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and regression trees) [23], 43 37 2Y {10) Fo] A}
£9 vl ek o] $ CART ¥ge ohE 9o vjs] 8
&¥ E2l9 42 4P 4A WYY 4 e P
AR 3, o) WHE o4 3T 22 AT} Ao}
(30}, 2#de} [19], BFoje) [4) sl 2F Hznd w
=8

B a7e 999 A2y aae ges i, 932
o %L HZ (one)s] W&o NFe3, 2 YRS
A Fo AAS Pk Ao} Na) =g 29
go slof, $4 Zt 349 AR 758 439 §, 2
Az 7)5Q92RE 72 Fusde APBT. o I
£ 25 CART/ AMgHd, 53], F A8L A7) 9
HMe x| Y S o&ske E2ls} o|£€ch CARTE
ol g3l 7% HWE)§ A&T Mamnas) A7} [23] GE
He Ep AL A5 S oA %I cross-validation
o ol }Y EelE HdYsn), $av} old $RF HA) ¥
BE Totn, £ S 4= PuE ol$éte Hol
. o] o= <& ESE T ©, J2o] AYY
bagged CART H"hd#} {11] bom again CART HH-&
[15] R8st BRES YA,

B =29 AL eI Bk I ANE @3 o
P i s)Bel Wl B A7 A wEe) o
= M Foie B3 ¢ ¢4 2d29 43 $30
s dusta, 48S 9 Fo A & ABE olop]
gtk =3, CART, bagged CART, born again CART, ¥&
3 E2je 7 Wy, mde) 3% Y ER 2 B
B 5o sl =3k IV PelNe d2e] 45 4y
Fo A3 44 49& ¥99c)h K A3 44 dgdMe
A% BF (linear regression) PAY) v|RE T,
bom again CART 9] 482 BRlch 2uy wst
AN $4% 2do] FBHoE o WBHEXE o}
B7) 98, 3 4¥e V AN Fusie), 3 ubdel
Bl gs) gopch Boz, VI FeA & A7
ATE ackie, goze A7 A gl ool

II. 63 3 H2 Wil

3B 71& (descriptionydold <ol 7)1 A9l
2 gREDS A 8" 5L Aok AozRE A
A, 32 J1ePdeE 2l 359 4 o9
EWYo] =t B AFAEC] A% 7l da ot
HREE AdAgen, oug JjedE uExives TTS
A&agelxd ogA RS AAE AW APHe=
TAs]e] glojA, dF YA REL HWFE 2 & hi9
ZIedE rgtez P goly AR dYe A=
{tone)S9} 2 EH3= ToBlI (Tones and Break
Indices) A]2glo] AR o]F, %5 ToBI 7|32 FYY
ekel 34 =20t ?%5]%14 [26]. ToBI *|~ge
2= & AFIF ofdn AU I W
Ad 9 7|E2 FdYPde HHE VIR A,
of 5 EAE 1243} 98] REC (rise/fallfconnection)

WET RPN E19% F2HH(2000)

293 {27) Tilt 29 [28) Fo} AVMSAE Q) gy,
o2 WHEL oA 77} opd AfER AU
£ Bdsing, 94U ZHYL AN 2 A5y 3
g2 o= ©iol AUt

2 =82 3ol g9 o HAZ 4 g A
AgezR §30) TIS Al2dle) A4 T3S R A
ZEE 33 3m, ofg} BAl TR e} dYnie] BA)
F3AL HEA P or Fo} Ao & A7 =&
F3A4 ek 2 d7e dUe 71ede Adse 94
AN, AL ;s ofgE ¥ BERE BEATY
fge dgel r1ege]l RFC Bdopd Tilt 24z o)
Ay FEMEHES olfdle 7lgHE ks ToBigl Zo|
A 71EFE olf3E viaWol W UntE Aoz
Akl a8pg, B dydds 30 AR 4ZE
9 @= shgstn, 4 B3l 9 Z T Y=
A&sta, 459 AxzRE 93] AFE dFe F
2A) <& HF g Y2 At

o} 8o AT 719 O|8E F, o HFY o)
&3} {7) K-ToBI (Korean-ToBI) Al28)o] [9] & A7
A2 H £33 R BAse] gon], 2 F FA A
e, @F0] TTS A& E A4 44 A4 REd =A%
2 d7} g 21 of B o8& 4 BAY =)
A 23 o] 2 vk [3, po 58) “o] WEH(1973,
1974, 1982)2 714 ¥ 25 ©HE Fol g9 9@y
Q gErtez AP ol Jerdez, $PHA @
< ABARA 9y Z FPFA(tentative pavse, 1981)",
an 2 F9Ndeg ¢, He £HE dol sle @9
& “2lutterance)' 21 2= A<tE Hm Pk {Y,
A AARE 2 B¢ 22 2A Tdx @A BEYY 5
ofd Feizgt Holed FPFA A olF wEws
49) V@91 ‘@eTe Lakm, olol Y UBSYHRA
d1E F#Pstuct (3]

