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Abstract Automatic prosodic break detection and annotation are important for both speech understanding and natural
speech synthesis, We developed complementary model to detect Mandarin prosodic break by using acoustic, lexical and
syntactic evidence, OQur proposed method has the following advantages: (1) We do not adopt the independent assumption
between the acoustic features and the lexical and syntactic features. (2) The complementary models not only in the fea-
tures of the current syllable but also in the contextual features of the current syllable at model level realizes the comple-
mentarities by taking the advantages of each model. We verified our proposed method in a speech corpus of Chinese dis-
course{ ASCCD) , where 90. 34% prosodic break detection precision rate can be achieved and 6. 09% is improved than

the baseline.

Keywords Prosodic break, Complementary model, Boosting classification and regression tree(CART) , Conditional ran-

dom fields(CRFs) , Neural network(NN) , Support vector machine(SVM)
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BREEAEEE PRI ZE (thythm) |, 3% ¥ (intonation) |
58 8 (accent) SR, 18 W8 W BHR AL B K 8
I DARGE IS RA LR, BREEMESRENE
REMTEBRBETHEA +OoERNEM. RITAE, A
IIFEREATIE = WA, M E AR AMULRIET XFERE
BRRANBRERBREEEN - ITERERGR. L B8
FRAE XA N B E BARAE . — 07, & B B AR T LA Ui
FRGERHAMRIFTERBNER; H—H . ERE
EREHREMAINEEERE ERERTINGERE
HEENFE. BREAFRGFREROTURRAE. B8
HESE R 0SB — R E T EAN BRSNS
LEANETE, ATAEE SRS ESEFSTENE

R H#1.2011-01-09 iR4E HHA.2011-03-21

BEER, EERETRITISEIWBHENRAEENTRSI
BTIEMER.

S+ XT3EIE , M. Ostendorf 38 H T 3 F 3 8 # #1 Mar-kov
AR RN R ME S HTEM, R ARER N
Markov FFIMB L FIKS VR RIK LM R LR BRI, 7
FMAET RN RERBENTIRE T ERW S BHER
b B B L R R B A SRAE MR IR SRR, S B
AR B SN R BRI, @ E AYLES 7 B iRl
WRAME Y EEERESRFH S22V E WA Fir
M RAD BRI R MR, SR, T B
BEBES BSUMBRA 7. 0% WIEHED, S Anan-
thakrishnan & THRIRBIRSE, R RS R DR A REE
(Coupled Hidden Markov Model, CHMM) ZE & B fIFE K L
XTEGS MR AHTEE. BED/RTREREERE

& 302 E R E SRR 34 (90820303, 60675026, 90820011) , B R B H AR BFST 863 iR (20060

101Z4073,2006 AA01Z194) , B AUERIBISE 2 BRI 973 3R (2004CB318105) , Il R 4 4 % Fh HAER E K F B B & £ H (BS2009DX

020) % Bh .
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BB IR IFE T RO ARAE | B K A 55 75 SF AR AE AN IR R 3B 3%
BRF A TR, BRI i E N E RS a
EHZEWNERE. BEER T RET HH EERE (Bos-
ton University Radio News Corpus, BURNC) I By3E 5, 5 B
ZHEAETTER LSRR 75X EFEREM 88Xk
MR ERE, ZERFERREIBIFENEREAGERNS
Riftfrxt e, MBS AREN—F, RBEEHRY. WH S
Ananthakrishnan F 2008 4£ X 7 iR RIERL . BB K
JE B (Maximum Aprior, MAP)E4E T X & & AR RN R AT
TEHE., ERER WA B R E LK, 38
BRI 86 TSN EF IERER 9L 610 BRA K
W EREB, B 4h, S, Ananthakrishnan {XF#] i RFC #:4F
PEEFHEX PR NN R A E T B, & BURNC £
FE I, Ay BIE 4B I5 B 67. 7% A1 56. 426 W IEHH ), Sridhar
EERXHERT AAFEGERNFENETHREL R
B, R R BT B LW K2 T 36 57 I 35 2 A 3B+ 1
Direction ¥5¥}EE (Boston Directions Corpus, BDC) | % &
FFBRNF S FIREH X T 86. 0% 93. 1% Ay IE # 1,
Hasegawa-Johnson F| i ## 2 P 4% # 5 $11R A H 8 (GMMD 7
BURNC &SI EXFHEE B RAFBE, 5% A
B 84. 2061 93. 06 HIRBIIEH R . J. H. Jeon FIHZ E &
HIPLOMLP) X B4 B K S5 75 2 (5 8 B4, Rl Bt U F SVM %
FRAER B, BB A # AR AR 8 SRR
EHRB BRI, ERN, BURNCiBERE L EFTHESR
(Pitch Accent) . ] #f (break) #1315 8 £ 1& i1 # (intonational
phrase boundary) , 2> BIAE#S LB 89. 8%,91. 1%F1 93. 3% &)
ERE,

