S S 9% C-ToBIVIMHY] F=of
£-& 7AA9 FO Contour A

AeY(EZEH), 3SEZFH),
o] e (£gF), AYA(HF7/HEH )

<z #H>

1. N 5. 44 43

2. C-ToBI A]l2¥] 5.1 Z¥ 2 B4

3. A% C-ToBI #o]& & 52. A% =249

4. C-ToBI 7% &8 33 =4 53. & 3A 4 33
41, £& AA FA 54. X dAE F4 A
42. ¥ HAE F3 55 92 34 A4 B
43. 9x T4 A4 6. 4&

<Abstract>

Chinese Prosody Generation Based on C-ToBI
Representation for Text-to—-Speech

Seungwon Kim, Yu Zheng, Gary Geunbae Lee, Byeongchang Kim

Prosody modeling is critical in developing text-to-speech (TTS) systems where speech
synthesis is used to automatically generate natural speech. In this paper, we present a
prosody generation architecture based on Chinese Tone and Break Index (C-ToBI)
representation. ToBI is a multi-tier representation system based on linguistic knowledge to
transcribe events in an utterance. The TTS system which adopts ToBI as an intermediate
representation is known to exhibit higher flexibility, modularity and domainftask portability
compared with the direct prosody generation TTS systems. However, the cost of corpus
preparation is very expensive for practical-level performance because the ToBI labeled corpus
has been manually constructed by many prosody experts and normally requires a large
amount of data for accurate statistical prosody modeling. This paper proposes a new method
which transcribes the C-ToBI labels automatically in Chinese speech. We model Chinese
prosody generation as a classification problem and apply conditional Maximum Entropy (ME)
classification to this problem. We empirically verify the usefulness of various natural
language and phonology features to make well-integrated features for ME framework.

*

Keywords : Prosody, Text-to-Speech, ToBI, Maximum Entropy (ME)
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1. A4 &

TTS(text-to-speech) A|2¥lA F8% FA F s $&F(prosodic phrase),
I X (FO, pitch) '—‘1"5_, 24 71 HE8 ERA gdF = Aot 53] TTS Al2H
A FETE e AF SAFHE AAHE AL Adad $A4E =
7V F Qs °1°12 A3 AHEES 34 dole 5 T, AY T, HA8E
EFste & 842E9 AF 72X Hojdvz LaH[1], & dole
A2EHE U8 dojEoly F 2& A QAR o)F O]’T‘JE}—T’— 2
Y= 94 FEV EETE F%7] A% FLF IME
7}A st 3§ 73 Al(phrase break) 3-8 98] Recurrent Neural Network[2], Hidden
Markov Model[3] 22 2& 7|eEo] A/, Zhao}t Tao[dl= F /N9 A3 FH
1 TrE &g ¢eEC45 9F TBLSE A% 3 T HT S At ol
< FAL AA(POS feature), o] #(lexical) &A™, ZAo] AA& A3l 87.9% ©]/4¢]
=g BYoh £33 Fa(chunking) 2AHA-& F713t9 90% ©]4e e Rol7
T A a8y 25 AFEE Hriey] 98 9A F TR 89 FRE
AH-&-3 Tt
FTHAE 29 doi(tonal language)o]”] o] HF H(syllable)o] HE|E
st} 7)1 %% 942 wWAHY, 2+ 4L B vind MAE HA F4E& 2
AL Ad2d SA4 Gl FUH FE o) ngdE &3
g FUA HI¥ED aug FIojolA HX GHE FF
o}2-§- F o]t} HMM, neural network, decision tree, bagging, boosting #-& %
A &g Zieso]l HA JAE FAHE s /NEHAATE Xuejing Sun[5]S
Fol dol g FAE HolE2 WA AHY E HIHE AU 259
< 71E BEE Ho 1228%9 AdEo]l F4E 8050%9 HHFEE HolAT
E A9 A2t} Michell L. Gregory$} Yasemin Alun[6]s 7 2§ 9o
P E #olEZE CRF 7|¥he] Y& AGd, 71E AEE Hrti6.86%2]
s tAs
Bl wi7) E8o2 e Azl flo] A2d #de EEA, 384, o
A& F/HAZY. 28y 4 ZH 2 A C-ToBl dolEdL B2 =83 A7
ot 28R e AS CToBl #olEy WS ARtstd ol& a2
sz ok e & AA F3F A I F4E °dF1 2UE ME
(maximum entropy) 249 7]¥HS C-ToBI #o]Eo| FH&gow, thikst £Ho <o
A, $434 ARLES AA(feature)o] FeZ FAHch.