K-ToBl A28l §30] A3& F Ao 284 99
& EHI¥ W sht olde] <IF (intonational
phrase) 2 VAT, shiel dYTe shi o)ge) HHETF
(accentual phrase)2 itk YT e LBE 2 AH
Az7t o9 FAEPE A% §Q 8% 'LHa7t o
Btk SHIET R high 42 H7b & 4+ 9le
of, we} otETE) Zolsl Fow high Y2E AW
A gett gt AA¥z2E L%, H%, LH%,
HL%, LHL%, HLH% % o4 7i7} z<tsle] Q1o A7)
AzAN peake] AAE E7I87] Y PHE AlAlslo]
v} K-ToBI AlAs)e #ite] Y& H7)3he HZF
(tone tien) ollo)E ©elst @oite AW IS e
¥ 4 e dES (break tier), WA F V]S3E Tl
(word tier), 2528 9 88 E7)37] 9% 7leks
(siscellaneous tier) S 71t glek o] o} &L ok A4
nEo o|EH TAHE AP AUt HaERe [21),
K-ToBI Al2gsl9] Jz o|WES &1 Ho|sl 2AME
v} s} f6).

o] olgE F #27 AAY AP HAe| oz



Bo) oloel mal 7% nyy

£ R} tslal, K-ToBl9] ¥ L JHETFE A2d|
oleix] A Al K-ToBI2l 3= A2l 43 <
Qg Aike Ao AAAHY Hdell e o] Tzt
2 dgsigen, o] W AxF AFEe] FYA ¥
Ad & gz sigok 9] B AFdMde $4, 3]
3le sh olide] &&FE ojFojRtim R (3]
olgigk 1ol s} & olfe B die 5EA &
BRE anRog FA5tr) PapMelch thA| T &
B EAE By 9 ExE PREges 2RR
02 28 o3 §ol4e dmzl @k goie AL
ToBI A)Ag]2 7|9te 2 dln e & 443 XEX 2
g2¢) o] FZ YT (intonational phrase} 7 A1WE o
&9t {19

B ERdME &£ A4S BH] A% 9l
o2 K-ToBl9] A% 7135& o|&37|2 sk &, &
79 oA S gole AA dz9 Udx §F
o gl viAA HZEER %L BT HFA
ZEE low AZ (U high = H)o)W, 2A 4=
=S L%, H%, LH%, HL%, LHL%, 'HL%, HHL%2
F 497 MY Azolct € d7dME K-ToBloA Fe
&3 9le HLH%?} o] 852 @Gskn T A9 FA 4=
'HL%$} HIHL%E A7Isidsd, = olfe v 2
k. 739 24 3920 K-ToBl 7152 %L BHS
£ A HLH%ZE @ wie 24z g g,
LHL% = 2 e/ of¢ oeksiyen), HIHL% 5 ®
2R 29 1) 2 AYHA LHL%2] F, A3
olelols, 1 1y}t Zeo] #A|Ho] high Ax= U &
g7ttt §438) low 422 Wezke 397 A 34
HA 27 1o oo g BT 349 97 AR
o2, 937} ojHe AR - ‘oF 2| AlRHAA
A eyt oAl high 327t S8E F low Yz}
VEebdth LHL% 4%% LHL% S IHL%E A28< ),
o AEEHY AZ:EC] T ARG | #e] gleA
= IV FeM Bodzn

Gl

ot oX

(c) H'HL%

3% 1. LHL%, !HL%, H!HL% dZ9] o
Fig. 1. Typical examples of LHL%, 'HL%, and H'HL%.

AZ, o] gl did B A7 2HE Hedu
th33 2ok B shd o)Ay S8FE o]Fojxlm,
87 ulAA AZE Q3 shlel AA Kz o]
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FojA Qlog, weF | S4F o £53Y 4Ate 44
Azut palA "oh v EA H2EE low A2 L)%
high dz H)5el ez o|FdAn, ZA Hd=e
L%, H%, LH%, HL%, LHL%, 'HL%, H'HL% % 3h}
o|t}. o]4re] 4=-& BNF (Backus-Naur Form)Z EH 3}
W 2y 29 ow, T B3 I ¢k S
ol ojd vrhed £ 1&g duiddd o] BEY 43t
H, 2zle) RE SHES A4 shtel =S A
Auh, sl REY wi= L 42 4|2 @
4 £, “8% dse &HE HeluduUdrale
3ol ¥z BANE o, “gEH J=vH &4
EHL% folH}auoL%. "9 Bol L 4ZF A o
o7 A2ES #Y 3 ol AdEd 2d et

<ufterance: +:= <prosndic-phrase™> { <prosodic-phrase> }
<prosodic-phrase> = <non-boundary-tone> <boundary-tonc>
<pon-boundary-tone> n={L|H}

<houndary-tone> = L% LH% | HL% | H%; LHL% | tHL% | H'HL%

a8 2. 4% 71='39) BNF
Fig. 2. BNF for intenation description.

