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DFERINTHHEORZI O I 2HWET 5. WEOZIT T IOMTIZLD, HERT V& EERH

&l n-gram & D EHEDRZIFIZ W EDR T

INEBFETTIVOYEHOBRICEREREELZ TN

VBB PRERIENOERD L, RWEETH L. SHRMERICLOMGEELZEZS, T0
BRWHEEO BT, REEICLDHFERDLOETIX 0.6%KITH > 7.

1. ELC®IC

BEET NV EFETIRIZE R ZADBETH->TH, N
A VHDTF—RZWBEMTHS 1], [2]. LHLADS, B
A4 VHNF—ZDEZEI LI, BEABENEGENEZ
ML, HEIEMIIBLTWSE I & 2EEELMEL 2\
BIZIFFEEVREINE Z L EMBICIRD S5, ZD&D
RHEIEFENS, NAALVHNT—RIIFHLFNE T Ui
WEX N TNER S w. —HEE T -2 24IBRENT
LESE, ki IWEFIVREIREI NI, €
FTNEHEETLEIENTERY. EoTTF—ZX 2HIKR
T2 ek, MARBHRER#ETEDEMARD 5N T
Wh., ZNETTANY —R#T— X~ A = (privacy
preserving data mining; PPDM) [3], [4] & FEIEN 2 D
—DOT, FE - BBV AVEEKBIZZLE2HNELTY
% [5]. HEFT—X®DPPDM 2% 2 5BUTIE, BUEHIZEE
BRI ZEEEU 20, BEEDHERE WS T 2RO NI WK
T BRENDB.

HHEWFDO ST TIZ, PPDM ICHET AHEIZIEL ALY
RoNBRN, FD55D—DTIX, FHEGEDTFIEZME
6T 2 HEMBEINTWS [6], [7. L Ladis iz
%, FMERGEICHARTE L OFIEEZRELL, €T
NWEEHRUZBIZIIBEO T N V2 EETE20ENH
L Sy =T A5 4 —FKT Y
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WO DB, - INIET — R REICIXF X .
ZDIEPOFEFT—L2BELTH L. 2L > THEA
BHEHELED Z LN TE LD, FMEDORRIINTERIC
KONTLES>TWEDT, #iIEHE [8], [9] * end-to-end
DOFE[10] > Z L FTERV. ThEAREIZT 5720
ZiE, REEORERIIDRZEI N T VAR ITIIER S .
THNITIMAT, EE, FHEAETALSFEHT —X %
HAETZFENREINTWVS [11]. 20O &5 R HENE
BIhiE, RAA AT — X THY U 7 % ke a) 144
(Deep neural network; DNN) IZBEDOERIZZT 5 TN 5D
DT, TIANY—R#ELIzT =Ry N THEETIHE
Bh5b.
XoTHEAETFT—XDPPDM (121F, TD KA VYNTF—X&
Ly heENNSFE U DNN EFLZEIRL, Bt
N7 —2ty b oMEAERFAFETERVWESITLD
D, TIANY—FHEINTRIN T — X2y e EEET
WHEBIMES e N TELZ e RDOEND. £HETF—
REFHTEILHEHEETH S, ¥HT—XE2HEEA— b
Iy aA—XTHEET 2 HELREINTWEY [12], 4Rk
EFTNLVTEFTDICEEFEDORAFITARRTIENTER
V. AT, INSDEREZT T T A NY — RS
£ 5 )L2EH (privacy preserving acoustic model training;
PPAMT) #2843 5. PPDM OF#E ML [13] TIE, Bk~
7% PPDM FikZ2 ML TWD (SR [13) £ 1). Zhi
LN, Fx DHIEIX “perturbation”, “randomization”,
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“anonymization” IZFHI N 5.

TIANY—FANTITANRNY =N T I AN —IT
DEINDE., ANTITANY =TI, FIZIETTA NN — R
#7 — X /"B (privacy preserving data publishing; PPDP)
D&, T—=KEY M)A X%&MAS5. PPAMT Tl
IhEFAT B, FKEIEcsEsn, XHiE T VR A
ke T AT, ESEILEEANLTS. PPAMT
ORI E (n-gram, =H# 7NV, H8KHE) 25X
LHEREEAMET S, |, ZNITMAT, FEEZMET S/
b, EEIITARY VIIZEDL kEALL (4], [15] 2
5. ZHUTKY, BEEHIZEEZ B ANOMBAME L DDA
FRAENVWZIENTED.

