3-Q-18

SRR T D 72 00 DA BT B IABE B 3 T IR [ 5 B Mt
ASRKREE (EHEKX - RE, WK), WEEEE, SEMEM, RBKE, RS (RK)

1 ([ELC®IC

e — DHFILEFE T b 2 HEEIL, KahE DORFEP R
FEOFERE R O R, SEANOREIZIGL
TEREDFEEHD 2> THEHINTWD, HFEIZLD
IIa=7—YarTiE, SEVEENZEESICEN
FEEALTVWDE I LD, NHOROFEEH O M
ENZ DN, HFORGEINT S TIREDESIC
KESEHLDZEBHIONT WS [1]. EAEFEZEHHAT
IZIRE D DDH 5 “World Englishes” (WE, 555
FE) [2, 3] DNIBTHEZTH, FEaBihE OFEHHxt
PRI & 137 5. EEROIE, &£HA WE 0%
MR ERH#T 2L THDD, RIETIE, WE 25
OB, ik & o BRER (M) IZAED TS Z
EEMELTWS., RIFTORMERIE, 15/ AL
SEhN s HGEFHE OGN E/EL Z L I2H 5.

A DHEBAEITE, FEEROREFDENERT
FEime, TRPRICZY R CcEBEHT 50
EHD 5. A THIZE [4] TlE, Speech Accent Archive
(SAA) [5] ® TPA EZELZHAWVWT, ZiF&M0S
WREEM L ERL, SHERLEEMZHNT, Z
NEFHTEZ L 2RAE. L LSS, [4] TH
Wz B IR IR & 2 212 Bl X - SRR L (X
EAT, X0EYRSEEMOERD DI, X
DB DR BETH 5. AFTIE, HONnELD
HEEE R ZTR, INSDHEETR - 72,

2.1 EOTHRICBEIFEFE

JATRRSE 4] T, REOSWEE# 2, Dy-
namic Time Warping (DTW) (2 & > TR % % —F5#&
DIPA HEZELOEAIA ML LTERLZ. DTW
BRRAIORS, FLEFIHETHbhTWE T LT
VDALTHS.

DTW ZHVWTHET 2720121, RBffAaTe
LTRToO HMEHEMEHET 28 EN D L. £
ZT4F, »rBPMOERFE (BT, P01 &F
T25) ODFREOHFZHNT 3IRELEADORE
HMM %L, 2 DOt d 2 REM CREE /16
@ Bhattacharyya distance (BD) % & © = D%
B THEERE - U 7.

SAANT 757 DAHGERIZ, “FHEOHFSEL
THIGT 2 HERHM T DTW 247\, ERULHEGE
A PO (69 HEE) ZaEEMSEME E&HL

Too ARIZBWTIE, 74 7 =R EDRDITHHAZ
N BRI FERETHIBRL, BidE L -HEEEa X b
Z0&U7.

[4] TIXEZEE TN TRO/ZHEFHERHEE DTW 12
L O SRHEMEZERZ LU0, TSN HERDMT
HiFFEZASNS. [6, 7, 8] 3&FABBEMICMHEE G Z,
FFEVEDA S CHREMERME LTEHRLEZ. L
U, ZOFMFEMEICHED < FiriERie s B8 &
2H0DT, HmDOBENDHD. 9] 1$HHATER
& (pointwise mutual information, PMI) TH#& A 2
TEXRL, L—Ryyago Ve UCEEERE
Wz 3 U7z, [10] % naive discriminative learning
(NDL) Z HWTHE RS & BEEOEEN D 2 ERLL,
DD TR & HEE L 7.

2.2 EITHROMES
KA O BEMEETIEICOWTIE, %O
PRI ORMATE I N T WS,

o J)AfHIFEREIX BD AV A

o L HIPHEE I R B VED D B Z & TRIE
B Z S0

o HIED XR%E 4 E L 7\ monophone (2 & % H
B OE TILIEL] A

o Hi¥ HMM [HEEEETIRIEY T 1 A ¥ M

AREFETIX, SAA §5& 395 NEMHHRE L Tol
SMEAR BRI S EH Y A Y MR, RO
HREEE 21T, CONREMEDRE R D)%
WEd 5. BRRIRIZRkD B R E X, L0 EYRFEE D
¥ragEe T 52BEMTH 5. T IIHI XKL
PR B 5 G R % MR O pJakE R & ks 5
T THREL 420, EREEOMELRETH 5.
F T, SATHRZE )9, 10] TiTebirz, “REEEZEE S
L OFEBEBREREIEKTSZ2T, LDELE
RS2 BBIITRD B Z L 2GS 5.