[II. 3mA ¥ Eg| 7|8t gz

3.1, 3HA 7N U EY

¥ ATE AP 2F L 24 =mEse 7L o3g
2t oz A=A BAR, 92E F o9 YU
50027 (4,442018)& FASHR, 44 ohtEMrt HEA
oM A oF 398 P2 34 BHAE FHIUC
4 BHad dd zpidE BM 24715 o838k
[51, FehA B4, 28757 ¥g, 32 24T ¢35tz
Y oRE stk B3 FE F29 ojEe ¥
A FHL g2 Elo 2378 TAR BJS, oF
EAte #EAS) 854 Moz veplich 4 A
o deide 287 ZAd9d $4 ZAAZS FAER, 44
Mo T4 71EE ol&3td 28990719 S4E AUTH
500239 &7 ZAAe AEVE 3H #HdoR T4
Aoy, 24 A7 HEE $Foz JojHul

£ 229 Fo AAE e Wes Ttz
$4, Zeagg o|gela 24 AEe AE s o
{glottal closure instant)2 X A3 F, o|E FELE +3F
stEct o] FAEE 0|85t of 5§ mse] WAIS Tk,
o] ff RS Fele FHAgke]l =AsA geth 2
%, #HAgE 5 point median TEj)] FrAvix, H¥
B2lel ola) FAFE Fke| HHghE P F, 5 point
hanning window HE{ 9] 2]2] x9S smoothingAl 7]t}

1) ne A, vbg, dr@ o], adfale], i =Ho|, ps:34 =AY po:
2Rz, pBRAZA, piBAZAL, pa AARA, ppAlEAz
AL ptFAAZAL px:M2AL peHEZAL ca @Ay, ex: RRAAH
oipl, ed: BEAH AN, en:FAHBFoIn], ep:Aloitteinl, efoint
o R, xviEALHAAARAL xji o SATH R 1AL, xa: A} S A 04}
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HFTHo g T 5 ms¥e] HA QG R3) -9 A Fked
WS 7] 10 ms e AP E el

HzHe] F7ld 4 ZI 2o g & FolM e}
2 Y2sL 7YHgY. 2E 288 4 shie] Az
€ JIAA 899, A2E 93 A3 7dkeld siddch
5008l #F 1,76370) $8T8 F38l] FUF <o
AARZE BARIQen, vAAYZEE £ 1,518
Pe F AU Y PHE BF $£Fo2 dojen,
E7 2w 293 JEe P%E ATW) A3 se0g
4g 300873 st AEsh 20029 4Y A=RE U
ek

3.2. €2 7¢t 2

32.1. CART

B 24H B 9wy 3 3l CART (classification
and regression wrees)= E2]e] &% FE Hayste
Watoz 53] Wy xo L d&F o Yre WY
ot} [14]. CARTE <&d ¥ y7t Flelae) d4<l 2
2} A A el disl 23 Ere 37 Ee
S s =n, o] Wl s & AP Hwd B
2l9) #1o] ojp- Solstthe Folt

B AgdlA TP CARTE WHed 22 792 9
g3t $4, x=o BHE 9L 9d Choue £
23 EL oI T [17), IR EYE A WYY
cost-complexity pruning®™} 10-fold cross-validation &
ALt (4] ==o] BwEE JVEE ¥52s 2
3 Edd 2¥ Gini JQYAS AMR3l3, 39 E2)Y 3
& Hid AF LF7FE ARt cost-complexity pruning
of o3 Eije] ¥¥Y FoM Y EE e WL
OSE (0 standard error) W¥2 1SE & =% 383}
2, 2} iyl o3 A EEY Yv& Bugd
S W 2%, 27 79 A4 efed A3 RDE
R T)£SE(R™(THE X¥3IM, 97| R
279 crossvalidation 3Aelsl SE(RUTHE 2
@el Ex eagteln

EF CART EZE 4 32 e vk ERlg
k= 27 T8 2 BYsle, B89 9T k= HYL
7, @2 x= e | T2 8% 2P E-d 0g
RDE RD="53% or MO MOE =2 e 3R
2RY colet i, Ne AN dole AP F9u D,
49 Bde) d¥ RDE RD=-4 T b 0rde)
@dixye 19 57 ¥ xo diF E” T &= 3
o] gt A3, RN 2% EddY 3¢ 27588 %3
3, 3 EYd B% 47 AF 2F (mean squared
erron)E 20|k 44 A8 R(DE (D2 EY3i,
37 )9 29V RN T)= RMSE (oot mean squared
erron)7} €tk o|elol) A HH AF 2/ RED=RDIR(x)
RELYEy-2)), u=Ety)s), A&} 4x429 4
A A4 (correlation coefficient) r& 7 AlL-gic) o]