WA 7 I 14N =%, DNN OH 1% HEERICEHRT
57-DIfibnsd b T A 74 REBOREFIMIIKND.
PPAMT IZ £ 5 Z 16 DEWIEER 7T 4 /NP — (differen-
tial privacy; DP)[16]) T® “perturbation” [17] ¥ F ¥ & L
Y7V (18] OFEHL L FAKDOFEIZL VI E N 5.

AIROFEODIIUTD LS IZHm->T WA, 2HiTlE, “per-
turbation” & “ randomization” % F\ 7z PPAMT % g%
5. TOBIZ, Eido 3 FORHEEIZNT S PPAMT O
MUK (sensitivity) Zf#Td 5. MAT, GEEZWET 57
0, 3FITENRDHIKIZL Y, FEEI I AR V%S, 4
HiToFERIZK D, KEEGELE A7 (large-vocabulary
continuous speech recognition; LVCSR) & A 7 1249 % 2
ED PPAMT OHMMEZERT.

2. TS5 ANY —REZTETTIEE
(PPAMT)

2.1 W=

B 1z, TEUoic) al Uz ERkEh 2R T 2 0RE
D PPAMT ®7 L —A7—2 %33, PPAMT OEAD
BAEIE “perturbation” & “randomization”[13] TH 5. *
T, XEREWKR—- X XHiIER T, XEICAET 5. I,
IhoDXHiz T v RLMIHET S I & TH LWV & M
3 5.

5, sZEHOFEH (1 < s < 9T/ ULT, N(s) %
HENHLBERERSD. LD N(s) %3h5% D(s) {4 E
U, N'(s)(= N(s)+ D(s)) DB S 72 5 CHiZ 4 &
T35, HERICT VA LITEARE W(s) XHiz#EE L,
IN(s)/W(s)| X#EMES. 22T, || &7a7V) 7Bk
THb. W(s) XHilx N'(s) XHihh 58T, fadb
BN, 1F,

L5
Nc = N’CW X N’—WCW--~ =

H N —wiCw, (1)

0

DESITRDE, ZZTHHEDD, s 2B L. D
Kb, TO—XAHEINTUE SR pr = §- T
HY, THE, BEROIZD N >W OFELETTIE, 1FIF

%
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1 PPAMT OY A7 LOME. GMM & DNN iZExhZhih Y
ZiRAE T )V (Gaussian mixture model) & €& R [A] #Hd

(deep neural network) DZ & TH 5.
Fig. 1 System overview of PPAMT where GMM and DNN are
the abbreviations of Gaussian mixture model and deep

neural network, respectively.

ETHD. .
AR officlx, Eido 3EORSE T 5 PPAMT @
BURX 2T 5.

2.2 n-gram

9, uni-gram 1%, £2<ZEbS5RV. ZOHRMAT,
uni-gram @ 77 4 N —ZFEL 2 WIEEICIE, YD
XEiEHIRT 208D H B, bi-gram X, XHDIXLHOD
W, DEEHOAFMT I HEZTLIZELT S, 2T
Y. D(s) Mo, HEEZIT SR

m:%ZM% (2)

THb. ZTIT, N, ZFEHYLy MIEEFNHHREEEHT
HB. ZOWEED PPAMT 26T BHHMEOBURE 25 L
TW5.

tri-gram 1%, 1ZUDDES L DEEOAFHOZENZTN
2 EFRMEAT 5. ZORORERIL,

pra = 5 2. D), ®

TH5.