3 DHWEEMOEEEICD W TODMREE

4] CIREEETIVHOERIZ BD Z2HVTW
. UL, BEHEEHEZ KD D ERD M H
& LTk BD Oz, Hellinger distance (HD),
Kullback-Leibler divergence (KL), Mahalanobis dis-
tance (MD) &\Wo 726D HINT B I L HAGETH
D, EOEEVPBHETH 2MIHRIZED LS. K
fiTix, POl DREEHETIVEMAWT, 4 DD
Bt #I & 0 B HEREE 2 kD, MHBEZHARD.

* A study on the calculation method of reference distance between speakers toward automatic clustering of
accents of World Englishes. by T. Shi (Tsinghua University, The University of Tokyo), S. Kasahara, N.
Minematsu, D. Saito, K. Hirose (The University of Tokyo)
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Table 1 Corr. of phone-to-phone distances between distance
metrics using P01’s HMMs.

BD HD KL MD
BD 1.00
HD 0.56 1.00
KL 084 054 1.00
MD 0.71 0.41 0.60 1.00

Table 2 Corr. of speaker-to-speaker distances between dis-
tance metrics using P01’s HMMs.

BD HD KL MD
BD 1.00
HD 097 1.00
KL 099 098 1.00
MD 0.96 0.89 0.94 1.00
ERDZ B BT RSB FORTREINS [11].
1 PINED S
DBD(p7 Q) :g(ﬂp - Nq)T <p2q) (Mp - Mq)
*_11n 1(Zp +2g)/2|
2 VIZp] 2]
1 _ _
Dicr(p,a) =5 (g = 1p)" (25" + 3¢ ) (g = 11p)
1 _
+-§m(2p12q4-2q12p-21)

Diip(p.q) =1 — e Prrd

DMD(p7 Q) :(Mp - Mq)T(EPZq)_l(Mp - Mq)

poqg &2 DOEMAME, u,X FEHRDMD
SR MV E AT 2 F Y. FERFRNE & R
D KL & MD 22\ T, sz L Tw5.
11T 4 DOiFfEE HE CO RS MES#OMHBE %,
2 ICERH MR OB &2 R T, SR AN 2R B R R
HEZOVWTIRERIZL 2BV HEEDD, BAFL
TR A MR cIXZDELR o< RoTWVWA.

F 2 OFERN S, FhEMERAELIZS W T BD, HD,
KL (ZEFEEEAY 1 i < BEEIL 2B H 5 L 51
B oz h, MD 22\ Tl iHE % & OMHE
WAL TFR-oTW5,

4 BT HMM IC8 T 2EEREEICDOW
T DREE

[4] DZBIFEEOFEIZ LT ADOFFEEHIZL S
FEEHEICEOVWT WS, ZO-HHE HMM EkO
B, ZoEFFEEAE O, FEHE Ok
NDIEFNRH B Z L IFEDRW. T TIE, Hii
b5~ ANDBMDERFEE (AT, P02 LR 5) D
HEFRFEZNERL, POL, P02 ZNENDEE %W
72 2 DDFEEFE N L DL 5 WOMEZ >
Dh %R, FEERITFNE D2 % BGEEL 72.

INERTIE [4] & FRED 153 D HZIZOWT, &
20 BIFOFFEIYE, ZOET — X956 PO, P02 %

NETNTHF HMM 2072, HkEge UT
id, FEFEFILO MFCCL2 7t AMFFC 12
S i U
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Table 3 Corr. of phone-to-phone distances between P01 and
P02, separately shown for each distance metric.