BETNENE F19% B2I7(2000)

HEE A9 doleld HEg F Fe ol 2zt
RES (DS} (D2 EQHCL

3.2.2. Bagged CART

gutded EF CART EdE E)9 #Mo] o$
folaldd ERS] & FPo] 4A olslETe ARE
7IA 3 glo), Egle} d& FPYEo] O FA Wid
vl ohd FojAtie Bgo) gk W, H2o| £
FYEL FANY F Y& ol 2AEREd, 1 F
i }7b P&C (perturb and combine} HMH-S CARTS} &
43} bagged (bootsirap aggregated) CARTo|t}.

P&C o] ol&x wiAe okl 2ok @e A4
o P A IS FolA] oW WEL 1 RYE
S Heste AN e AR e Ayt AF 3
&9 2de ¥ 9 A%e IA VINIE A7t 9
edl, 223 IEE “2¢Y” (unstable)ditia 2o}
[131. CARTS} 73 %t T EIFFH WHdsoq,
olol wkg) LDA (linear discriminant analysis}¢} nearest
neighborhood WHL “HY” (stable)d Wi Solvk B¢
AR Wse AL, OF AR2HEH B o 2dE
€ NI F, vlA9) Ao W 2 2dEe) S
2 F8slo FARE gdow, e TS ojfY W
o} 2 {&ol HA2EA =o}, CART ¥W¥E ©]8& F3lof

¥ B3E o) 4 Utk

CART W89} P&C version®] bagged CARTE: th-g3} Zo)
Yotk 12 BEE ¥4 AR IR {( 1., w)o.,
2R A2E& M P53 N2 G AR Y LI
T332, LEYEH E I'g Azt ol s B3
B W wEsw, AxyMoz p Jo] & B JY
(L2 | s oo sgshe Bl 28 (T, &
£tk o)A doln Er) AP o1Ldld ujx)e] 5 wel
o T 2 ol¢ dek AR Ed A= F E
B89 & FY25 F /M B uE FYsz AF
o, H7 EY At 2YUES Hiog 2.

Bagged EBIE 93 EPYPL o3 Avp =l
AL (M2 2Ve3, Eg] JPD 92 == A% | T
o 3 e |72 ZWAL) Bagged EYAE RF
E2]¢} cross-validation®} A} out-of-bag 53 WHL &
% LRe9 d&x RUrHNeE F3 1121, R
E RPUTDESERPUTINE E8IT. ol9e) %3 E
go)A ApgsHe EEUS bagged Eile] AHgdA
REUTh, RECUTY), PUT°HE Bt

3.2.3. Born again CART

Bagged Edlv E&E EfHc} ¢ $& %L Hole
W, B4 e} Ef)g o] 83lmg Erle #jio] oy
3, B W 7Y Bart deditke d@de R
olelgt @dE A3kl 93, Breimand bagged E2)9)
s Agn @d EzZ|E HAE bom again EBF A)
<ksldrl [15]. Bom again EZle EzZjel AeHN



ol el Bl 7Y 243

bagged Ele} EFE E#S F309) dz BE Edrg
dytdo g 2 EE Bt

Bom again E2)E YISk ubge) o124 Wi Yuie
e Ak Fo1R S AR LR A=e] At o
Be Lrez EE gitd, 2 Ede 293 9
FE& 4% Jepd Aotk ulz o] AR, bom
again E2le $4, Fo2 #F A7 {( x,,v,)) :r,]i
FH 54 985E 4FY}n 2 5 Hese 24
S Ht io A J2g 54 A8 IAY (wm)
% BEL o84 Ve S A {xm)ol) HBE e
29 yme bagged E2|E o]&3td AA HY, HFAo
2 Azg AE A2 AR (e, om0 e 7
317 |k oA T ARE AE2YEH bom again
E& S YAgsn], 44 2529 A&x 7)) sl
€ Ad el ofF] MEEA ol EdE AA
(erming)A ol o= RADE olgdth A=
54 HeE g uwin o4 #¢ =229 o
E2 Breiman#} Shang2l =&9A ZA3] 71gHe] 2
o [15], 2F-&°) Y TP BEE EnldM ALL3]
= BHHI) S

324. ¥ 3¥ ET

CART o] Mgo2 Me=ge dee, 37 =3
o A9 (eYIERE Y& SN 38 2 2
Yoo}, ke BEE AL WA () EREH ¥
&3 A2 W 33 29Y 5 U 17). A @,

xS elie BeE ROE LT, -y olz

B9, | y,—y (Bl w2d= Aoz y(He
xE o] XFEE y§9 Hitolh AFHez R(De
LI y.- dx)'2 B, dwE 9 34