X FIIE, $H 45 A B 425 181 1349 (classification and re-
gression tree, CARTY#E ASCCD #tr i iER E L, 6 H
P FSCAARE X B AR R, CRIF KB A B
FFROTUN E B R, BRHEBCH R 1AM AE R FEASIE LT A
PEBARME , R A CART #A7#2 1 R, 6 37 W R 504
£ [ BEMSKT) 83, 9 VI IEH T,

EEGENETHRIIBEINPRB4ERN, FWT
B : (D P28 SR 1T 70 18] 1 L B B SR A A B ST YR 1R
W RAOVAGE, LR 2 S AE R GBS EZ
R RAMILA . OF FH—F s BRERIIGHER, tng =
- BRE R BB, R E B IR R
BEEVATHREARN MK, E8EN, AIHE—/8
{5 B R AR A R W B 3 e TT BB R R R, (H R
BERABRME. ¢ XemE, RITEE T ETEAER
B2 BT B B ik, B B AU BB R AT R o bk
EEGENETRITIEEINHEEHBREPRRE, A
W PR R AT R AR R T B SR WA A R TR,

A3CE 2 VAT RABIMIERE: E 3 A FP e
W R BIMIARIE ; 55 4 WABEAMER T8 5 W
SRR BIFA HEISfITE,

2 EBE

ASCCD M E BRI BT REMESTHIR SR
HAL BT 18 WXE, ARE R ICR . BUE GBS R

ok, EEREREEIEN 10 16 &5 B FE KRR
BERTARBMR. 5EF 0GR FRR 16kHz KRB 16
RBEE SUSE wav SRR TENE, EARY 1 5CB., BE YR
EEERAATIGEFEZR, AFAERS FHE .
BEE.

EBEEMEFERA CTBlI A SERFES FIHEST ¥
BAF Praat fRE g UM, SRESXFFAE 4 BER, 45
£E PEEOE . HERCPY). . aEEEEBDMEZE
(ST, HWFHESABER SR 0BEE, £iFd) . BN
PR B T A 1 B 1A (R O 2. WE B2 1 7 ( minor
phrase) [A1#7; 3. FEF B4 IE (major phrase) [HIKT; 4. FFA
(BT SEB, AT R R3S B4 i (] B, B4 380 () T L 1k
ER 4 1B ( minor phrase) ji] Bf. ¥ B ¥ 2 & iF (major
phrase) (6] By FE TR 20 5] i B — 28 B 40 2, T R BT B AE
—RK, G AP RENEBERR., R1FIHT ASCCD &
R EE AR B BT 23

# 1 ASCCDiEkH 3R RN a 416

B 3¢ 8] ] 7
87586 54614 32972
100% 62.35% 37.65%

3 FAESEMRAAEZAENSE
3.1 FEESE
3.1.1 KAk

EESHEER B RERFEN TRRLFNEES
RARWHFE . RIZAHTHELRA EHRARLEHRE
WHFHAET PRAF LT VN KEEMBULEER
%02 e, RATH BT RS, A T8 @n REE.

X FB—ANEY, B T HIRHCARRFE :

SID: FHZEWHRTERNKE;

SylDur: &35 AT 5

SylDurRatio: ¥/ & H B K 5 HEH - F Wi K8
HAE

PDur: %875 B HER SR E— T W EM b
K. ’

3 4 K T ESHE .
3.1.2 AmAAHKIE

PROFALERR TR EETE SR, ERRLR
B EEEBESERANBRALURERMEN PN, &8
ZHNBBRARL, ERPHSPREEIVREAEREER
BIXFR. EREFWPEAFL, Y4BT RARBH BN
18, TR AR P AR .