BD HD KL MD
0.66 0.86 0.56 0.29

P01-P02

Table 4 Corr. of speaker-to-speaker distances between P01
and P02, separately shown for each distance metric.

BD HD KL MD
0.98 1.00 0.99 0.90

P01-P02

I D 24 ot W T oM k7=, Zh
& DTW 2 &b, 2 DOGHMFG %515 U7z,
% 3124 DDf#EE ‘TN ZETNTRD 7 P01, P02
O HE IR O 2, £ 4 1234 RIEEEO B 2R
3. B[RO B IXEEREE ]I ko TIHMEL< 2o
TWAD, FEERPEREIZOWTIE, YoBasEWH
B/ TWS. BE HMM OFEERIFIED Y
FREEEHEIZ AT BB HITINI VWE E RS,
FA4DFERIZ LB L, FEEMEHETIZSWT, BD,
HD, KL iZ2WTIHIEIEE U K SWOMHBERHETY
D123 L, MD OAMHEN 0.1 IFEENEDE2R-
TWTC, HTOMADOENIBIERTES.

5 Triphone Z#IF L 7-EEBED BRI

B% HMM D212 1% monophone 2 AW T W3
2, ZHIFHREMERE (DTWIZBT2R/MAaT)
MHIERDOBEDOMTICEHDLSTHAEINS Z &Itk
5. UL, IPAESELOHTIE, MHEZFOERKRD
B Iz (b2 R TR SN T o T vy,
Effisd 5 DN GIXBTER DO XRICKF L TWDE. 2D
54, H%1X, biphone ¥ triphone 7 & & DI O
Fi&FE U 7= HMM % i\ 5 /0 E 7 € 7 LB
WEETHDIEEZOLNS.

HEIIARFETHES 2 TH 153 FEH D, tri-
phone ZfEL &5 2T 5L, HoHWYEEFOIV
FiEEELTIERT 2HENH D, TOEERIZFK
BEDER->TULED. ZITRRbDIZ, KiEEHE
triphone Z i L, KiBEHFRICLLEFTEOHKESE
SRUZHWCEEEMAE MO EZITS. KEH
ROMBFRIE CMU R EFE [12) 22T 5 & 39 1#
HThd. HEELUDKEERRINADEHIE, TPA
M OKEEFRNDEHRKEZ FHNTITS.

triphone OREFETIE, FHREWEARZ HW-RES
FARZY Iz E D REOIEEEITS. DTW D5
FrAa7 & UTHW2 & RFEER 7L, RELER
OEYHE TIVECRAE T 5. KFEHE FE triphone D
MERE & L9 5 728, KEEEFE monophone & S
U, Bz EZMEREZ KD 7=,

K FEH% % HMM X English Read by Japanese
(ERJ) 2 —/ 2 [13] O BHERFEFEE M08 D FEqE

L OMELAZ. HMM WMEIZBT 580Nt
R LIZRT. REHEIZE-T, WHEETIVEN
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Table 5 Acoustic analysis conditions
Sampling frequency 16 bit / 16 kHz
Window size 25 ms length

Frame shift 10 ms shift

Parameters 12 MFCC + 12 AMFCC
#mixtures 1

#£states 3

Table 6 Corr. of speaker-to-speaker distances between P01’s
phone HMM, M08’s monophone and triphone HMMs.

P01 Tri4 Tri2 Mono
P01 1.00
Tri4 0.88 1.00
Tri2 0.88 0.98 1.00
Mono 0.87 0.98 1.00 1.00

#7100 (Tri2) £#9 10,000 (Trid) O 2 FEFD triphone
ZAERLL 72

KEEE # monophone HMM (Mono), Tri2, Trid %
AWTEH U -GEERAE SR, P01 BE S8
TV & W56 DFEE XS & R L OMBIZ K 6 12
R AR e LTl BD 2L TV

monophone & U triphone [Fl L TIL5E& MEEREIZ
FE AEZEIZA L, triphone 12U THZF| D4
REZRTDIL®, WHETLVEMMPSTEIL
IZEBEWKIFEAYRoNhro7. KiEERIGH
EMALULFEEEORE MR EZITO581F, &
HEHHE 3 2 b DKW monophone % Fi 72 i EHEE
HEFHITNIEFRZE VWS 22Tk B,