o] £&& teH Zo] P 2ZdME & AaHd WE rEY AT
of disl 7l&star, 33 E AF C-ToBI #ojBy A2l s, 432 $-29
C-ToBIZ|WHY] & ZA F4, 9A GAE 34, 53] 4 44 el dis) &



AH3E 98 CToBI7|ste) S0 £8 HASH FO Contour 414 77

tlo

MA@k $27h AL e Bde sPIA A ABE mel X nARes
6ol e Wt

2. C-ToBI A|£H]

B3 ZA M A]2%(Tones and Break Indices system (ToBI)-2 ¢ <Fo] sigix
dol WAsl £4A FWTE WA A A2dold. CTBE EF
(Mainland) F=019] & HA} Foojth. ToBl A2HE OF ZF (tenZ FAHHE
o 2] 83 AAE 7 golBE HHFT. CToBI HojE8Y A|2de o
ToBI Al&¥]7}t A2 FHoA v &3t} fEle 34 473 4 4S9
& 2ol g2y digte] &3 HRE ATYE FHoE & HolEHA Wl
g C-ToBI 72F& <X 1>9A A3

<¥® 1> C-ToBI (¥ #2.0)

#ol & C-ToBI¢|] #3t 49
$ A5
@ =X
& ¥ 71¢] & Z(transitional tone)
S, Q. LE S: A&y Q & I B E: e

5702l FRHE A (stress tien) TS E 7|8}
0-4: non-stress, PW, MIP, MAP, IU.

5788 FHREZ & BA Grea)TES E71¥T

Stress index: 0-4

Break index: 0-4 0-4: non-break, PW(prosodic word), MIP(minor phrase),
MAP(major phrase), IU(prosodic group).
H-L, L-H, H-H, L-L L =9} Joko] A (tonal feature)S
H- L- A4 &Z(neutral tone)$} Jge] AFE
H%, L% (T&I) 7Z4A & Z(boundary tone)
> C 2 EYe 3
L, P33 1 2ge 7=
R Register shifting

1) http://www.cass.net.cn/chinese/s18_yys/yuyin/english/ctobi/ctobi.htm
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3. A& C-ToBI #lel&3

C-ToBI £& vpx] #A FHXE s do)d 47 Yo H3E g
A7) WE TTS Al=EolA FQ83F BRolt). a9k C-ToBl #oj&8 IHAE
T3 AT AAE 2E AEVIEC &4 FHAE BoHY FolEYS

ok st7) W&ol wl-f o@I AJFto] Ho] Eth ATl #EHLE AHAE T
S5t At mel g2y 27 @ F 7] gEed dBAel 24 Ha, A%
2 WS AH&3 C-ToBl £ #olEd3ad Be AWag dag ok 1%
7] W&o 2 oo Wt ujeto g AEHOE C-ToBIE #HlojEgst= (8]
< AL <3 1> AF CToBl E #Hol&d A E HAE

S4 HoIE PinYin scripts l
L

—

atm

Ix & Algh HaE 84

[ ]

|
SE GRS IRl &
Ava‘ag,Mm,Mlnpﬂdn‘l l
(in the phrase unit;
‘ ) ATl IIXI HE->8t S &/
(H, L M+, M)
1 Rules ]
(Using context info.)

SEo| IIXI e
(H-H ,H-L,LH, L, H., L)

!

| cTmaoizeE s |

<2g 1> A% C-ToBl & goj&gy

A 54 dHelHZRH fAE F5¢ Hol ¥E DH(syllable scripn2 54
HYe3 228 9 9T Wee AT WS Zolo Het HH Aol
/ﬂ(neutral tone)QN A F 749 ¥ 2H(half-syllable)E o] F o] EQ1A s L,