FIF Praat 55 4974445 B9 To Pitch---"#r4, BB
EofiEE RSN 0. 01s, H/NEEHR (Pitch floor) & 50Hz, & K
#7 (Pitch ceiling) 24 500Hz R4 BUESR . X T WA ARER
WAL KR — 33 AR EIRA 0, B z-score B H B
EPGHTIERL . M TFE-NEF, ANERBREL T FEH
RE, DR EWR BT, X TFHSHENSY, #TEE
THRFE 5 TH B L3 .

B fOREFMLE, ¢ REEL N FOF LR RIS R

f~Za.P, 0 e
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1, ' n=0

K, P, (0 =1" "l ag,
Indp,  ()—"2P, ), 2
n n

B Legendre ZHR,., & fOMBFRAD, -1 a £
A—EH L, Bl a0 BARBE, a1 RAFERE,

St FE—NEW, TTET HE R AHRRIE -

PthMax. & E R WERKIE;

PthMin. & & & 0 & /MH 5

PthRange. T H E R E, IFTEBNBRAER LR
AME;

PthMean . &5 & % #3918 ;

ConPth_a;,i=0,1,2,3,4,5: &
dre IR R

PDIt: EH ERMBRHNBE — T FBEESAETZAE
PTHERHENE - M EREZRINEME;

TPDIt: EHERBERKENLEENERREREZEY
#1H;

BPDIt: EHERB/MEMEEE T ERE/MIZRIH 2
185

PMDIt: EW ERBENHEETEREZRNZE;

PRatio: EVWERMEAMNEBE - ERESEENZIRE
FHHERMENE T EREZ R ILE.

315 MER T E AR,
3.1.3 feEmMXHiE

S B ESAARFERL BB RMRAE. §5E,F
FH Praat 84 f“To Intensity--" 654, iR B B/ HE
£ 50Hz, B A E]RE R 0. O1s, MBUEF MRERD

X FH-NEFW, I ENT A REEACHFE .

EngMax. & T BEB M RE;

EngMin. & fER MR/ ME;

EngRange: EWHEENER, IEVHEENEXER L
B/ME;

EngMean: & ¥ BE B 89 351K 5

EngRatio: E RN T HESHEE TR FHEZ
] By HAH 5

ConEng_q4;,i=0,1,2,3,4,5: TV HEE ML 5 U Legend-
re BRIFXMRE

311 BB EARE.
3.2 AREZFENRE

T RRENEREEE S RAREFHOER, AXETT
ERB IR MAIE S 7 T AR E TR R A R R 26
%K. B RATFA Standford 418 T RFATHE, RIE
FIF Standford PosTag #4718 4 #5 i, #3818 POS (part-of-
speech) 5 BRI, X 2o(5 BT E RIS B R 5 T B RRHE

T NEW . HAITR I TRHE.

BSeg: Z & W RBRMSFELUEHIARNAR;

Tone: & K #;

ID: % EF Y Y identification;

PosTag: % E AR ;

Wen: %5 ¥ FIEE R ;
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FH R 5 B Legen

Hdis: % & WRI R B E TG

Tdis: Z%F& WA AR RN E T M.

KI5 ELRE TR — N ETME AR
BR300 SRR SR SOT B ARE . 3t 21 A
SURTE TR )T T FIRFAE .

E i, RPN T EDGEBRARBE AN SRR
fiE, 3t 51 4>,

4 BREIANEMRE

TRLTIHA (2~ R (5 ZH BT HRT R,
RIS ‘ |

B8P = (7 \pf oo b7 VRRBA AT LB RE LT
3,

P* =arg max p(P|A,S) 2
~~arg max p(P|A)p(P|S) 3
Azarg maxi[lp(p,v la ) p(pil $(s:)) (€Y

~varg max A3}log(p(p: | a)+ Slog(p(pi | $(5)))

