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Abstract

HaEE iRl (ASR) BIMAHAEAEEEEIE (AAE)
MR & RS AR 7y T 38 2 R . ASBIF ST 8
KAEWAS KB AAE A8 flig ik (CCR) #1 ING
fAiift, i+ CCR 1 ING FifbAAE 2 234 ASR i
Wol. B, PHRETCAMBIESRAL (LM) Bin )i ASR
R HA LM BRGMIL, 21552 BRI AR U i) 22
R, A2 E BN SCHME R N R wav2vec 2.0
XX AR L A H ERDE (CORAAL) #ETAESt, 0
BTG LM PRSI . (M SR ARIR G ¢ (MFA) T
Hiiid k&9 gkl CCR Ml ING fijfk. /&M, CCR
FING XP7HeE (WER) A/MARZEREH, I HAE
B LM (1 ASR R GEHIL B i b B8

Index Terms: Automatic Speech Recognition, African
American English, Consonant Cluster Reduction, velar
nasal fronting, ING-reduction, lexical neighborhood, con-
textual predictability

1. #r&

Bl , g aiEE RS (ASR) H Bl WL EL A — 4
ERE Y. ZEE AAE 2 Fi/PBF S, Koenecke
G NGEADE SN T X R, T A, FERAS W
ASR ARG, AAEREVEE T IRE (WER)
BALT AAE JiiEH . S EWERH—2H Martin
Al Tang G, MY S BHE be” X—H# WL AAE B
AEFHEMFR SR , ASR FEHH ) WER 14l . Wassink
S NS S AP P LR A U A B S AT RIS i
P TiESHER, PRV AAE #iE#EMW WER ¥ 5.

TE Wassink ¢ NSHATHIEE 50257, RS TR0 0 i
FENFH AAE MR B WEFE. 2810, X LR
R EARSRIEA ARG ENRARR . B D9 E O B
WL, R BOSUE E P S AR 1 A
(540, cold / kovld / — [ kouvl |) B = A EI405E —
ARSI (BN, fists / fists / — [ fist ]). 3|5
B POBUH B L =l B R, AR SO A B A
PSR B85 5 245 e i NUA S

T SIEF T, ING-Fi e 2 PA-ing 4521
Bt R ENE, ERAETHRASEE (6] L. X
FhAR A R E AP R AR FRUER-ing &5 MRS B
[n], PARGIHM-in K& NS ). PSRN
PR E S (FIIEf T 5 % -ing ) , HHBIFER K
FEEH (B4, something, during), {HA2 M5 (f
%E,Ebthing, king) BEHEBRTEAN, BEATAIHANEILHE XA
A2 FF o

T AR R T A P E R X EENER, ¥
miE NRIEHRE E SR NRGE . X R AN
EE EANARE TRAE, EEELT, WE SN
9] LR AR R B A iR S AN ERf g . T H
BB R AR R, RN AR AT PAYE AR R

E"ﬁ[ﬁji‘iﬂﬂ§7 FEFBL LR SCH A 50 T35 5 3 10 1) B 25 5
BRI

WEE A, BlE A s Ak e R, nTRESE
T2 DR R B R RN E R . X se iR e X i T AR R
RO, AA AT s SRR R ARaeE, AT I T v Rk
TP [10] o Bian, “test” MTRIMLIES [ tes ] F 21 N4P
i1, 357 CLEARPOND %R iR BIEI “guess”
A “ten” SR [10] o X AMIE- fAI 4k -5 1RV A4 5 2 1)
BOFH AR N T NS ARIE 1R B R G e RS
;Eu;[ %?U%E%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬁ%%*ETEHEE’J’E%?}“JE

(7, 9]

TE B A 1R SCHNE BSOS L Rk 3R ASR
AL RE T, LR SCRI T R A R R
TR R, R ZEMIT AZSIA RN FE A X R L AT
PABE S FEsR i MER M . 7 SIE S BBUE W ASR R,
EEMRERT R E B E S EREER, 45
P BIEY A 0Nzt 3 ER= N < v i b -3z OB i B N % T 23
HF SRR, EXERERT, MEEE S AN E W,
BIF NI, E SR RE S A e ) 7 R
B S = o ] i R N SO RSN B Uy b T A Wl N > 4
R, EE AT DR SR, RN TR A
TR 2AAE BMELLIR SR TE1G . 3X R AT R ey oy v
B ASR FR G A SRR P 2% TR 3l (A AR B 56 A% Oy B R g
BB LR OB TR, AT AE ATE & RS A A S
N AR PR ZR IS Yt

