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1 oI

HERREL LI X 25 LE RIS 2 ARH O
ZHUD BEJNE T HRIE (intelligibility) THIE X413 23,
Z DFEBFHRBRIIIEFICaR B b. FDE,
AN DOBET 5 % FHFHlifEZ FHE OYHED>» &
WET 2RBFMMGFEN N EF TR IR TER. &
7 T fREHEE (Speech intelligibility prediction; SIP)
XA DFEFIZBWT, HILEH OFHHDFEICY 7 7
LYZAEBL LTV — Y BERELEL T 5RAR
(intrusive) DFEIZLART, HEEF DA OATT
R 2 HEE T 2 IER A (non-intrusive) DFIEITHE
HARNTH 205 EHSE TGV, £, FBNR TR
EF—RIZEE DI L, EFLVOMED IR AR
FVEWVWOSHEDDH L. AR INFTTITHEHEH
(Automatic Speech Recognition; ASR) @ SIP &7
N LTOMAZMET L TE EHEFHIIERD
ASITZTCTHEEL, OB & ZDHRilDATET IV
EREETE 2D THERD SIP OB S OHTE %
L2 L, 20 SIP OHEERES NS E A Ak D aRakFE L <
B RBEINMKIET 5. 21X Hybrid £ ASR 1 &
2 JeATHIZE (1] T, EBEHECN LT & Wi
BRI R ONTZDDIRERIKRELS Ko7z Tz,
g PHEE SR C L ICHEICEE DB ETH D, B0
ETFTNVOIULHREIE D F D IhD. Z 2 CTAIF
FTWR XD ERETHHNRE AR L CHAY
BETNRESSEHOEFRR#MET LV ZFAL 2
TRREHE ik AT, EEEHE, S 7T & O L)
SRERONHNZ TREHEET L e LTOREZ
175.

2 RKREFEHFBETIL

DNN O LUK, bk & 72 HEWEEE FEAES L b
D ZEHERE L IGH &2 B L T % D23 Trans-
former [2] TH 5. EFTEFHICBVTSH ZOMHMIIR
5N, FICHOEAED D %% T1T 5 Transformer D
BRERBHFFICE > T, WHNRES WX 2 712F
MigLya—RETFNERBTELX51Tko7. T
DIy a—XIFHEIEEET L MIh, B D
D %## (Self Supervised Learning; SSL) lFKEDH
T —XRTHBIEEPERTHEI 0D, K

FMEAZEEFLE BV, STHRMICBVLTIR
HIFHETNMPNED TR EFHET T 74 ¥
Fa—o VTR TEMRERETAEEETE
2ZeMMRD1IOTHY, FIZIXERY Y T LDd
BV EDEF bk DEETHEMNTH 5. SIP
ETNVDOERBIBLTH, BEEDIZ W Xh 3 THE
ERBOT—& €y bEAEMEHTE, SIP X X712
BUI27 -2 AR EOMBEPHP/HTE . RIFFETIE
wav2vec 2.0 [3] £ HuBERT 4] D 2 0D 7 —*% 77
F & ffioTHEE L. LRIKEETNVDOKENRR
HilH oA RO TRN E N T 5

2.1 wav2vec 2.0

2007 =¥ 7 7 F v CREDPRMNIILETD
D, CNN €Y 2 — )L TEDEH LD & & OELE
FRIZZZE L, Transformer €Y 2 — LV CIBERK %
AV IZAMRBE LTEE T2, BV LTERE
FALEY 2= 2KD A v b7 —2 D End-to-End
FEICHD. M1LITRT L1, wav2vec 2.0 TIEE
FOBERBRIIBTFLEY 2 — A28 L THELR
7 MVICEEINS . 2IKTIIE 7L —208LER
2 R ThRTWS . ZHUC X > TEEEA
7= wav2vec 2.0 DEHEE T TIVIIHIEDMED , 27
Z v FBEE LR FRER#E T IR T
PRDF -2ty P TEVWHRENER NS, £/,
XLSR-53 % XLS-R [5] D X5 BREZFETOF¥EDOH
FMEDRENTED, v LF VU U HMTBWTHED
HAPEHET L ENHAT s e ks v ahs, —
HFTRAEEY 2 —VOREESZ Y EICOVTIE
HimShTE D, FRICEE L FESPHNIDRE LK
WZ R LTHDD 5.

