREUE A 8 fiis:

CTCLoss =—log p(y|x) (8)

A 8 BITHE AT FZRIT HMM 8 1a) Bk sh S RISk o ve, It HAZ8Er s aE s ar |-+
AR 7 BB, MR 2ot f2 . AL g5 i Ja, BIny X pa e 2 e ko 5
TG T

i+ CTC mJA S Sl K 7 41 2 8 0 7 51 O i B e 6, RIS IR EBEE A B E R AN F R ER S
FEITCHIXT TR AR, TS T 6 2 i 7 A B IR, RO I R B B 15 A .

5. SR B SER D
5.1. SCISHURER

AYAE TR YL T F—F R e RS, AR SO DL B8R LS A A SR A S I6 BE AT
T —RANIGUESLE . BARK), A0 sl 8 & v R EE NN ZaERE, 2T word2vec sz S2 8l 7h
T ZR AR BRIk Z1AEILE S TEPE T 518 9 4%, HiaRKEMN 1 3 20 A A . #4578
YA AR B BRI EEE 27 A0, A AN o E 74 {a, e, i, o, UHEMENE S i E R B EPEE AN, é,
i,0,0}, WL BEMNPERNX LRX WG, #8%IEHEF1E RE A A Rsibs BF 32 fh. YIZRFR/iik
NBTHA R g E B 1 s,

Table 1. Spanish thesaurus statistics for character embedding training

F 1. BTFHRNIGHEIERERITER

0<L<4 5<L<8 9<L<12 13<L<16 17<L<20
B B A3 A 2865 41216 39804 6798 357
Jr o5 BB A 3.1% 45.3% 43.7% 7.5% 0.4%
TR 4,61,0,0,a¢1i,0ul mn,p,stcqdbvrzfjghhyxkw

FESER T AT RN TR IGRZ 5, ASSCHE R R PG B 51 i il S T R b R AT 5 — 35 e s R g |
ZSEREIRIE. ZIERILR T 91,040 &P AR, A EHIREEEAT T E RPN TARE, Hp
HBHE T MADER POVEERS AFERZWRE N EbR, UEFE—DERAARERIEL, Fred
I 25 DAFEME RARCAT 5. BT A ABE V& RIGNES, BIZiER b i p K 4
MR TESETHERFAINKE, BARMgiHE g 2 s,

Table 2. Statistics of pronunciation dictionary corpus

F* 2. REFNHRERHGIER

WA T E AR WG T K WEART &K
B 5K 0 79,200 11,840
Jv ik L 0% 87.0% 13.0%
HEARICE a,E>i,0,w,u,l,mn,p,s,tkdb,r E3/4,f x g E2j ks, EZ, E§

AT R 1A HAERHZHE 70%. 10%F1 20%F) ELBIBEAT I ZhE . IR EE RN AE R R 43, HoRiil gk
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BE 4%

ERTHRMSER ARSI, RAEENH e SRR M ZRRCR, PiibrEd g, k& m T
PR FRIARTE I fE

5.2. IRBRHE S

RPEAS PR IR 7 28, ASCR ] python 3.5 + Tensorflow 1.4 SR PG F BT - S BT A bx
TEREAY, AR R T E SRS L e A I 2R SR . B SRE, A4 %R T word2vee R
CBOW #E A1 skip-gram #E AR SEHL 7R i N W 2 [1)112%, 5T Tensorflow KA IEF RNN + CTC 1
B, fERd R, SR WS R0, it 1 B 2 R G5 M FEAT SRS S0 Sk S AR A 45
MR R HI0AE, YRR 2 bR SRR B = IR B IR A R 4L . WA E 20 s, B
TR ASRE, JRET RS WA SR SEIE R ARIE S R AT SRR . T BRI I,
XFT CTC ¥t JZ W &, A SCIKHEH H I PE I & R AR ILIE 26 195, 730 25 AN 2 200 il —
AN

PERLAE N SRt _EUIZRIS 1 B bR g it 4.3 1A 3K 8 B Y1457 R 2T Minibatch FIBENUESE T
%%, Minibatch K/NE A 512, BI— R M YIZREE T BENLERL 512 AN $uiafE %A, 12> Minibathch
FIEATA AL ZR. &4 Minibatch tH5E — R BAReR &L, AT —RBRRETE R, Aok, EUIZRd R b RATIE xS
R FATEHFRAL B, B[R — Mini-batch Y FLE DAk 0 7 RIHA R SR — MK EE, DMETRIHIFATIHE
RITFHRRARIYNZRE S o« i) ZhEe AR Minibateh FOEE #0252 I 25 (B7ESGIESE bk AT — iy
PR ORI IR . FESIESE b AARVE BUR R FH BAm] (AR RS 0 2R A 9 PRl P A, B IE B AR AR SR 40 5
6 UF A2 S R SRR KU O AS) o i FBAR I TH SR AR X A2 5y 88 BH it s BASE 08 P BE 2F B3] R 5 (R B E AR
MISIEEE E R ER R AT TR A N, RS AR I 25 (R IR R R AR IR AR Bk AT
AR, BSE, DADIRAR b RAS B b 5 R 1 238 B R A Dy e A5 2

FEPIZ, ARG IHER— G %% Linux RGNS Figfr, ZIREHAE 8
Wi% 5% CPU, 64G DDR W17, [AIRFACHE 4 Bt NVIDIA [f] Tesla K80 GPU R HEATIIIZR Nk .