BT 2k 20 % 1) ASR H5R T A AL 2B T4
A B (3] fERE, AWFIEE R TR WA RN 38 E 5E
(AAE) i555E, B CCR I ING 4. 7£ Wassink 45
ABGEAE E (3], FRATHITX LeA4F S anf g ASR i1
g, (EHEREEAN AAE, HHEH A MRS ]
DATE 2 Pl AR 0N A TSR] S0 S 3

TEXTFF A, FATEEE T T2 (H1 F H2).
£ H1 1, ARk AAE 1 CCR fil ING 4l FIE I f7
TESE ASR AN R I &y WER. EFit, &
TR 5 AR (H2) #EDPRESME LM 5 A3 i e dE
ASR H¥- 58] lexical neighborhood 451R)/0 . FATAV4AS
AT PAIX S AAE [ L EIRHE N L, BEE
AN LM YEE 19870 lexical neighborhood 41534 5
ASR PEREMIFRIE . BURAID AL osf.i0 ' F3R1E.

2. Jiikk
2.1. iR

IR L E B IEE (CORAAL) [17] JiXWiRT5E
RS  ROE TR AEE K E A (AAL) A&
Ry ENesR . ZIREVERIE TR E IR E R, R
AR T IR PR E SR A B O R, AR TextGrid, 4§
@ RAE AR /XS R LR E X F )R X
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XIHFIE, AVENER T DCA (EEWFX) TiER
e, Hop ik y 68 ik HE (40 4 BER 28 44 4ck)
B 74 Oy, XEEFHE D NUANERAL: agl (19 FDA
T). ag2 (20-29 %), ag3 (30-50 &) 1 agd (51 % KDL
1), UAREARSEFRZE (1 3 3, NEsi&flEHe). %
PR ETE 34 /P RESET IR, Bt 333,500 A4
W, PA WAV #%30H (44.1 kHz, 16-bit, FAFEHE).

AT HREL CCR Ml ING- AR AE, FATRM T %
Kendall £ A B % 138 6l 4 55 05 35 AT R LR T
H&iEEHARE (ING) ALY 5Byl
M ayds, UM B BB EAE S ING ARt 5 T v] A
BT N T 9mA5 BRI A0 — BB, oA 1H S 457
IREREINE A (MFA, AR 2.2.17) FI-R AR HE K
(CMU) % FHid Lok E s b RAT W EE IR BOS AR . 3,
IR B B B PE e P B AR gl , BT CMU eIl 17—
MFERINFE (g2p) B8, AR TXEFEN LS. K5,
FATHIX B BRI B 8] CMU . ST 5T &4
CCR = ING AARWENC, FRATAEFLL P RIS T R iR
Fifaife &5 (BN, “accept” BE#F/RN “AHO K S EH1 P
T7, XNFERHN “AHOK S EH1 P”)., [ MFA il 2y
4 RAEEEA DCA HHE FITR T — 1 H E X
M, fha, FATE X — 22 Y 2 A AR AR 5 8T S
CMU il #x} se 38 5 AR HEAT T X 5%

2.2. Aghif PN

FATRAT wav2vec 2.0 [19] ERHATE I 5% 1
v B i ASR BEHY 22—, Hp Al R T I ZE e A
facebook /wav2vec2-large-960h. AL T 960 /NfE
TN, W65 @ sNEsYIZ7E CORAAL i) DCA fI DCB
TUERE (A LB EIE) B 5-gram LM #4748
iR, A KenLM [20] . 3 TZERASA LM PR 002
TTHEsE, FATE JeleTRAT B 9 SO ET R AR 8] 16kHz DA
5 wav2vec 2.0 . SR G0 ERE D 30 FRAYHE,
Xy CCR A1 ING gidifiiagin], [RIBJFIH CORAAL
PRAL ) U6 15 2 & S B 1R HE ZE B0 AR 9% R ) TAE K Ay
Ho HEGREIRPGEN wav2vee 2.0 FEATALER, AW
LM A" LM, Bifg, A1 Needleman-Wunsch
SREHEATIF RIS, Jid Python [y string2string * PESE
B, REeR g R S M N A B SE AT A SF IR R
WG VPAL TG SR HERf 1