(5)
K, A={a1,az " ra,) RN ERFEFF 0 = (al yaf -
) REHHFE IR R, S= {515, s ) T A 4L FE
WARFERFS, ¢ () RAKE T B LT 3CH O PR SLAETE
FHIE, log(p(p [ a:)) BARF E-HRBEIBF 25 log(p(p | $
GONFABER-PRBRE S BRFE 2 PERERMEE-
PR RANE. AP HEE-BRERAEE- AR
BN LGB 0T IL A% 2 ST B R KA, B A0 P SR | e 2
% IFEEHE.
BATEE , 75 AR I B IR A RN R S
B, AT B BT ENE SRR, (2% p(PlA, ST
X p(PIAY) p(P|S)), B b, BHLEXHEMH.
B, TRIH (2 BE AR
P* =arg max p(P|A,S)
=arg max(A * p(P|A,S)+(1—2) « p(P|A,S)) (6)
=arg max(A * p1 (P|A,9)+({1—2) « p.(P|A,S)
@
ARG ARDUNEROH—MEE., EXE, KL
A+ p(PIAS)—HFHIFE A > p (PIA,S), Q-2 - p(P|
A, ) —NMFHRFEA—D » 12(PlAS).
MRARRER T ERE o M p, WX REFHH T
B, PN LA T T D IR R A R A O s R
o1 F po s IR T AR AR S R R ARAE 22 (B 57, 5K
(DBRTUBERR Q) mRERAREN T ERE p F p,, IF
TR FEFE 24 T FR) B BRI 2 IR Wy ST PR B, M AT LU AR
B—FHBERFEAREN T, RITRZ A EAMRE T,
K o Fop B—XEAMOBERL, B MR SR —RBLAEE
BRNBRES, B EET RN YRES ERE
SRR, BRARMNERAER AENEAXELE
B, 2 AEELH. ZRRKRETRERE, FRKREALL
AR, DREEE. RIOAE, - HRE4KNERAT
EHYHENAXR, MESHRABRNENAXR. L,
—AEFEBERANER, B EL 5 TR E X



HTH. BRUEVEREARPREN R, LEE TG
BIEF IR FEN . BRTETERER 1% 23 T Ch
EmER, BERREERTEERE. AERIARBBER L, B
REBEFRNER L2 ETXnEm. 84145 A Boos-
ting 77 ¥:# CRFs Tk B p, M p2. Boosting BT E RN
TH—MAXEREIEEEENERNBEIEE, B—
MERIEERACEIBREREHNTEN ., £4HEILYE
(Conditional Random Fields, CRFs) & —A~JC [t] B 4& &, i i
VGHRBR B R — & E#E. CRFs B— M HEEH
IR B 0L R — RS M B, X B F— N RS,
RFEMIENE S A TARERFSEDN

5 5XI§

5.1 ICIRFRIE

X F ASCCD B E, NBAAK 75 M 7E, BV #
50 YE RIS, KA W 25 A RE , A FER LD
GREMAEH KPR 2: 1L, ZEFTERENGEXQET
58949 AMF WL MALE LA ET 28637 FF.

R Zhad, X F4r 28 B AWM AL R WEKA i
C4. 5 F 1 WEKA BBRIANRBYIGER] . Xt TFHEMEE
B,k WEKA § £ 2R H 38 (Multi-layer perception) # ¥k,
BET 1 MRE BEREWANNMETRASERN—F,
%t F Boosting 4324 [0l H LA, 3% F§ WEKA /) MultiBoost-
ABAER“SR”4rUE%,CA. 5 R EARIER T4 28%, Uk
Boosting 432 [ A LRI, 3¢ F X R B, R B
LibSVM T B K RBF #illg: SVM R | % F CRFs
£, 3R B CRF++ 0. 53 TEIgE8,
5.2 XRERESW
5.2.1 FF#gpn

I P PSR Fr 4 22 0 48 X P 2R R AE 43 Bl AT B AR, AR
R EERER 2 DI,

F 2 7E ASCCDERE LAR KA E W AR R MR
ERBN) BEEN F

3k 8] b7 79.19 93.73 85. 85

V3
A Te] W 84,77 58. 61 69. 30

Decision tree
T 81, 27 80. 63 80. 95
EACE 80. 99 93,34 86.73
W%
& ¥ 84,95 63. 18 72.46
Neural network