HE xo) Ui Er) 79 28 ¥Eolvt

2 =8ddxe £E EedM AT cost-complexity
pruning@} 10-fold cross-validation ¥3-2 HE] 37 Ed]
o PR 22 o] AL, bagged HE] 2} E
2J9} bom again ¥E} 37 Edx FYIAY ==F
FHE o AMSE T Choue] 2n8lF2 B S0 AY
7t #22E AR FedE BS duR)Ey 730 ¥
Yozez, 71&y BEE Ez Z2a4d4 xE Eer
o BAE RED AR HA FHE 4 AUk

IV, A2 oS

& A A v} Zo), € A7E F W dF
R A FAAE A, HE J1Z dF SAe
BA Az A& 873 J= &l& dAZ ok 3
HxE A4F gL 479 £ 8389 ¥ F Y 2
B A9 42 F HE AS%e HPolq, u)3A 4=

23

4% 4P 3 ol FHE low T high 4= F
e d3sie Igolt) RE Ldd HR7F PoE
W, 532 e JF EF o]&3] F 24T 10 79
A @& Yd3izn, 2 IET BT L QA3 JFTA
22 F A3 A4tk

£ M A% g4, Akke 57 Agse #EY
< gl A8, 5 d59 5 dgyEe] BT i
22 A5 AL A4S AR (mutval information) FE, 2
T AvFd A% 4B ASF (comelation coefficient) r,
M2 W] Elgle] tE A5 F4 B4 (ANOVA)
A ARHE F @ FE F @ 48580 sHER
2l A5sdd o3 deid A Fs vl dE Azl
2, 2 gol F Ae 5 RFEdY duxt wen 2
Aoz B3 ¢igrt gEIvhE Re vk

4.1. A 4= IR

B HolMe 2879 ZA ARE A&3% & 137
2] 53 BALES AYstn, Y48 ENE AyIq 7
7 A 4239 TAE goidth HF AREE 300
B P 1,060009) E&TE o] &3k, 20083
A 7 703709 +&7of W) Erle %< Wrlg
FE&Te A xE Ry ol PR TR, EA PR
ol ol &5, At 53 WpEe HEAHL E 13
2t} 89 A 2371 DY A9 2 ¥t FEHae
AeYdE E3ln, CY Bee A959dE Quddch

E A P 5S8R W JE BL D F @
Table 1. Mutual information (f) and F ratio of features for

boundary tone prediction.

23 ¥ A 4=
Dclpos I =022
Dcrpos I= 051
Dnlpos I =035
Donset i =031
Dnucleus I =034
Dcoda =021
Dsylltype =018
Dpunctype =042
Dphrloc I =038
Dlocpunc I = 050
Cphrlen F = 8932
Cnsyltogovn F = 41.66
Cneojtogovn F = 4127

@ Dclpos, Derpos, Dnlpos: &&7 vA9 ojdo] &
F4keE $84h thEel o= 87 A oA F
FAL o] B AEL 87 AA A9 #4
ol BA Az 4%E 01 AR 7MY
AMRERY. dE B9, “-&7 - 2e A4
2V & 3%, LHL% 330t A5 2= o,
E 1604 opR|g ojAe] LZA) 05I1E Y =
& 43 AE Zhg ¥eich

@ Donset, Dnucleus, Deoda: 77 4201 Fole &
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o 24, 34, 34 o BY HpEL P T
Ak {4t AA AR 9% & Aol 7
Akl ArgEAc

@ Dsylitype: 724 =71 ¥ole 29 44 74
Y. o) §4 Hee Fd PP o FF V.,
CV_, _VC, CVC F 3] 32 7o, 24 9
F49o 24 {5 dRee) WAF YolBr)
8 AHg-E et

® Dpunctype: &7 tlgoll 2= 754, o] 4 ®
Fe Ul e FAbae 2 s s, FEn
2 AL W FHed F5AH ), 0,7, 09 o9
o 53 ‘etc’Z ol Ak FHAF 2A A3
zote] @A F BEAQ d2es T FF £
A AMSFHAE A9l QEEE Jehie LH% 4
Z7} d¥sle 3ot

® Dphrloc: B2leN &2 K. o) §3 WFE
A A Fiene F e A, d3e] A
&7, F &&F T2 viAY FEFF Yol
gutd oz BFe| Fole MBI EES UE
e L% d=¢ LH% 471 A5 Jeldo).

