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Overview of models on word pronunciation: Dual-route models, analogy models, and parallel

distributed processing models
Takashi Tsuzuki (Rikkyo University)

Recently, there are 3 different classes of word pronunciation models: dual-route models, analogy models,
and parallel distributed processing models. These models differ markedly in terms of whether lexical
or sub-lexical information is used and how empirical results are accounted for. Dual-route model are
comprised of two systems, analogy and distributed model are comprised of a single system. In parallel
distributed processing models, there is no place for mental lexicon and no distinction between specific
information and general rules. One solution that maintains the single system perspective but provides
two constraints on reading aloud is to include a semantically mediated pathway to pronunciation in

parallel distributed processing models.
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