P01z & 55 MIFE#E & monophone (2 & 5555
FHAEOFRSIX, PO1 & P02 OMHBIL b L HEITMEL
o TWA. &b o DIEMNSIRHOH#E LTLD

ZUTHBh, BETHIZTISIRIEZIT>T WS,
6 WREBT7SA4 XY NOREMOWREE

[4] TOHF HMM [FOFRE, *itd 5 3 REZ
NEFNO BD O LTWab., LHL, ZHEEeT
DHEMTERED NI TH S LIXE V2.
3ARAED 5 B LHL D DIRFEBIZFTHRDO G 7 A v
k& DERDEBHEKTH 5 2 WS HED S, FNRED
ADK Y EMERREE NG L AL, TD BD DA%
EFVMEEEE T2 TEE. -20MtUzd
[14] TRALSNTVWB L5112, EVTH)Luik (Monte
Carlo, MC) Z HHWTIHREHDT 71 A Y b &S Z
CEEZONG. HB 2 OORGETFIEOERMA
HETHEE, YIal—YayEiz HMM OER
HERIZHE > T2 DDRIERSN % T > X LTHKL, K
RERSIMET DP v v F v 7% & 0 B/NEEEZ ked 5
(K1), ¥YIab—YavzFoiRL, Boh-i
D% € TIVHEERE UTRHAT 5.

P01 HEFROETVEHWZ B ERERE, *7-
¥ M08 F D monophone £ 7L % W72 5 FE [
PR S, e o AlEEE#E %~ BD, MD & U7z
BET, REM T 1M AV N2EBBLEZGEOES %

T

i SCEE
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Fig. 1 An example of state alignment using Monte-Carlo.

Table 7 Corr. of segment-to-segment distances between dif-
ferent state alignment techniques, using two speakers and two
distance metrics. (B:BD, M:MD)

MOSB MOSM PO01B PO1M

Center-MC 0.93 0.77 0.75 0.50
Mean-MC 0.97 0.93 0.93 0.72
Center-Mean 0.98 0.90 0.83 0.94

Table 8 Corr. of speaker-to-speaker distances between dif-
ferent state alignment techniques, using two speakers and two
distance metrics. (B:BD, M:MD)

M0O8B MO8M P01B PO1IM

Center-MC 0.996 0.975 0.995 0.949

Mean-MC 0.998 0.992 0.997 0.967

Center-Mean 0.999 0.988 0.997 0.993
ATz, ETOVHIEEEEZ, 3 REDFT (Mean) &

U756, HuAREER] o B D & (Center) e UL7=%
&, MC IZ&DEHE (MC) LEBAIZOWT, &
%ﬁﬁxyb%ﬁ%tﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%mbt.ag
TZITHOMCODYIal—ya vitBokT MR
100 MY I ab—3a v 2EIEMEZ LARERN
0.1% AR o7, & LTW5.

FKTIZRREMTY SA AV P FRFHEICBI S EH L
T AV MEFEBEOMEBE 2, £ 8 (755 [ D HHE
ZRT. GRS A MO O G E

(BEXZIIER), HTEOMAEDEIZL D E
moTW5., FEEMEHCEL T, MAaGbERIR

Y IS4 A Y MOFHEIZEBHEEIZR SN,

7 EHEREOLEBERUEHEIL

R E TIX, [4] TirbhTW» S EE MRS D
SHEAEIZOWT, SR A ZE N EBIEL, %
SMDFE IR EIZ B I B E A ML T E
%K$%KT,%$émt$$_;bibk%%ﬁ
BEDZ UM A RS 5.