2.3. Jakbnt

AT RN AAE SREMATE ST, AV | R
Vit &Mk, Hibrok 5 DCA HURERRITEMAET .
FIFH A — B BEARAS A HL GG XT 55, FRATTER T H:A4 H AR A Y
ARG R H A 2 A . AR A Ti1% WER If#2]
RERYTRITC ABUT R «

TR Luce M9 L, AT —A- BRI MRICARE ,
e W] DA A R AT A 7 3 AT — A E R . MR BR
T H bR BRIR A S . R TR Be4R R, FRATE A T
Levenshtein B¥k, FATHSEE LW RAGE A 355 R
B (ASR) HRiBin @ EA7ET CMU i, Sk
wEIRY A, JAIMH MFA 1 g2p L E S, &
JakrE & B E R CMU i, SR)5, |ATTEIESH
Levenshtein FEgEf, PUCnaEA H AR SR 1 RC AR 1 %
FAE AR H AR IR R MFA_ Status 682 B2 AH
JRIATE R R R T 20 MEFA AR . a5 2 IR,
BAVRIE R RS2 B & AR AR A K. B (6F ik
JERAEM) . FATET AR L & F RGN RS R, K
2, QNI AL SR B H IR I SR RE rp, FRATR R SR A R
1 R 5115 A

%https://github.com/stanfordnlp/string2string

R H1 h, 5 WER {E R H 45 & 317 5 #7,
MFA_ Status. AgeGroup Fil Gender {E K [ E RV A & .
MFA_ Status fEh—A"JCH T, FREFTEEH MFA
LRI GE AR

T AR PR AR S, FRBRAE LY
H AR C AR B0 3G N RRE RS2, SR T &RPER A3
MNIEIE, HorArk Target. Word F11 Speaker Id fE K FEHL
WV.. BEAh, X Target. Word FEALZY, FATEHE T
MFA_ Status. AgeGroup Al Gender HJRHALAIR , X &K
FRE RN FRARERNXT WER 528X [F
B B AR IR . [FEE, X Speaker Id FEHLAN, 3K
35T MFA_ Status FREHLARRR , X i k& KSR
WAEAN UL N2 (B T A8 b . i =R (8
&, {X CCR #MY ING) _Eibfy, H-fiHmish ASR 23
(5 LM 1t LM). WER M tEgeitErl 1 i T
AL .

il R &4 (A4 4.4.1) | 1merTest fUf) lmer [
a7

2.3.1. %5

LRI ERUVALTY . A HE 2 WER J&H1 MFA_ Status,
AgeGroup Fl Gender [¥[E &RV FM A, Hrxd Tar-
get_ Word [FFUINE A FEVLARIE A #H 2R, X Speaker Id
) MFA_ Status HA FEVUEIERIRRR . X 804248 it AT
T XS, MFA_ Status il —0.5 Fx “JFIhE
7 0.5 Fon “fiifb k" . Gender #igtS -l —0.5 F
NBMA 0.5 FRtett. AgeGroup #HAT Tk RERFFGAS
PURFEEAN KT 5 2 B KPP I3 T I

WA 1 PR, SRR G TR, R BUE,
WD) R SECE ) WER, (BART CCR. 2T, 7E
A SEE R Mk, CCR #l ING, 5% 1
MFA_ Status 7E45 i1 Fxt WER B B2 IEN . b2
TEEESHA (LM), X US4, Rk
KT ASR RGN T —2WBkik. BARPmES T L
B3, B {HIEEM 0.021 B 0.040 AYAHXTE /NN T FEHH
HXHR AER R 2 P &M IR & . AgeGroup U1 F
X ASR MEREA REE M, M ARH5E AR
(%A LM 1y ING FiRsEd 8 Exm) o 28m, PRI
CCR/ING %5 A RTAIN ASR PEREREH W& 50

TS MR ¥, Neighborhood  Status #% 4> #7124
A2 7, ASR_Type fE K [ & 2 K 4% &, Neighbor-
hood_ Status #§ i K —#EHA5 f (S H YA Neigh-
bor_Error) , 3% ASR_Type W H T % 4ts (with-
out_ LM: -0.5, with_ LM: 0.5), {#i HIE-&& 25 [m] 1,
Hrfr Target. Word Fl Speaker Id {ENREHLEIN . HEAL,
YT HABEPLA., FATELET ASR_Type RYREHLERE,
DA ASR 287N} Neighborhood  Status [ 5% MAEA [A]
1 H AR AN AL TE 2 (8122 4k .

i R 4 1med A1 glmer LG T — N BHIR
GV, T logit 458 K4, B A Neighbor-
hood_ Status 252 3 (Non_ Neighbor Error 5
Neighbor_Error), ZAZN T &9 T Hifh ASR 287K
AR, TR, RATL g T B AR ER %
By ASR i, DAUIREUES IR .