& T-(prosodic phrase) W& X dof Hul, H2A, HFge A4 o] gL
"3 =3 ¥k Zdo] L €914 H EX AAs= 7]F<] "ok C-ToBl #oj&3
SAAE Algol e WaE AR WA A7) WEl AdFoz o)
& 7o) dehted o] fuig 7L H E9 771 M+ Ex L B9 77h$-
M- E08 AL 5 93 JRE o|&8 A/ H Y L €22 Hed. 1 ¢
Z4zke] Wt 2 48 e HA HY FHE R o] 2 A #HYL 4

off N oy



AL 9% C-ToBI7|He] S0} 8 779 FO Contour A4 79

HolE oA & AH3td AFeE FA & F2 7 HIKES A&t A
 AEol @ SEE FESA olF ©A S D99 HX = HEFo=H
78 A% 3OS 4 2 992 Y9 HuA, H4 A, FFAE A8
RS 71EL2 L £= H do]8g 39 Jd YL ZAAE 99 A S
AXEA C-ToBlI #olEdd AH2E 4& + Utk

4. C-ToBI7|¥t &8 #4 =24

<1y & £8 34 2de AW 72Tk o] AL FALNLE ) F
4, 32 GHE 23, FOEIA) FHL A4E P2 Us 4 ATk B AT

dMe 7)Ee Mg o] B FA €7 A2, njFEo A A2H, F
ool HE A A|AHE o]&3st4t)
ASi0Ix2 BE
ol =v
BAl €42 we sl
DS =of X2 (#8 A0
1 - <> [ —
NA =& 28 M40 2=
‘ O
ME DY BRI 33 [ gahb
L r 1
AW 2@
....... ! XCIXET
oge |/ - '
ot -l-'hEJI'.’_'mx:‘-’l._§$§ !
1
. FO 34 94 : 20l 44
O ’ ----- - ¥
( oy 28 ]

'S
Ho

2 3A =3

Li Ailung FZolx & oj(Prosodic Word), &8 7-(Prosodic Phrase), &3
(Prosodic Group)®] Al 7}A] & Y9E H £8&3F ASTZRE olFoA4 Ygxn
AHO). ol C-ToBI®| & ZA H7|AA 4zt zlolzt veo B dFdAME
MIP(minor phrase)$} MAP(major phrase)7} £7]o] ¥H& Aol7} gty #Hdstn
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TETE FHAM W A2 & BAE ZVEAG <29 3>2 & A ®2/
P°1°ﬂ AAZ Qg W, Bie EgTole) A, B

€ doltt. o7 Bex ©@of
&7 A, B2 &L AAE X7I¥

Bkbk(n) 8, )5, T(u)/s, WH(vn)/z, 5(u)/5, WR(n)/5
F(d)/ 5, ¥l 5, W&)/s EHN(Y5 TW)/5 ERn)s . (W)

<3¥ 3> &8 ZA BV 2 A

e} Aoln BA AxRE o8 & AA FHL A% T FRY AW
£& 39, <29 #AY 22 24 $32 98 LBFGS[I0][11] $Hog
239 A% ME 29 uAusE Atk

I e
CI0| EE/BA £
OIS0l %7
|
N x5

l

B
o] & xx-i
ME Jlgt _Jl BXN F= TR0

U E |

He

R

(=1

<39 4> & FA 4 A=

olele fEl7t AHEE F /Y AdEolth

() F¥3HA A4

-013] o] =}A(Lexical word features)

HEZW-1), AW), 5 doj(W7} L= 3 ZF o]F AADo|t}.

-E A} A (POS tag features)

& A FAAA Mg FA% Aoy B =RdAAME FAE 4IME EF
Aot & 272, P-1), @AP), +F 27(P1, P2) FALE EFHSIH ZE FA
AAEL o7 AHo|.

2) el e] A5} Hlxg oz AA] gro] O uah BE 1Tt ZEeETh
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AFAAE 9 C-ToBI7|NEY] =] &8 A9} FO Contour A 81

2 73 A4

o] A3

F3oldA dojle 718 S deloin, 79 7B dfjojtt. 1 EE -3
dols @l Zoj7t noln dEHE 83 JHE dev ALY FE 9
9] dolx 1-42 d5Ho], 283, 3840, 45Hojo|y Ho] AL FHF F
7H(WLen-2, WlLen-1), @4 (WLen0), -5 F 7H(WLenl, WLen2)9] ©@o] Zol§ X
g3t do] AL AF e 2 Aoy g o] AHIE A