2.3 FHRINL

mono-phone @ 7 ~X)UIFZAL L 72\, tri-phone D T )V
%, 4T CcET 5. Thbh, XHOEHE, SHEEO
], 2L TXHiOBRERTHE. &I DPRLEITH
5LRET DL, WBEZIT 20 OMERI,

D(s), (4)
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THd. TIT, tri-phone 7)IVDEIE, N, TH5.
2.4 BERHE

GHELME 3 10 7L — AfSEINTEDNS.
bbb, HIL—LIZHLT, (20+1) 7L —AIZE A
LRMENMEDONG. FHTFT—X P2 N 7V =055
L&, HhhdRHEBEIE Nr(20+1) 7L —LE k5.
HTERBMEIIUTNO 4G cAT 5. BHEITORE
fl, EERomM, KEOAMTH S, KfEfHcoE,
YRR CaL LA RVENE AP ST T (o Y
WZIZ, TRTOHEIZEDY, 2(0+1)p>,D(s) 7L —
Loy DREENENT 5. HERIE

2o+ 1o
Pr= Ne@p+1) E:I) 5)

TH5.

2.5 3FEDRFHBEDREE

—RET, R (3), (4), 5) TRENAZEBOT IR
T, Np > Niyy > N, DIERPE DD,
DLy > Dry > pr ODERMUELH B, ORI, &
£ VP EEREEIL, PPAMT 25U T, n-gram £ 9

WEBEZIFIZAVWEWVWRS, ThIFEEETVEFET
ZOIZEWHEETHL. mERHIE, I n-gram 37
RINVPHFERHELIVE, L7 vHxLbEIhTND
EWVWZREPOTHDE. WBREIIGOESKRI LeHESE
NI, n-gram IE I T VR AMEET TV B HE
NRHbd—HT, EHRETNEFET L2012, £
NP HFERHEITEHETRIINIER SRR S THS.

2.6 DNN OFFIOMOENTZM4 /1N —

tri-phone K8 t DFHFTHMAH PPAMT 2 & W 24T 5.
JTLDHEFI DA P & PPAMT ZJE L 72O HR0MG P D%
5%, DP TOHE [16] LEIZLTUTD L S5 I12#ll5 Z
ENTE D,

€(t) = [log(P(t)) — log(P'(t))|. (6)

3. RAMEI

QETOEMITMZ T, FHEMEALTFEY IAXY
IZX DERTRETH 5.

3.1 i-vector ICEDKEFEEIZRYV VY
WMHEMET 5720, PPDP OFED—~DTH D kI
k2R HTE. ZOFETHE, FHESEPXPTFEFELHK
%*ﬁ[fb'ﬂ"é ZeWTES, BRBPEHEEA—DI T A
Z—ITIRAL, TRTORFEVELGEE DFEFEN» 5705 &
Jﬂ"é 2T, MEREFIRITHE D S HBITH U CTH
xRz Eons. £9, §5#H 7 7 A K% i-vectors [19)
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WWEDEWET S, ivector ZRF A2 LEHINSEE
DT, FHHEFEE/F ¥ 2INVIIAREOEH S L AIZDERS T
Vi=v+Tz" D&L5IZDIF5H. ZIT, V"IZATY AR
A E 7V (Gaussian mixture model; GMM) D A — /83—~
JMNVTHY, BIHFEnlZHEHRTDILTHEELF ¥ 2L
WZHAFT 5. v BRI GMM D A—NRN—RT7 ML TH D
M, FEELF ¥ RVICEKTFT, NHERETLAVRSHES
N5, THES V2 DOEHITHITH Y, REBER RS
HIENS D, 2" BFEE n 12T 5 i-vector THD. 4
N F#&h% k-means 7)V3 Y ALIZ&D, 2" a3V 4 V5
PEZEIEIIAR) VI L, EEEWELTS.

3.2 SVYLES
IIARYVITRBIZ, cBEHOIEE Y 7 ARITIE
Yees( N(s)/C Fil, $DB Y 5. N'(5)/C XHid
F1ET 5. ZZTS() X cEHDZ I ARIZHIET 535k
FOELETHD. ZNoDXHiET v X LHEI NS,
iz ky, ZEHF-RXTOFEERS #BT O
T HIENTES., K77 ARBOFERN 1 LA I
B EITNE, EEBZEIERTES. LR 5
BT 23 EBORNITH 5. £7 7 A RIS
MR- EENNE, kX [S/C] THD. 7V XLTHE
I NFEEED i-vector [FEHMNZIFEEE I I A XDV
04 K2R 50T, dERECRLUCGHEETH 5. 2T
O PPAMT & LT, B3 @R REES N, S/C %
ISR REL TR N TE S,