LERAT B S IE H 2S00 (ASR) o, FRATILER
FNFATH H AR 12,734 A BASREE S 4G 7.9 %(1,006)
RSB ARTT, AR SRR A, SRR AR
KIE R MR 8,283 A~ RAF RN M H Y 3.3 % (277). [
PERGIESE TiX — i PE R B, B isira SR 4En 353K
W, RUNEF BB AP T IRNC AR R . YRR
FEETE TN ASR B, ASR_Type f/n—s(HE
FRIERCE (p & <0.001 ). XFRURTE ING $idRsE
(B : —2.1879) Hfim, HGZEMAHIRSE (8 - —1.2875)
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Table 1: ¥4k 0 ASR XM E & 20 8 2%

Overall Dataset CCR Dataset
Without LM With LM Without LM With LM Without LM With LM

0.021 (0.006) ***  0.030 (0.006) ***  0.026 (0.007) ***  0.031 (0.007) ***  0.040 (0.012) **  0.030 (0.012) *
-0.158 (0.042) ***  -0.108 (0.035) **  -0.146 (0.042) ***  -0.102 (0.034) **  -0.173 (0.046) ***  -0.131 (0.039) **
-0.041 (0.030) -0.035 (0.025) -0.038 (0.030) -0.032 (0.024) -0.035 (0.033) -0.029 (0.027)
Age Group (4 vs. 3, 2, 1) 0.033 (0.029) 0.037 (0.024) 0.038 (0.028) 0.033 (0.023) 0.030 (0.031) 0.035 (0.026)
Gender (Female vs. Male) ~ -0.013 (0.033) -0.028 (0.027) -0.011 (0.033) -0.029 (0.027) -0.003 (0.037) -0.013 (0.031)

Note: Values are presented as: Estimate (Standard Error). Significance levels: *** p < 0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p < 0.05.

Effect ING Dataset

MFA_ Status
Age Group (2 vs. 1)
Age Group (3 vs. 2,1)

CCR Dataset

033 036 038 038
025 0.27 025 025

Without LM With LM Without LM With LM
B Original Pronunciation mmm Reduced Pronunciation

ING Dataset

Word Error Rate (WER)
5 o o 5 =&
R @ = o

o
o

Figure 1: CCR #= ING H 718t MFA 3k% WER

1 CCR ¥hide (B : —0.8954)
3. Mg

AT R T 2410 % CCR Al ING-reduction, jX24&
WK AAE Z8{kEf, ASR RGRITEREA AL, &%
i MFA_Status [)—2FEURIMER X, AAE $£HiE
X} ASR RIFHIA BRI . BIEEESI ASNE LM DA
WE2ESAE ) ASR A iU MR GRS, X AR M)
RIBE . HIL, XeRFE TR — MR, B CCR
Al ING-reduction 28 fLFFFETEL ASR R FIAIIEN .

TEX— R I EAL_E, FRATZEE 1 Fi$4i5] 1) WERSs
5T XT AAE 4 I wav2vec 2.0 BB HH Y .
4N, Johnson %A [24] M45id, 4 AAE &% LA
wav2vec 2.0 i, ¥MEFHERK WER 25 39 %, B HIRE
551 WER 5 30 %. [Al#f, Chang % A [25] &3 wav2vec
2.0 %} CORAAL ¥ir£Emi%55m WER 4 52.8 %, i
WTHEELE MMM AAE FHERER) SR B E
IR, XM EGERATMER—2, HRE TR
AAE BEBkEE, i TSRS N R, PAKE
LEEZ i e L