2.2 HuBERT

HuBERT Tlf wav2vec 2.0 B 2 ET{LES 2—
T MFCC 74 ¥ QR E T 7z k-means
TR TVS. FFELRZ MU LT, k-means
DHEEREL S XL e 3N 5. HuBERT O 2(A0D
FEIT 2 BTN TED, 1 BRFEIVIIEE L
THHU T NV EBIERBUC K 2~ 27 FHIFFEIC K -
C Transformer Dy bV —27 22EH 55, 2 B
DIRED RAG5#E Tk, 8 HA Transformer DH 1%
k-means 23 Z & TR LN 25U 7 NIVRIIZH

*Estimation of Japanese word intelligibility by speech recognition based on a large-scale pre-training model.
by HATTORI, Masaki, KONDO, Kazuhiro (Yamagata University)
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fill 7 ~oL & U CRBRD2EE 2 BIET TV, B ~ov
ZEH 3 5. HuBERT 13 k-means D& AIZ & - T#
B EEDIHMEC R D MG k> TR B
15 225, FEHOLEERHEROM X THEL B
2. wav2vec 2.0 12X U T FRIZEL EoO B e8i M BE
BHBEINTWS.
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Fig. 1 wav2vec 2.0 and HuBERT based self-

supervised learning and inference

3 FHFHEEER JDRT

JDRT | HEEN OSCEHTH O = 77 RES DRZHNC
Ko TTREZRIE T 2 FBFHIERER AL TH % [6].
BRI CTEHE R D AN R 2 HEENT ZHIR—Di
PFEABRE DB L, ZDIEMREE TIREY 55, HGE
BTERIEICX T 6 DI EI N, BEHHIZO = 10
R7, GEF 120 HEE» O E NS, LRIZ 6 20T
EEME 2N TH 3.

e Voicing: A H LA FD D (1 V1)
o Nasality: BB L OBHEORHE (v @ A\Y)

Sustention: MFEDFR (N @A)

Sibilation: FFEDANERMED DHE (v 41 4 4)

e Graveness: IHFEPEDONHE (V2 1 77)
e Compactness: TRNLF—DEFH (Y7 1 777)

A% 513 () ICk->THIL, R W, T 3%
NZHIEER, 3SR, MR cH 5. S 1% 100%
D 5-100%DEE L D, T > X AREEIZFERICIZ
0%ICPRT 3.

R-W
T
Kaga2006 (& JDRT @ FE 8 iR T — &%t v +
THH, JDRT HEEMPIERENEH L TRED R 2
ThOHRS. KR TEIET AR TOEE T — X
L AHii DBRIC, Kaga2006 2 L7z, & O5MFE
Table 1 IZ/RF.

S = x 100[%] (1)

Table 1 JDRT speech dataset (Kaga2006)

Items Condition
Speaker 4 males & 4 females
Word 60 pairs, total 120 words
Audio 1 ch/16 bit/ 16kHz
) Clean Speech, Speech-Shaped Noise
Noise ) . ]
White Noise, Bubble Noise
SNR 10, 0, -10, -15 [dB]
Total 12480
4 EBREM

FEROWANT D % HE sk €7 VOIERL, EF LT
@ JDRT B, &7V OFHl % IEIC i %

4.1 EFIL

wav2vec 2.0 ¥ 7213 HuBERT O&HRI22E T
JDRTI BECI 74 > Fa—=r 732528 T, 5
DX IDRT HOBFBME TNV ZER L T05. 2
DDETNT —FTI7F X IIHLTENEN2 DD
FHRFMNTHEET 208, Gt 4 DDETNVEAEH L 2.
FIF U= 002528 £ 7 01E wav2vec 2.0 DHAFET 7
4 Fa—=vZEFI (7] £ HuBERT O HAGE
AIFEET L 8] TH %.wavvec 2.0 1IZ1% [8] D X5
WHARETOHCHKAMD D #H i X 2E17EET
B SCIRFE LR WE, FEEOH O D b 2
BICL2EMPEEETNEHREBE T 74V F 2 —
VL DEARMIETHES 22T 5. RITH
B % Table 2 18RS, ¥ETFT—RIFFZEDO IR
B EENT JDRT HEETH D, CTC Ta—XD
HAOERVNOEMRE HEICEE T 5. FEICHAL
72 JDRT @27V — > HHH (clean*) 12X 7 8%X — > D
FEIZHAIC X B Data Augmentation 25EH XA TW
5. Sox A7 Y FDspeed A 7> a T k- Cihd%
{0.85, 0.90, 0.95, 1.00, 1.05, 1.10, 1.15} f5#HTZ1b
X7z, Noisy D7 — &£ v b Tl Kaga2006 D5t
WKMATEY 2 ) AR T ) A R85
HOMETMAE L. 4% JDRT EFE DA TO¥H
ZEATD, T—=2 DR R 5%E L ASR D
NPLZERT, B ERHEE TSRS R 7 — &
v h FWOT7 [9] ZIEETHEE L Z e TREW:
87z 8T —&2 ¥ 7 A b7 —& (Kaga2006) 1Z7—
X BROEFITI VDY, HEERE, SNR, FHaiNEICE
WTH—N—=F v L TWVWBIITRS.