3.3 FEZEICTRHT I NV —I3RFES IR
FEBEISTIE T 7 AN —REIZIE T TR, BRI,
BRIY Y 7238 )5 FE T & B R 22 M AP [l i (feature-
space maximum likelihood linear regression; fMLLR) [20]
’EWJ IZ& %, fMLLR T, H8RHEENT ML o 22
U, sBHHOEICHIG LU -FHEy 285, ZOWIC
EWTH A, ENA T A b, %2 y=A,x+b, DL DITHE
T5. INTRTIA NV -3 ETERN. BU A &
by WEBFBITWERINTWZELTH, ThozH#iET S
ZLRHBETH D, RERSIE, BRI 72D GMM
1, RHIOT A FEEEITN U TEBITH 2 HET 572012
RELTELS BEPDH IS TH D, MAREEH DFHEED
BonhiE, INS5DNITA—K A, L b, BEENED
T, tORHME & AE 0o 0WFSr s HHITNTL £

5. &= A7 y—b]. ZDXSznmiE, FHEREHI R
Thbd. ZNE A, OFBEBHIINI W E SISk E
ThH5.

4. 3B

4.1 ERREH

HARFEG LS % 32— %X (Corpus of Spontaneous
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ex 1: ftHD / ZOFHD / 22—/ WEHE |/ @ne /
MORIZ / B0ET /AT #AYE ) KRE ) BIEETIZ
ex 2: TSMBELT /| A— / RFERIZ / MDELT/
EhS [ BET ) Z— /BB B5— /D) VET/
DL 74— KNy o2y | RBEEE D

B2 JvXLEEShizXEHOH

Fig. 2 Examples of randomly concatenated phrases.

Japanese; CSJ) [21] % FH\» T PPAMT O %M % WGk
U7z, CST &b A< WS N T WS HAFED LVCSR
RATTHD. BEBITHN 70k THS. Z 2 Tl Kaldi
toolkit [22] @ “nnetl” EH L FIED CSJ LI iz kb,
R=ATGA VIV AT LEMEL -, SEREEIX, 131K
TED A VEEEE T T A N T L fRE (mel-frequency cepstral
coefficient; MFCC) Z K HIBIMENTIZ L D E# L TH LN
72 40 IRIT D B ERHER & 0kt +o(= 17) 7L —AfEE L
750 & U7-. fIMLLR IZ & 2%z Uahi&EIiL %2 @ L
7. DNN X 7/ (%8 1,905 / — N) 225720, 9,388 D
#7317 — K (tri-phone IRAE) % HFD.
CSIDHFIZIF2DDRAAL VDB, ZZTRAAL Y
NT—X&UTHED DI, ZaE (CSJ A) TH O, F
A4 VBT — RIF— R L 1 > & ¥ 2 — (CST R&S) T
HD. 0KZDRIRDFEENSRDBA—T 7 CST AT
Z bty b 10 G % BEER D % (word error rate; WER)
(%] DB T L 72, 73— FIK, tri-gram SaFE TV
i, AT VHAT—E0oFPGLEZb0%, @Y AT LT
IV, KA VYNOEE T —& (CST A set) 1,
bbb > N(s) = 159,297 X & (Np = 85,999,942 7
L' —24 (239 hours) o 7%225%) &8, FHEBUIL S = 986
THb5. BET, N, = 3,871,539 HgE (41,862 72 b
HEE) D, Ny = 12,004,648 O tri-phone 7 X)L
BRI SNTWS. 3. D(s) = 952,346 FE DD B,
S N'(s) = 1,111,643 XHiD G o iz, ZDEBRTIZ,
EFE WK — X E TSI B U . 2R
1%, & FEH N,/ Y, N(s) = 243 HgEx &L, ol
®Bix, BXHEIFFEH N,/ S, N'(s) = 348 HFEE A DT
O, W=10HE~+2 7 VX LIEETHZ T, 111,509
XEEB U, A5 IiTORRBRTIE, N1 A 0%EE
T—& (CSJ R&S set) & LT, & 2,222, 7L — L%
101,208,464(281 hours) D7 — X % {H - 7=.