Normalized word length = W%%

&) 7] 4 Maximum word length= Z¥ 2o s Bo| F Ao Hojo|t},

-Ag A3

B4 AAAANA @A AA7AY - A5 AR A dis_starty$t BA 9
A A F4 E7AY - AFd £ Agdis_end)’t TEEH Atk A A
AN A5 FE e Aol thed Lol FF5E ATk

Distance @
Sentence length

0

Normalized word length =

42 x| AdME FH

204171 %, 39 EF JY¥ dF= F SAADr. Liu Fu, Dr. Chao
Yuan-ren)ol] 9l3] MEZL ZHE wth Chaodl £HE nx & EZ 94 FL&
=40 & ZAY B9 gl gl 3 £ ujde] ¥¥ & UuE Aol
o oolAL &4 E9 Y EF9 A% FAFA FAE B3 MW Eoh
FTolol A F EL rlnEAe HA JFHoE Y. TP FoA B4E
AEL & A=Y A ui$ A Horh. vk ool Aid Eo I
:H B3 g5 vdee €4 gEFH #e H3E Feo. fEe ¥Hx o
€ THEI7] H3 6 TR/ 7EE AERAY <O¥ 5> 9R GAHEV} 27
1.

o rlo J\-J
{m

£

W) 5 BEWY 5, AW)5 #MAYB BB Hd5 BE)E —En) 5 REE)5,
wil-H) dolHH - oygd-L) ren?l-D) ddl-L)  aG3lA)
yedl-L) doulH-H) youdH-L) widl-) mell-l) L) lmdll) |

<1¥ 5> 2 FHES #7)E o



82 Tag As3E

e FFo B A4 A2, &€ A F4 2"
5 279 Ao AAEE, FAL & %

& #2393, 24% ME 29 dyids(12]le 93 GHE

y =

T[22 ASFHAHTY 6)

MEE A4 Z49EL 93 Maximum LikelihoodML) £¥X 38 Ho Xe=d], o
& ML ‘%‘ﬁ%ol O35 Fddolgog UE RHAE Aol Aok wetr ¢
= ME RUEL 93 AYE 2P vhHE Zo A Gaussian prior smoothing[13)-S

s el gith. Gaussian Priors YubEH < ME EdE9 smoothings 3 2@ Eol
Aol mdde & HE&E 5 Jrh

| e
!
CIO0f SRI/EAL €2
DISS0| £3
EER
o1 2N =5

l

R =8

1
- = Tl
OlA| ¥ N
ME 2|8t ]IIJ;I UM E =3 mW2H|E

| C-ToBl 20|22 = 25 |

2 J

Ho

<a¥ 6> A FANE FAHALH

$7 Rl AL AFEL F A9 2FETEE AE &, B2 A HL
2 s F ok

Ty P(solated) AHE T ot} 2L uni-gram A Eo] AHEED-

-

m}ﬂ, to Ho
ok 1o Mo to

¢ FHe g9 Ed oE&FHo WaE AAW A Faw
Fuoln, WX GHES FHsted sg de) AHgEe R Fo shdelth
AAe WA S-S 45 Y WS, A $HY ASH 25 A+
B2 et 927 4183 5§ DBole A 38714, 2& 2174, € 571,
< 12317}A37) ot

3) 3o W AAE 1,600o782] W (dX(one) o2 #7] sl T F 10004
Mo &4 W=t 493 w0



S8 AEE HE CToBI7|WHe] F=0] & A9 FO Contour 44 83

@& A-

-EAF A

HZFAP-1), @A FAHPO), +5 FAHPDHE Zedh

B)2E& ZA A2

A Sl (non-break), +&G0, +&T, FETE ZeT

@A A2

-9 A4

g EF, 3 A, AR do] qAMe FH AAE Zed dutHe=
2, 7 dojdlM e A2 FHL JY¥ HHE ©E ot 48 =9
HAEANA W2 ole &3, 7, @O ol FE9 A7} &
e e Ae AP

-do] A4

A @o] dof, o do] dol, 239 dolg et

o?zi 3
JH
r)~

of flo du

E-3H(Co-occurrence) AAA F& ol o} Zo] Bo g AL H
(DEA FAF - & o] oA 4 A

@BA & ZA - & Do A9 3 A

@A 4 HE - & do M9 42 A=A

@OEA FA - 5 FAL

GFF 3 35 - @A $4 B

A 28 BS - +5 +F B35

M= &4 ¥ - A4 33 35 - 5 53 ¥ 3(uiple feature)