T 82, 46 82. 09 82. 27

MR 2 ATLUR B T BRI 2 W B R 5 KR
ERIRK, B2 R 53 JEBORX T A IE B I —
%,

5.2.2 st iEk¥HARY
®&3 7 ASCCDEME EARRIAM I ER B AR YRR
BB FEEND Ff

EE 90. 60 77.72 83.67
Dj&m’# fel 69. 78 86. 45 77.22
CISIOn tree
T34 82,83 80. 98 81. 89
Eu). 92.8 90.9 91. 8
X 1 EAL
SVM e 85.2 88.1 86.6
3 89.9 89.8 89.9
el 91, 44 87. 50 89. 43
&ﬁ%ﬂiﬁ a). 80. 41 86. 24 83.22
S
T3 87.33 . 87.03 87.18

o TR GEIEARAE , AU 3 AR B T i, B oK
B BRSNS R R B AL TR, R3FWT 3 M
BRI RFR. Wk 3 TLUE B, CRFs Ml SVM LRIk 8
BUFHSP R . XK 2 MR 3 ATLAREL, B T8 B
FRAE AR Y A3 AR B AT TR R I B T P8 2R AR,
5.2.3 BEHMEMENFIR EHHEENGLES

R AFHETHARGCEARFEFEFHRER SR F%
BHREMESUENAIRER. RO PHEEHNE L KT
Bl 0.4~0.9, W& 4 FTLLES, F AR R AR IR RRE T
BV RN S ET R (58 RAETR S AR
SRMREF., RO ZEERER 4 P, CRFs* 1 Boos-
ting CART* R R (5) AR 1B &9 , 7 238 ot ) F &3
BY4F1E 43 B3R B CRFs 1 Boosting CART F i Bl fk /848
B,

F 4 7 ASCCD BRI L AR M % B AR A A Bk

R AR

RHE(Y) BER(MN F4
E ] 90. 44 82. 00 86. 01
ﬁﬁm}(*ﬁw BN 73.85 85. 43 79,22

NN/Decsion tree
T34 84, 25 83. 28 83.76
&l 92,76 90. 89 91, 82
MR A/ AL ﬁ;a:? 85. 20 88, 07 86. 61

NN/SVM ’ - )
] 89, 94 89, 84 89, 89
3 H ¥ 93.18 90. 28 91.71
MRS/ E ML 1 8 84, 48 88, 90 86. 63
NN/CRFs

2 89,93 89, 77 89, 85
. i 3 6] 7 91,35 90. 10 90. 72
Boosting 53 B1 )2 i 83.74 85.66 8469
Boosting CART L 88. 51 88. 45 88. 48
" 3k 6] B 92.15 90. 26 91, 20
’%#Mﬂ? A 7 84,17 87.08 85. 60
CRFs F3 89.18 89. 07 89.12

B4 Boosting CART* #1 CRFs* fE0 — Xt H4MER,
WK (7)) KB AL, 12 4E Boosting CART* +CRFs* ,
HHZEMATHREANMRIMSA, XD P2 HE
0.5, 55T EMMER B REEAREIZER.

R 5 7E ASCCDIBME L EAMIRIM AR
BARCD) BEROD F

REAGHBW L/ 3 B 90, 44 82. 00 86. 01
b3 & A 73. 85 85. 43 79. 22
(NN/Decision tree) 4 84. 25 83. 28 83.76
Boosting 4 & B JAH+  :H 93,20 91. 05 92,11

E g b & 85,53 88, 83 87.15
Boosting CART* +CRFs* ¥3# 90. 34 90. 23 90. 28

M3z 5 A7 LIEF], Boosting CART* +CRFs* 17 i 44 48
H, 884~ Boosting CART* 1 CRFs* B, CRFs* AR ERK
FHET ETXE#, 5 Boosting CART® B R T E 43K
K. BEI,Boosting CART* f1 CRFs* &5 & 3K TR IEFM
BMER,

BZ 8 EEASLRATUER, EAMIR T RBA T =
AR I IE R ARAE 2 18] B S A BIR, A OUEEARFE R LA A
TEHEYH LT X, W AARRE FBET TR,
BARBBERBRENIRIERE,

BRiE ACRY T HAEAMERTUEEEEST P
BEEWEHT B3R, AR T A SRR SE R
Z IR B ST B, F EANERER EMATEYHLET
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HRHE, TTEEREE P88 T TR, S
ASCCD E¥HE EHISKEE , & 5 Ik RS ARG 90. 34 X M
WMEmE LEEREBT 6.09%. &5, BRI #H—$5
KA TR MR A E R B, A AR A MER
J5 ¥R R S R Y SRR B AT R A T A
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