5.3. SEREROH

G2 M 2% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN)J& —FERR IR e 2%, HOB 0 it 2k s 2
H BB L B RARII P AFAE, DRI e 0% A8 R8O e #1510 B R ST OC R [5] [6]. RNIN [#45
FRE AT U &l 7 B

1E 27— 22 PP 28 W 2 R L B (V) i 2 b, FRATTGHASE AL (1 8% B 45 4 S 08B ik 47 7 AT 10
DHIYIZRFIMR, T 7 RS0 0~ F S E AR i & i debn,  DAZE AR SE Fobm & 14 B8 A 47 1 Y
EAERINE N A ISR . 2%, TEZ LR G, BATHRE T R 25 s B gh 6y, Bpkan
% 3 R,

Table 3. Specific parameters of the optimal grapheme-to-phoneme conversion model

3. R FERRENNAGTSY

BRENZ) 10 MR, R 10 AR, SR CBOW R I ZR3k 45
FR(RER) BIAEH LM 4%, % 128 /> GRU $t
EEZEEHE) Softmax 73r2KZ, WHE 26 M A

KHEE 3 s s gty Ll ZRINGZ ), ZBERAENNKTER EBE] T s ibs & R,
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UL T ASCHT SR B AT . AN, O T EASCH SRR A bn i PR RE AL TR AT, SRATIAE S
AT LA B AT 5 5 FAR AR E 0t L o IX SRR 5 3RAT TR0 AR AL 8 R A R RE B IR 2 1R
I R AR R B R B E A 1 IR 5. JRATTRIAEIC S, 1 2% IS A S5 L (KR 2 #E A 250 (b 55 L Af ) B2
] IR AR R L), RARE R WL 4 P

Table 4. Comparison of transcription results of different grapheme-to-phoneme conversion models
4. TEIFERRERREERINITEL

R fhBhAb e MRS %
HMM-GMM FERUIPIGHEHEXTE, B 81.24%
CRF FRYSIEEEXFT, FAERAR 88.66%
RNN(tanh) FRVGIFEERENF 87.54%
LSTM + CTC Ui )iy 88.63%
GRU + CTC(ours) Ui 21 B 91.88%

MRAFTTLAE H, ASCHTHR PR E A 1R - S AT FEUS TR a g5, T
ASCHTHE R o RN BRI A2, B T AR e i m 2 Ak, 54T RNN + CTC 1975 :UrT oSk
P )05 AU 255 AR, RIVRSE 2R (103 N R A R TR R R 6 P 1, T Bl A 6t B 9 5 R T
Hh [A)AS i3 75 AT B R D) 20 DL S 8 2R (R B S, AR KA T IR Ba i d i S 44
AT DA B H SEIU K A 7 9 BN 5 2 7 A 0 B Bl e, R G b o I R R AN I TAL B B i AL
fEo XZ HMM, CRF DL %iE RNN JCiEsSEIL DiRe. RN 53T 41t 77 HMM. CRF BB AHLE,
PREE W 28 REE E B BRI 7 FIRFE, AT S0 1 AN [EE PR TRE 20, iEA RS IR
ST HLNOL N A B TR S A A R, kPP B L N REUL T & R &1 &, M
T SEILEE LA N IR
6. B4

SCEE SR Y R T ISR INE AT TR, 0T T IRARAE I S AT R
fE DTSR AR, T A R A A R A (14 5 358 AR T PR PR TR A (0 A . B B, SRR Y
PR R VA S A — A PR IEAR 55 R, 15 S M word2vec HESLAE el ¥ PHBIE A4 i 1A 8 L
MR TFHRN IR X PR RS AR R R . 25, FE TR R M4 AERL I 7 0 KA
BT PYEE TS b, R B MR E IR R T TGRS, IR R B, BT
FRFARA + RS + JEERIN 2 RN T - FARERR ] LIRS s b S AR, RN BUE 4
(ARSI AT S B AR TE LR, 0 B SR N R AR BUIRAT 22, WA RSB s 28 3 1) P BT o 1 A b 5 A 55
X T PGP TEAR 5 R AL AR5 B A .
B M

e, RE G S R A B R R T R4 3 S B, R ARy S USRI SR R Y 2 1
] SR SO T K SCRF . A8h, XTI 4 TR S B SR B R, SRR, AT ST AR AN
BRI T A B R

E&UH

TH] [ 45 8 A30%E 20 2 R B 0 2B Fh k& R SR 2 9T (Y5 . 2019JZSY0002)
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