43 ZA| 2M MM

FAHEENA ToBI #olE A2HE o] && ES AAHse 4L 4
FozRE AY #HolES l—. 3t &8 HolEx tE JEHEZRYH I3
T4 Aste F AY RE Aoz FAHET v C-ToBl #o| 252K
A& A437] AdMe Léil 2ole ¥ 3 H(linear regression) WP S AHEH
TH14). ©] #H-E #HolE Eljlel e & FAES Y/E 3R gon e o
E dojox &3] F& 7tesith e HX —’}‘—7§ FT4L g7 2o
P= I+ wf,+ wfy + wefs+ conn. + wf, 3)

714 fix #A ] FFE FE AFEolR AADEY 7FR wrwd 273 &
Ay AAE T3 2T & Ak fEe A9 FHE RE 39 FHLHA
X9 F4 & IAed ot &4 Ad2RY F2E Hx gEL /AN @

K Ao
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A Bl Froz UE bg 4 A¥AM 9AE 454

5. 44 A3

A
~

51. @A

HI

29 dyge Hojadojo AFE A& FIo HolHMo|2E o] &3y
sk HolEMolAE 219774 BT 52546749 2 SR, 25974742
o3 2 FAF 0 gt dHolguolAe FA HEo| BIH glon, 4 F/HI
T8 FZRE 8§ ZAA7 oL (break-labeled) = o} Qi IR FHEE 6 FH
2 HolBYEHAY. IH2A ZtZe] HA M(break indices)e] T FEL
<® 2>} Zrh

<E 2> 2 A MdEe G FE
Bo B: B2 B3
36.81% 45.78% 9.58% 7.83%

ZH 20N 3% HEY WA FELS <E 33 2ok B AYAME 10-fold

cross validationg 3}

<E 3> W 2ol EES BARE
H-H H-L L-L L-H H L
16.0% 11.7% 43.4% 22.8% 22% 3.9%

LX) 73741 #4, A3 M= 4, 94 R4 44 e A5 e 2
¥

HA {’v:*a— A —r;ﬂ o) A= break-correct, juncture-correct, adjusted score Al|7}A|
SAHE AHE3FATHISNI6L H97)- N& E&E juncture &, & A2l9 7j4x,
B & A4 /Mg &, BeE AYF ZFA A AFejx, De AHA o A, S
A8 98 A, I+ AY A8 JiFol). Juncture-correct?] & accuracyoll 8 3ol
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e

Break_ Correc B_C) = -—B—-_%——S- X 100% @
Juncture__ CorrecJ_ C)(Accuracy) = N-D ]\-7_ S =L 100% &)
jC = ]uncturfOOCOrrect ©6)
np = NZE ™
Adjusted_ Score(A_S) = IC = NB ®

1 - NB
A2 GUE FHolM 488 A5 SHWE Accurcy THET o] 214G
cBELS

ACC = —If, x 100% 9)
A71H o= BA FAHE AZ9 A5, NS £ AE A5

g% ZA A AE root mean squared error(RMSE) ¢ 4374 4*(correlation
coefficient) F 7}X] measurementE A}-83}] 7} A THTI.

_J_1 —_p)2
RMSE = \/ L g:l(?i P) (10)
(?i_ P_:w:n)(Pi_Pmean)
_ n—1
S (P Pod? (P Pou)’ b
n—1 n—1

53. 28 44 =4 41

$2¢] MEZIRE o FAE & A HsE Hol7] AMA F 7HA
d3e Ao A UA dFAdAM AAEe 2oz HY AFe U9 33U,
F A d3dMe 22 ZH22 FA bigam $A =29, HMMY|E 29, #3
B A e oY FRE AL &€& AAE FAR AEH vz ¢

de 7 APNA 4719 A ABo, By, By, Byvt 2718 ZAABo, Bis)E H7HA
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(1) A2 a9 A3}