4.2 PPAMT

2T VR LIKEAINEZXH ORI THE. Zhi
R LIFIESENRIEDNTVEZ DD E. ATy
Yax—72F, XHOBERERL, £0EITEHE»S
5. BAENIEFEHENIC Np/N =774 7 L — 24 (0.774
[sec]) DR L w72, TDHE, HEBEDZITPT I,
pL, = 0.984 > pr, = 0317 > pp = 0.194 DX 51270,
2.5 fICRUBIRIEN - I N5 Z e piro .
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K1 FASVHADT =X UAPHHATERVEAIZ, REOTITAN
v — R L 72354 D WER|[%)]
Table 1 WER[%)] of the proposed privacy preservation where

only in-domain dataset was available.

CE sMBR

all in-domain data available 11.71 11.05
phrase division 15.43 14.44
random concatenation 14.88 13.76

speaker anonymization (10 clusters) | 15.09  14.17

16 . :
— I5-o—006-9o o GW)
S 14 >\15.09 1
% 13 F Original # training speakers (986) 4
= 12 ¢
11 L L
0 500 1000 1500

# speaker clusters
3 SEHEALOEOIEEE Y TARY VI ERFALSED CST
testset TD WER[%)]
Fig. 3 WER[%] on the CSJ testset when speaker clustering

was used for speaker anonymization.

1L, FACVHNT =Xy NOARDBFETREREGE
D WER ThHd. Z7HALY b Y — (cross-entropy; CE)
DNN ZZ2E T AR EFoNZDE, RIINA XY A7 RN
{t (sequential minimum Bayes risk; sMBR) 3l % & [9]
2iro7z. BIITHRTIANY —FH#LR LIZRHD R A
A VNEE Mo 72560 ERMEREEZRT. E2/T7HIE
XENDREN DA T T2GH8TH S, BHE2 LT
DXHTH > THFEENELS TH, FEETLVOZEFHR
BIFATWS., XHIDT VX LFEEIZE D tri-phone D%
BRI 3 Z 2T, MREA M LU 72, R O RERS AR
FEINTVWBEZ A5, sMBR IEZPPAMT IZXNULTHE
THY, ZHIFRED PPAMT OFHTHD L NA 5.
10 7 5 ARIZ L BRFEEAIZ &Y, CE ZEIIZ 0.2%,
sMBR ZHFIZ 0.4%D WER (K FA R SN 72A, ZHiz
&0, B-EXEPELTETVS.

4.3 FEEIVTRIH

M 3IZI3EE&E 2 S AX C ¥ WER DRfRZERT. C< S
DL, C>SOEAVWThE, HEEIXIFEAY I FAR
BUTHAFE T, (RO k1T 255 ELLDER T E /2.

4.4 RAAYVATFT—ITT AN —REOBERWVE
HEHMOMICH A TRERIGE

zhedilz, 7897k, [HAF—2D
KGARIZAZE L 7Z3EEDAZRHTEZ 2T, WMaW
WRAMVNT—RE2HHETEZEE 605, 41z
X, T4 —(REXNRNFEEEEFE R WER OBE%
ERT. TIANY—FH#EI N WEEEERD 100 4
KDL, MRENEZFIE T Uz, TNy —[R#EX
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50
= 40f 241

32.48

30
20 23.26 Original # training speakers (986)

18.46 ]
1331 Tl
10 1620 14.70 ,

0 200 400 600 800 1000
# training speakers (non-preserved)

4 FHT—2EMEIWZEED CSJ testset TD WER[%)]
Fig. 4 WER[%] on the CSJ testset when training data were

subsampled.

WER[%

16
15
14
13+
12+
11
0

WER[%]

200 400 600 800 1000
# non-preserved speakers in in-domain data

B 5 IHOWICEEEHED T T ANy — (iR AT 5 72855 D CSJ testset
T®D WER[%]
Fig. 5 WER[%] on the CSJ testset when partial speakers were

preserved.

NRWVEEE D 200 %4 (2RDOBB L% 1/5) DA, 3%D
WER KA RS 7=,

¥ 5 Tlid, PPAMT T7 54 Ny —{R#X N 0EEHH
BEZT5ED WER 27R7. 2004771430 —{1#X
NRVEEDVDIHEE, 0.7%D WER O AR SN 7z,
IR LT, BT T T v I DEEICE 3%,
WER MERLTW5.