@ Dlocpunc: €579 A9 &+ J8) 2= F
4% @4 Jepd. folM AYFP Dpunctypes}
Dphrloce] ZFo2M BN F5He 4di3
AXE Jdehiln, & 19) Ro|Eo] 43 PR Fho]
05022 $ 57 WAL 43 PE 3t 0429 038
Bth o golHk o] 53 ¥a4re olgFoze
5 x3 = 15718 spelne & shivt @ ¢ e
b, 2H 204 e & dg F59 2AEUS

® Cphrien: &8T5 o|F€ &3 /i K AAL 49y
o mHA ] dolRle Wkeg PEeR, &7
ANe A Az A2 AR Zo) FEgE & 5 sl

@ Cnsyltogovn, Cneojlogovn; 57 Anja7ble] 24
% o S P1A &7 Aefid &7 Bl HX
e o] AulrgE Rkt 45 B9, “BEH
ol %W LHL% SJ9H FHdMH FL2718LH%?"
e B4 “anre] Auidae “FE7arclnz 3
w279 o] SAUEL AF 99 30] "} [4).
o] EE vl 2+ &Y IAV|E FHPS
2 Yehlin, o}ge] &7 FE 72V AP 3=
= YT 7S 2E Azt AA Az
& F F dvke sHEs AHEEA-

A9 137] 53 HLEE ol$3kd EF A EYF
A BT, ® 29} 22 AFE AUk 0SES) 1SE @
¥ 2 ISE uo| E2] 277} FewA 2F 8ol 0SE
Wo] 7349 "Rt #AE, E 30 JEd F E
2l2] confusion P WY, ISE whje] 7% HL% A
Zo) s RE H% A2 J&n FYEo| 0%
¥, OSEoiM = 23%<] AHE2 dSH¢s @ 5 Uk
2t Azd FEgEe HEE FHRY 0SEY A+
42.89%2 1SE9] 41.83%2c} 1] & HYEL H

TRESREE $198% F2H(2000)

4F g A 42E § HHL% 4= 5 W8 2%
0%9 FEEL BEcd, o A= €& Asg 4¥
AN ZHzh ¥ d4e Jepd HE=, xge] £
Ao Q] FE3) FFHA GRS 4 + Utk HLE
dxel g o AU 27BN APE kit o)
LHL% 3z 9¥a Feojog OSE, ISE WP R¥
LHL% dz2 3% d&ske 2971 &80

B2 A A= 495 Ee9g H%
Table 2. Performance of tree for boundary tones.

& (N=1060) 29 (N=709)
R(TY=0.373+0.014
E 5 =
08 | 7= a7 RY(1)=0.372
= —+
ISE ﬁ'l( ?I ={_;.382_0.014 RY(T)=0.371

B 3. A A% &9 confusion 38 (FF Eg))
Table 3. Confuson matrix of boundary tone prediction (standard tree).

EEEE D i%  LHY  HLY  He  [H%  HIE AHLS 9P E
LS 62 17 2 5 29 2 0 82.6%

L 21 2 0 10 21 8 0 35.4%

HE 4 3 6 B 1 k3 0 23.00

0SE | H% 6 6 4 45 1 ¢ 0 72.5%¢
LHLR | 24 14 9 2 72 18 0 55.3%

HLE | 16 10 2 3 20 23 0 31.08

HtHLs | 1 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0.0%

L %2 27 0 9 18 1 0 32.6¢

LHs 13 63 0 5 4 8 ) 67.7%

HL$ 7 3 0 12 o 1 0 0.0%

1SE | ie 2 12 0 37 ¢ 1 0., 75.8%
thts | 23 H 0 2 43 23 ¢ 36.9%

s | 12 16 0 3 19 22 0 29.7%

HIHLS 1 0 0 0 [ 0 [ 0.0%

(471,141,54.93,193,£04,11/1060
Dlocpunc : (initial ete}. (initial.","), Dlocpanc : (madial',’}. {tinal, *,"),
(wedinl atc). (tina),?"), (final,'!"} (tinall.")
CLHLE ) (172,140,50,92.193,103,1)/752
(299,42.1,0,1.0)/308
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Cnsyltogovn > 6 Cnsyltogovn < 6

(44,100,13,17,56,20,0)/250
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gl 3 A4 4x 2% Eel
Fig. 3. Decision tree for boundary tones.
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A4 BE 10022 43%n 100719) E3)F o) f3d F
A AZE F&3I0, bom again ER)E= 2 bagged Ed
E o]8dle) O E=lg Y4Ect F uhgel d%e %
49} 2otk EollA bagged Ele] 2LFEL 362%E B
& Eel9 /&Y g7 WolRA|ul, bom again EF)
o] B4 0SEd) o3 T EF Eel9 2{27 B
LA ole bagged Eie] Fo] BF: E2)9 H%
Hep 35 o] A 430t e, & FYM
2R BE Ert AgE 54 W Bl ojx 3
T 438 WY /e $Ysiz dvda £ £ ok

R 4. 724 BE I53% 99 bagged E2] U bom again E2

9 4%
Table 4. Performance of bagged and bom again trees for
boundary tones.
G (N = 1060) Ay (N=703)
R%((TH))= 0.327 +0.014
BAG R T°H = 0.362
IT'HI'WSB (l i)
RE4T)=0.288
BA ® RS = 0.372
| 7*|=59

B 5. A 4Z A& confusion B (bagged €2l R bom
again Eg])
Table 5. Confusion matrix of boundary tone prediction
(bagged and born again trees).