<E 4>9 <& 5>= AFEY 2EE I HF AF dde & A=A o
% 22 AEE @ F A% AR, FA AFL € FA 44 12FY A
A2 F Aelzrt 5d W AdEol 7 Foh €4, o3 ol(Lexical Word)ztE &
Frhstd 3% A= Adsol FAEG AA, Zo] Adx F&F Adoln ¥ 2
7€ 322 P& W Hog 52 P& | 4t o FL2 H5S Uiy FHSE
A ol B Fd. ATz A AFL AFHE A FoA F71
g doF Aol St

<E 4> 7 A4S 4%

Feature Accd) %
POS(-2, -1, 0, 1, 2) 81.41
Word(-1, 0, 1) 75.95
Wlen(-1, 0, 1) 66.19
Dis_start, Dis_end 63.76

<E 5> H4 AA g Az

A} A

i A PP Pyt
1-1 POS(-1,0,1) 7982 | 7785 | 0692 | 83.65
12 POS(-2,-1,0,1,2) 8191 | 8141 | 0741 | 86.54
13 POS(-3,2,-1,0,1,2,3) 6797 | 7123 | 0531 | 75.84
21 Word(0) 82.57 | 8207 | 0748 | 8665
22 Word(-1,0,1) 8498 | 8419 | 0762 | 87.80
31 Wlen(-1,0,1) 8544 | 8482 | 0795 | 90.06
3.2 Wien(-2,-1,0,1,2) 8498 | 8555 | 0.800 | 90.18
33 Wlen normalization 8564 | 8639 | 0809 | 90.40
41 Dis_start, Dis_end 8491 | 8552 | 0.800 | 90.13
42 D‘i;s;:;iz]z:i"d 85.80 | 8648 | 0.810 | 9033

4) Accd= 4719 73 A (Bo, Bi, B2, B3)E A}83F Accuracyo] 3 Acc2v 2782 AA(Bo, Bi)E
AL-2-3F Accuracyo]t}.
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djo

@ Be PeEH a

ME 718} Wo] FAL bigrame] S8 Pgolk HMM s)ue] Hynch 3
o 2 PAE F2Y 77 ANe of FFE FASE ME Jlw)
ol o FoE Aol <E 6o Halth 1T ME 7wt el Felzg 73
el oA B3PS FrselE 4ol A e gt A¢ ¢ & Yed
o ME Zl% e Felsy 78 el A% oest Ad wAsA gt
the Ae oFl@.

<E 6> g2 Wysy

B.C % Accd AS Acc2

J_O% J.O%

bi-gram 81.82 78.79 0.703 81.82
bi-gram + rules 85.80 81.02 0.732 85.86
HMM 75.62 75.05 0.623 75.62
HMM + rules 79.80 79.06 0.676 79.81
ME 85.80 86.48 0.810 90.33

ME + rules 85.92 86.55 0.812 90.54

B AYdAM AL FEl2E 73 7)ete og FAFL 8SA[ITIEA <a¥ 7>
< 1 F Vg dAR RAE

1. if POS(O)=noun and WLen(0)=! and Word(l)=fF
then boundary-type= B,
2. if POS(O)=noun and WLen(0)=! and POS(1)=noun
and Wilen(1)=1 then boundary-type= B,
3. if POS(0)=pronoun and POS(1)=verb then boundary-
type= B
. if POS(0)= awxiliary then boundary-type= B,

E-S

<1¥ 7> & B3 739 4
5.4. 0% AME XN Az}
$E P 4YE B8 ME/We 3x) oME 2FE A¥ATL A WA

dgelie 288 AAse] ¥ A AN A2 49e HaiFw, T U
AglNE B¥ AAEY 2FE BE A4 A4 9L HeZch A WA A
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Yol A= Gaussian smoothingg A ZI}E HAET}

) ZRY A2 dgs] A7
<E 7>2 727t9 1y Ao R e 4L Bz

<® 7> 7 A9 A%

A4 ACC %

29 &A1, 0, 1) 64.67
EA A4, 0, 1) 45.63
& 3A 132 43.37
F30 AR 44.15

<E 8> DYW Z A Feh2oA H3d AW 499 45 HelFoh

<% 8> =99 A4 ddel Az

z3 Acc %
& 7% 35.51
base line

Zt 29 H=E I 43.40
HAY ¥ 60.36
= #, 59 e 64.67
& A5 B 65.43

A A 65.
e “-‘—] FAH 75
F, £&9 EA} 66.96
+& ZAA 67.42
A Aol FAMY YA) 67.68
e 5 wole] ol 67.70