TIANY —R#EINIRVGEHFBDD 2L 251200,
BREDZLIZT TH TV v kD BNEL D, Zhiz
X0, PPAMT Z¥ 790 7) v 7&bE, T340 —
R UTEDINZ R AL YNT =R DX 2855&0 %
BhdZ Ehbhrot.

4.5 MORAAVHATF—4 1y MHFIRTEERIEE

£ 2121, KA A VAT = Z BN R T RE 354
@D WER 25773, BIZ PPAMT 28 WT, %42 KA
I UNTF—=RIBEMTH . THIER A1 T & S0
HWORHTELZ 2D EZONE., —FTRAL VT —
ZDODAUDPFHATERWVFEITIE, WER X 14.14%TH
D, INS5EDEZFELLE N, 2k, 73141y —
REINZRAS VAT —RIFELLS HREZ A LS E 7.
ZDBE, 4A3HITRT L5, FHEEAMIIMREZET
X ot

H6iE, FASVYHATF =Xy bDTITA N —(FH#EX
NAEVEEERE WER OFfRZERT. 774NNV —[F#X
NRVEEED VR WEATE 2, WER DK TIX 0.59%T
H3B. 2004DTTANY—FHEINTOVRVEEN VD
BTk, WER DK TIX 0.26%TH 5.
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R 2 MORAS AT =Xy FHRHAREREGEI, REDT S
AN —(RHEEHEL 2 HAED WER[%]. () i, R1H2560
WERZRT

Table 2 WER|%)] of the proposed privacy preservation where

additional out-of-domain dataset was available. ()

shows the improvement from Table 1.

CE
all in-domain data available 11.44 (0.27)
random concatenation 12.03 (2.85)
speaker anonymization (10 clusters) 11.98 (3.11)
cf. only out-of-domain data available 14.14
16
— 15
S 14
5 13 | 12.03
=z 12 11.88 11.70 11.57 11.44
11 - S P
0 200 400 600 800 1000

# non-preserved speakers in in-domain data
B 6 fDRASUHAT—ZEy Mz, BAMIZEEEIIRED
T ANy —R# &L 72356 D WER[%)]
Fig. 6 WER[%] on the CSJ testset when partial speakers were

preserved with out-of-domain data.

0 5 10 15
Difference of logarithmic prior probability €

Cumulative probability

B 7 X (6) DeTRIND T AT+ IRIED T4 DX EhfE
ROER
Fig. 7 Difference of logarithmic probabilities of the prior dis-
tribution for tri-phone states, € in Eq. (6).

4.6 FHRHOHADT AN —

712, X (6) TRTHIMAMORBEMRZRT. 2R
HED Q0%DERD, ¢ =052 FE->TED, c=2%2HBX
5D%, RO 2.T%DIRETHSE. ZNiTkD, 1FLA
EOFEFNAH PPAMT IZL 0 ZE/{LTE S, PPAMT
WWEODEMDPHD T T AN —(FEN LS EHINTWS
ZEWrD.

5. F&HESEDEE

AT, TN —(REEEE T IV EEE (privacy
preserving acoustic model training; PPAMT) Z 2% L 7=.
“perturbation” & “randomization” 234 ¥ & 2B EETH
5. 3HORHE (n-gram, HHR 70, HFEREE) 120
LT, PPAMT T & 0508 % 321 5%, $7405 PPAMT
WUk E, 2ENMEL7Z. ZhiZk D, FERHEEY
BRINNVEEERBESL DD PPAMT 08 % %21712<
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WZ Aoz, THIXEANERZREL TEEET IV
DFEBEFODIZIFRWEETH S, TR T, &
I IARY VK EFEEAEERTE 2. PPAMT
IZ& % WER O{LIX 0.6%KiETH D, ZOK, FElL
ZUDEAINIHERIIMEATE 21T /NI V. FEESH
b, RAL T =R 2o, MRE2E TS E
otz SHOFEIL, #BED PPAMT I, FHZHA S
TANY — DR S MM LT E A S Z & THS.

SE X
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