EEREE 18 I H$ M LHS  'HLS  HIHLS REE
L 259 15 1 7 29 3 0 B1.7%
L% 13 12 2 9 20 7 0 15.1%
HL# q 4 6 8 2 2 0 23.08
BAG M { 6 8 16 0 1 0 T4.1%
s | 2 1 0 3 77 13 0 59.2%
HE | U 9 2 3 K 18 0 24.3%
HiHLE | 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q.08
% 256 22 1 ) 26 1 ) 20.7%
LHE 17 45 0 8 20 3 0 48.3%
e 2 6 4 3 3 3 0 15.3%
Bs |He ] 9 1 48 2 0 0 79.0%
e | 28 17 0 4 73 8 o 36.1%
THLE 18 10 1 ¢ 27 14 0 18.%
HH% | t 0 0 [} 0 0 0 0.0%

5 8 o8 P EQ)E9| confusion PBL F
59 gtk zk A2y HEEo) HFL FHRH bagged
Ez)9 A% 43.95%°)203, bom again Er)e) ALE
42.79%IUct. o) B Ezi9 A vmsiRd,
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OSE Eegje] 4%zt A9 FU3Nck 2+ 4=3 ZFEL
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A= LH% 329 H% A=e] dis)s 0SE E2)Hr}
o F2 238 Jehjigldch vE 28 A6 P 2F
€A bom again E[9} EF E)o| o7} Aoy,
e AR T A LH/e d2 g ddRg,
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tt. o] d& PSS cross-validatione T TP Holnz
3 @S ARt ke AL nAgE o, ©§ 2e 4
Zkge) i HoketH QY LF/80 d& gt KDt

GESWEAL H19% $258£(2000)

RO®({T Heg Aez yzRgd. dAnxesz
bagged ER|E 7|9l 2 &= bom again Ezje] A%E
EE E2EY} o 2@ A% BY 2R Azten,
HZTHoZ bom again Ele) HAINE A H= AY9
3 A7z YU

42 HAA M2 4

2 AoMe 2§79 vAA AZE 43uct & 13
el 5SS Agsln, ANE =898 YAty I}
Y734 &3 #A 7AE 22¥c #}§ Azn2e
30087oNM P 7,00870e] WA Az ARE o) 83l
20027390 7% 4,503709 Aad iy =8 H5e
PAGT YIFA A2 4E2L dE S WS e
F Z3, Ajke 53 ﬂfﬁ%—l FEAL X 634 2}

B 6. uEA A2 da% A% 53 A5 A AR 09 F g
Table 6. Munal information (f) and F ratio of features for
non-boundary tone prddiction.

53 B HRA Az
Dnucleaspos I=0036
Deodapos f=0.038
Dsylltype I=0.018
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Cnsyllphr F=131.99
Cbsyliphr F=11645
Cnsylleoj F=8643
Cbsylleoj F=296.27
Cnsyllphrr F=27432
Cnsylleojr F = 669.66
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Jl11: FAL AR o] §3F HALEL ¥AA 420}
2o} FA AR FYE WL Relgtm sHPsl
°=I AHEEATE B AP E S8 249 EAbL
4 ENst BdnE, 24T 349 EA AR
BE o g3tk
® Dsylltype: 2739 34 F4 Y. o] 53 ¥F=
& HelM A4 W59 B
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A A} 71Q3) [1, 2, 20]. K-ToBl AlA%]3}
A FHAETZ high 4z H-7l 4¥ge L49
e 5 dA 2o B30t Mt wen, 2 e
A &F, A YA &8 22 3n¥Ea Uvt [20).
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. &7 ode Z7lE high 4= ¥4 75
o %L T 5 A
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I L ES
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t}h. confusion BFNA HolRo| low A=Z2| AHgo)
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Table 7. Performance of tree for non-boundary tones.