FEHPEEE D Z Y ML, HIZAIEEMRICL > TER
MIZREH S N H M OFE I » 0EMIZ X 5

TiHiE N2 A, TD XS REBRERTEE2EZ 5L
L. 2 Z TR TIE, [9, 10] TiiRbIT
Wb &Iz {fa@né‘%xo)%ﬁttunua%%lﬂ

@%%Eﬁ%‘ﬁ’%, it X OFFIINT 2 “BEEEEH S
L OEBNREEME LS 5. 72b, RHEEEHE S
LSDPELSHBHETE S L, @Y aREHE
HEAEE D IBESAF T U AR,
HHHHERIZEIT D SAA SEEDOREEEE S L
éli, %@gé%t*% unné% 115 }\K@%EEE%&
D& UTHUEILS 5. EBIERTIE, &&5H
KEEREFEREA 1,143 £ HE 1, %m%‘*b@%%fﬁ

201449 A



Table 9 Corr. between automatically predicted scores and
subject native-likeness scores.

P01 MO8 Baseline
HD -0.81 -0.77 PMI -0.77
MD -0.72 -0.72 NDL -0.75

ENFZIREFEISEVEEEZLTWANEARATT
IFEETw5 9. FBFEBRTHEMAINZ SAA G
286 NSRRI, RIEEEEE S LS 2R L.

HATWgETIX, PMI ZHW7254 OME X
—0.77[9], NDL % H\\ 7= & O AHE % —0.75[10] &
BoTWa, INODERLBDZDDR—ZF 1 Vv
95, POl BEDETIVE AW BEEIEE, *
7z 1% M08 &7 @D monophone €7 )V % /- & &M
FREEZ B, AR HD, MD & L7254 T,
FEHME2 A Uz, ZORGHE» S &iEE DR
FEEEE O L X &R, EEIEBRE OMBEEEELZ

FOICKHEEZ DS, EHEERE OMBEIL,
MD &b$H HD ZHWGBEDHAVE. 5 3,
F O 4 il T BD, HD, KL & MD & TlX&&
FEHHRE BV TEHETOREDEWIRE SN
N, ZZTOME»S, FBHEEMHOMBEIZDOWTIX
BD, HD, KL DREHD P BELTWBLEZD. F
7= MO8 (2 & 5 E M A A5 X b E PO IT&
HHEE R 2 WG E DD EL otz )
LEBANOEBUIHRLTH Y, SHETOEEELIX
HHEPIEHRO —HIEHEEINDE iR Db. ZOD
— T, Tri2, Trid TIEHXXREGFEHEE WS TED
&2 BRI ARAATWS. EEREER L LTI,
POl @A, ELTIEH B2 & 0 B LI EE %
Rt cEB e REI N,

¥7- P01 HD OB, ki Tco PMI,
NDL ZHWZHER IV EADALEVWDED LR -oTWY
%. PMI, NDL I$HIRAZARID H 5 HEHEHRTH
5. AWIETRELU - EEHE T IVICED  FE I
T, TS O e A% »Z N EDOFEH & 72 5 &
BEBBoN, AR TOH#ISRERE LTHD
REOZUMWEDLH B Z LRI N,

%2, P01 HD TR 7585 MO ¥ Ik
% MDS IZ & 0 affifb U7=fE 2B 2 12R T, &k
WXEEEEEE MY L, TN REEEH & HEREEE
B EAEL T, RUTWS. REEERRE & JEREGES
ERREINTVWEONEGIZRTHNS.

8 HBDHYIC

ARETIE, [4BlF5, FEETIVEMALZGE
FEORZIEME L FEIZIOWT, DN E22 2,
FR2 SR DFEHEE R 2 REL, HET U7z, Z ok
B, COERIZBVWTH, KREHEHCBELTIXIEEA
CHEUCMEINREH SN, £, WEESEE ORE O REEE
FEESLIDRAATFIZBWT, FEETFILVIZEL
LZFREFEFIADEBUC L B e B WMHERH BZZ 2
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O Native + Non-native

Fig. 2 An example of MDS-based visualization of WE pro-
nunciation diversity.

MNHSDIZ o7z, ThoDFERK D, SIFE T
RIN-REHEHELSIRAON#E U ThIEER
MREDTHD I EWRINT.

AT OREE MR G HEME B WT, 457
FREE R Y DEHDHFIZ L D ETFTORMEDENDYR
SNz, T EL ST, KEHEHCIXEREICK
ERENRONED o7, SHRIIINSDZ 212D
T, ARG 2 A 5.
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