ML EN 9 5 WA X B 3B 5 (ASR) PERg
RIS T U AR L E JE (AAE) B S0
TR PR 25 57 B A 52 ) 0 5 35 76 45 B0 4 v (R 2 4R
F (WER) R TAERK UG, X RITCH EE A mg DA
ING F DA 24 TR ASR RGEH3E T4 AMABE L .
XAKIE ASR MEEeRY) 2 EARIE B L, S BoR L
H[26] FIAERK UG [27] 1) WER £, @l T
REDMAERR S ERZE. FERIMVEGH, agl HF
HERf R R i D AR B AR AS 2 LEE, Rk et 36
& 1968 4EZF 1969 AF[Esfily), s HIVEREZ 1891 4F
F| 1958 4F [17] . XRMEAESIN, RAERPRES 2
A 10 %

5Z LA T T ASR PEBETAAE M B 22 57
T, FATIBFFEAR KB BIR BITER A B8 .
WA SBA S RA 3, B2 TR Bon HiR
B, WU T B E LS (28] , 2t
MR R & R (1, 29] o X—&HEW], =D

FEAMRRERE P, ETHNNZERTEEE AAE g5
1 ASR PEREH AN A HESL T EAE A .

TEFRATEE MBI, AT RN E 5 BEAL4E
) T TR AR AR Hp e / El Y AT A Y 5 | A A R
FAVHESS 3.2.3 FIIBFR G SRR SRS T — . Hem)if
P, RS i3 S R AR A TR BRI R X e
WA TR R M Z BHET, (IR 45 R S ARG AT —E,
X LERIF TSI T 1 AR A PR S B S R R R S
. WE 1 R, EAEBEFHBEEERMKT CCR Ml
ING HREr R IRE . R/ PUE E T 5 S8R
HEERCTINAE ST, AR R SRR -

WAk, WA, FERAESEHAN ASR £4i4, JE
LB IR A ARG R A . X FRIHTTREE A HAM R & S
X seAE, FHANIIZRERE N SR EEE R IZE0RS
MHABAEAE 2 FRRITEE (1], PARFRATT I R % JE R H
7 FHHE (2] S

TATIM—A K2, AR bR g
AT PAE I B I AAE #2280k ASR )
WERf . BN, BELT T —8XT AAE B EARTE
FTAE (B0 31] XHFIH) . XEEMRERAE BT ASR
ARG B E B R G IEIE S 25, W CCR Al ING 4
vljjli, AT 4 v VEE AR A 1 D2 X A R M A S B R R i
/U

FATIFR U SRR DAFER MR . H5E, BT
(IR, FATRBEE LA THidid A 7PAk MFA 1) CCR
i ING-Fi e it . 3818 Kendall % A#£ CORAAL %}
ING-ZE W I U AREE , X Rl LLE o] DA SR IRATTI CCR 4%
WM. =k, FA1#H T Large-960h wav2vec 2.0
WAL, T HS5INTESRBIWARA N, IRIES MR
B BRI, TP T 2 I GRS AR AT R S AR A 1R
B, LTI TR AR A IR TS O o X — B Rt B
T IRATAED RS — AR AR B RE, B E 21
ASR HBUR] AP R A AR B e o dpede, FRATIISE AR
i CCR/ING-Ziixt ASR M:RER) M 215 32 1Rl A
BEEIARZ I . AHB, FRAVHOEET B ia] < BRI SR Rz
EIEIAIG S

4. 5B

AHIFTHEL T ASR REEMMERE, A% CCR 1 ING-
reduction, XPiFlZE AAE FRg#H LGS, RATHHF
FEERIIE T ASR ARG T B e i IRk
i, BIEEREF T2 wav2vec 2.0 SXFERSEHELLASAT LM Ry
£l B, BRIMERIESELT CCR Ml ING-reduction
AL B2 FE ASR RGN, AR TIRATRT IR R .
AT B FERX— &, BT T HAFE BT ASR
PERERISE M. EARTE IR WS BE B, (HAE 19 2 PA
T AAE i3S E T, FRE N REBRE, FEESN
ASR RSB, Bk, FEFFAEEEEY, #7F LM 1) ASR
RS IR MR 2T LM ) ASR. XE
TIATE AR, st LM R B SCn] 3ok .
WD & AR 2 18] VRIS H 4R S ME R PR BE T -
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5. B

XL A HM RS —a . MR Ik, B
Srifr. 5RO/ /i HM, KT; B
PHAE . BEAARH. WHAH. BME. Bk HM; BEE.
B KT,

(1]

2]

(3]

[5]
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[7]

(8]
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