4.2 JDRT #&#
YERR U 7= 5 /5 38 7 01T Kaga2006 DEF % AT
L JDRT Z### 3 5. AR ANBOEIE L L TIEH
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Table 2 Training Condition

Models Epochs Train dataset
clean wav2vec 2.0 10 * clean®* JDRT(6720)
HuBERT 20 - clean FWO07(6400)
. wav2vec 2.0 15 + clean* /noisy JDRT(25920)
B HUBERT 20 - clean/noisy FW07(134400)

FERIEINT 2 Z TR 503, BARMDEIE LT

FHROMER, 7232 DERARIC K 2 Bl b —
7 VHITH 5. FERRKRZE U TH AR o BHRER
M= YVAIPELNZ DS, ZFDO =2 VHDE
BHERDOIERRZHIE L. BEHIINT 2 IERAZ 4G
L, #&HM SNR, FERHOKFOMHAEDOEIC X
D CHR1LITEDSNTI I 7LD CRR ZHHT 5.
4.3 i

EFALOH AP BEHENS CRR ¥ Kaga2006 T
Rk THHE EN 2 CRR OMHE - 8iE TS
CETREETND SIP & LToOFHbEiZ{T 5. HHE
Fre LTy Y v OERME (Linear Correlation
Coefficient; LCC) ¥, 27~ > DJEMAHEE (Rank
Correlation Coefficient; RCC) @ 2D, 8%y LT
T T757 (Root Mean Squared Error; RMSE)
EHW. £z, BIRRTOETLVONANZ ASR ©
MERERTHi 2 LC CSJ a3 — % & [10] @ eval 3Hfit v b
WX 5 HFEFR D # (Phoneme error rate; PER) %
HIE U7z, 2B, fHlit v MIHEFETITE S SCEEH
BRRATTH5.

5 FERCEE

Table 3124 DDET IV SHEE LTz THEE © £81
il & OB, BREEIRT. F2, BT (1] TH
% GMM-HMM O#ER r ot s 3 5. wav2vec 2.0
¥ HuBERT THtiZ clean 2% LT noisy D 22 7 H
k-7, GMM-HMM Titbh7=ME D~ L5 a
VT4 ¥ a VEEBRIEARIZED noisy ¥ [FSEDEE K
MEEZSNDED, wav2vec ZRIFDOFEERE SR,
HuBERT (2B L CIE K& EEZHER e oz Z
NS DFEFRITRWHEE T T & R K- v FHE
Kz—HT, NEOHE T 2 KIEEREL=DT
37, W AHMEE O u N R RBEERTH B
AIREMES H 2. SRIFMEZTIINT 278 2ANY F—
¥a YRRAMEE, IEEFEMEE 1IN B RN E &R
i3 2 BEDD 5. FEATHFE TCORCFERICA Hh
TS FE N K DR E AR O, WHEREEE
HAFMEIE wav2vee 2.0 ° HuBERT TIXE < | S

HHTE TNV ORBEIHOMAME L IR 7 7 4
VFa—Z Y ITDRERICEZ DD EZILND.

Table 4 IXERMR D ROMERETHS. CSI DR
71E 30Dt v b (evall, 2, 3) DFEIETH 5.
JDRT 38R EGE L HEE D R X A4 VilIGENLTHB
D, HIZEFICL-oTHENRR SN S, CST DFFf
ty PTEHEWVWHEELIZE AT, S ciHBIhzT
TN X > THEIKEML 7=, LU, BEEF 25y
L72ETATH S, SiBET N EFoTORVEE
ERTIZ2REDDH L. SHROMET e LTI HE Rk
TREHELTRRFICHRT 2L OB LF XA E
TNDFEEZE > THEPRADZ EEZTWVWS.

Table 3 Correlation and error between subjective

and objective evaluation
Models

LCC RCC RMSE

claen  0.81 0.89 36.15

wav2vec 2.0 .
noisy  0.95 0.95 15.42
claen  0.86 0.93 26.47

HuBERT .
noisy  0.97 0.95 8.41
GMM-HMM multi  0.97 0.93 14.14

Table 4 PER for each evaluation dataset

CSJ JDRT
Models
eval Kaga2006
claen 0.42 0.39
wav2vec 2.0
noisy  0.49 0.14
claen  0.39 0.29
HuBERT )
noisy 0.43 0.07
6 HbHOIC

AW TG ik e W= 57 1 MR O RERT
flifgRE D MET & LT, wav2vec 2.0 ° HuBERT 7z &
DHCH D b ¥ EICED S KBS SERIYE T
FAWTEHERGRE T V2R L, HEECiBRa T Z iR
E LT TIRERERITo /. MR L-BRERE T L
DT ND T IEEICBWTEWHEBDE 541, N
BMETD 774 v Fa—=V 2 ko TEORER
A kL. HREEET LD OF—%ty FTT
FREHEEE T VEMRERKR 2 Z 2 13FETH S, L
L, B Tl 75— XIKIF S 5 Z 2 i3l S
Ning, FEPREEICB W TSRO ER 2 {2
ETHd. ¥, SHBOME e LTIEFR#ET L
DBHERR AT 22 TH 2. SHERBHCEIDH
FRBAL THREICHEEZ RO 2 2 etk s e, B
FECRER e YRR IS HRAE U2 WIEAR I 72 TR RS
HEE DRI OB B L EZ TN,
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