B4 (N =7008) AY (W=4503)
R( ) =0.167%0.004
OSE RY(T)=0.162
| =15 (D
R(T)=0.170+0.004
ISE R Ty=0.163
| T|=13 (D

E 8 YA 42 &9 confusion P (ER Ed)
Table 8. Confusion matrix of non-boundary tone prediction

(standard tree).
4\ 4% L H GEE
L 3505 160 95.6%
0SE H 57 267 31.8%
1SE L 3499 166 95.4%
H 568 270 322%

ISE W] o3 2ed 2% Ede 29 49 Ask
o 23 E2le] xE HP9 e wvlH veE RE =
ESRE 1 x=d 29 AR JjFolR, e k29
Hol® H FL Dol 3 A8 Agold 23
BN AHgE 57 BTES ANEY, d¥NeE S F
go] 7FF 2 Cnsylleojt7} FE xEoM AgE ZE
4 A3, &7 ojE) do] Fre WA A4
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A Be 9E, £87 oWANe 917 FREo IF
A8S)STy,

Cunles)r < 058 Cosyllea)r >384

Corylleci <2 Cbaylieoj > 2 Casyllphrr < 0.5 Casyllphrr > 0.5
2401/2502 23082845 (1) 410/973 455/
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: Daylllocphs : first, rest :
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207375 zma/z v/ [A]
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Chsylleoj S 3 Chaylleoj >3
Tiee) € el 4, ep, of, 2V

PX, pe oc, ox, an, 18
164/228  81/u7 () 239/506 (1) 36/43 L)
Cusylleojr > 0.2 Carylleojr < 0.2 Cosyllphr gafcmnpu >3
so/128 (it} 18/19 (] 577100 )1)\135/;57
Cosyllphrr < 0.17 Casyllphrr > 017 Dsyllloceoj: second  Dsyllloceoj : first,rest
31 7307 (H] U135 124/222

Duucleuspos : B, P, P DS pryclgnapos : ad, pd. pt, px. 18

ac,ex, 00
Eﬂ*/so 29/

38 4, vi7A) 42 @3 Eq
Fig. 4. Dexision tree for non-boundary tones.
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Table 9. Performance of bagged and bom again trees for
non-boundary tones.
G (V= 7008) AYE (W =4503)
R%((7°)) = 0.153£0.004
BAG 54Ty = 0.175
| 72| - 50525 Rar™
RPATy=0.143
BA = 0.166
| 7] =109 R
RS
B 10. ¥I3A 4= 452 confusion 3 (bagged E] U
bom again E&)

Table. 10. Confusion natrix of non-boundary tone prediction
(bagged and bom again trees).

23 \ 42 L H NEg
L 3386 279 023%
BAG H 513 325 387%
" L 3435 230 03.7%
H 521 317 37.8%

4.3. Fo AN o

¥ Fode ¥E 89 EE o8t 2 289 10
el MR g dEdn olE T A Hold MY B
2 ¥ QA B39 F #A3E YA/ Fo AXL
Alzte] &8 ape} ¢hghe] wYsle QYEZo] F& Al
Zolez, IR A R33N o 30 ms H H3
& s, AASE R3¢ E AAe] 10 Hzo)
ANES 4¥Acz SE}eln HnEq gt} [16). &
EFAN AHgEeE 132740 S2EY HOE A
Az, g7 A Zolst EF ¥ie 4 1499 ms,
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Aoj7k 71 &322 HAE € /9 ¥A] ez EBHIA
oF 21.59 Hzo} ZAEE 7IAIEZ2 %S Jdiled &
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B 11, Fo A3 &< A8 ) 949 F T dd A4 g2
Table 11. Average of F ratios and correlation coefficients of
features for Fo contour prediction.

53 85 ) He
Donset E(F) = 81.39
Cnucleus E{F} = 28.83
Deoda E{F} = 28.31
PDphrioc E{F} = 690.69
Dprebndry E{F} = 18028
Dltone3 E{F} = 697.63
Ditone2 E{F} = 326.64
Dltonel E(F) = 26244
Decione E(F) = 729.31
Drtonel . E[F} = 492.34
Drione2 E{F} = 486.79
Drtone3 E[F) = 44973
Cphrlen Efr] = -0.02
Casyllphr E(r} = 0.85
Cbsyllphr E|r) = 036
Cnsyllphre E{r] = -0.46
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E 12, F A4 982 A3 48 9 B 2 HY A =
28 &%
Table 12. Performance of vector-regression tree and linear
regression mode] for Fy contour vector.

A8 (N=5206)

R(T) =963.20
v RS(T) =31.03
RES(T)= 042

75(7) = 0.75
RE(LR) = 901.43

v R5(LR) = 30.02
RE®(LR) =040
yS(LR)=0.77

84 (N=8068)

0SE |R(T)=907.52+14,00
ISE | | 7'|=46

1R | R(LR)=819.80
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Table 13. Performance of vector-regression tree and linear
regression model on Fo contours of test set.
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Fig. 5. Regression tree for pitch vectots.
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Teble 14. Performance of bagged and born again trees for Fp
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Table 15. Performance of bagged and born again trees on Fp
contours of test set.
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