Zoj

4 4ol 67.73

9 4Pe 9 AE 2R DYE 4D Ade) ANE Hel FH g
3 ge AEL /3T 4 A

22 Age A 4, oF ¥e, 0E WE A, B, E
4 Fa9 Adolh

FA AAE 448 Aoln, 9 AFIAE F 2717} 3Y W A T B
3 2yt

2% B AAE 4% P =30l Toh
912 A4A% Dol AAe WA GHE o) DAY BT Foh

tjo

Egs= 7}

O



A4 L A% C-ToBI7IWHY] FFo] & A2 FO Contour 4 89

@ 2% A2 Ao Ay
<E 9> BY A3 HYe A

A Acc %
A EA-289 vl | 9l 68.60
A £¢ AA-229 vl U 97 68.68
A $39 He-9de Ul W 9% | 6878
23 A2 EA 68.80

22 3384 38 68.88

A 393 WS 68.31

2 4S84 -3 98 68.64

<X 9> B3 A" A9 Aioln o] AgdA B3 A =F I 44
E FH §&3de 2 RAFEY. o T 71A 2 AAL F718 ojFd) =
29 3AA Yo A5o] HojxL Ho|X 9 Gaussian smoothings 3HH [F=
B, @A HE, 5 B8] AR 18 AN H1 Ase] Yt

(3) smoothing2] Ax}

<19 82 [FHS HE, A He, = 48] A& U3 Gaussian smoothing
Aol Gaussian ¥4to] 04U W Hi J%5(70.10%)°] UEPGE BHAFET <R
10>9 M= 7]&8 AAFETG B2 A% 4] AL BAh

70,580
~  T.Ga
§ £4.E0
>
9 §9.00
; - E
3 g8t
w
< 63.C0
E7.50
0001020304050860.70.80.31.0
Gaussian(variance)
<219 8> Gaussian smoothing
<E 10> 4% 34
BE 4 Baseline % Acc % B3 %
6 43.40 70.10 26.70
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55. x| M Mo Hnt

e 2 4 7 549 9A s FHINn FHE FE VN E A E
AR th ESPS/Xwaves?] S0 2 ¥ 16ms vitt HX g AU, HAX 447
S(phone)d 2 AFHEH A5 AAE Ad=2HH A AP S FEA% =2y 715
S H3 xol2AR A gho] 02 ololFe AARLH, X JAHS A% A
3| Bd FZo 2ol AHEL U Zo] 7 FHE AHESIAT

-HA SEY A, A 39 BRe, A 2389 E, dA 39 FAL

A SHe & A A9l A BN 53 HA, #A JAHE

A 54 39 ¥ye 74 $H2RY A9 AXE F:&F H, 4 HXE
A 1Y A 2dE FFHIAA 570 2dS AU o] 5709 A 34
SES Y g2 dojuin, aREY HdH 4 84 E RMSES ARAISFE A
4o <E 11> 4 CToBIE AR & W 9 C-ToBIE AMS-3HA| ¢t 3& o
o A& Hnste] C-ToBl 7§t 43 HdE& AHEsIH A YA AFol AHE
€ B o7]M CToBIE A ¢ A& de A FHA 4 34 3)A
C-ToBl 2L wjx 3% AL ou|gch

<E 11> 32 449 25

C-ToBI A2& | C-ToBI A& s
AHE o g w | ALS HE o RS

RMSE 47.920 40.552 -7.368
Correlation coefficient 0.531 0.621 +0.090
6. 2

2 =E& FFo%A CToBl Al &”7|Rte 2 §& 84 A A =
3 He 237 Hd AEZVME)REL S AHEdte AdHS. ME

TA& FA87 A8 Aol4, 44 AdES Y
gtor, @ AF £ dolEd ALdE o)8s HA <
d € AT 2 23 Y7 ALY 2d2RY F2 4e
S BAse o Ad ARE AUtk Al BE F30] & BAS A
40 BEE AFEL A2 gEFHAHY st Agg MERY S AA Mg
g gEdez iy AAES SHHA BE7] g 98 VA e ZdE
O 2840l 0. $-29 ZF= CToBIE |83 & A4 4%°] CToBIE At
83tA Ashe WEG F5E EAFE ¢eg 45E d AHE] AiNeE B

oot o
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