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Abstract This paper addresses speaker adaptation of language model in large vocabulary spontaneous speech
recognition. In spontaneous speech, the expression and pronunciation of words vary a lot depending on the speaker
and topic. Therefore, we present unsupervised methods of language model adaptation to a épeciﬁc speaker by (1)
making direct use of the initial recognition result for generating an enhanced model, and (2) selecting similar texts
for adaptation utterance by utterance. We also investigate the pronunciation variation modeling and its adaptation
in the same framework. It is confirmed that all proposed adaptation methods and their combinations reduced the
perplexity and word error rate in transcription of real lectures. '

Key words automatic speech recognition, spontaneous speech, lecture speech, language model, unsupervised
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1. B U ¥ I

A, BRARIZ (L S¥ETY] THESRTVWAR
K AAEESE L 32 — /32 (CSJ: Corpus of Spontaneous
Japanese) [1][2] ¥ VW THEESFORBONEL LI %> T
w5,

EETBIBVTIE RIS, FERETTVEER - EHT
LI ET, FEMTEFNVEAVIBEEICHNTE VR
HELND, EBFERETF VORI, EFVEIEEHVSED
H—REHTH L. FEEFNVIIOVWTIE, CSI DEHEHIHR
P AZICBOTEEBERIC & BEERFET N OMER - FHEH
BIbhTHY, TOHRIER SN TS [3][4][5].

—%, SEEFIVEBICET 2RI EL, FEDS A
FRFB~OBFLEEARE L T2 [6][7][8]. #ED LD REHE
LEHIZBVTIR, XIXREFRLIORTEEEMTENKREY
70, BEEFVEFELI TR (EERICELSELI LN
BEETHA.

ZDEIBERICESVT, ARTHE, SETTVOKEL
LEZELCOVWTHRET 5. BEEHOETFVLILO2WTY
REtE B i, HEHCOREAMKETHILT, &FE
DEFRKFAOEN L BEEBOTH 2 BRI ET VLT 2.

BT, 28TF ALY PUER—AFTA VY AT AIIDVT
BRE, 3ETHRGRELEZAVAERET VEILIIDWT,
ABTTFFALNBRICLAEEEFNVOHERICOWVTHET 5.
5 BTRREDOEE TFMEL 7o ETHEEBELOBMH~D
HEAEBIRW, TNOLOHRELHRERS.

2. BATEN—ASAL VAT LI

ERICEALZAARERL ST /A (CST) 2oV TH
HIZBBL, RICFA My b EEBRICERAL ZEFT -5
DWW B,

2.1 FXbtEyh

CSJ RELSEFER L BEOFEIIOVTHEEL ZEERERE» D
BREhE, FAMEY PERLERT 10 BOFEZEOFSHE
HTHY, TBE LFA—DbDTHH. WL HRIEICHH
L-BMEEIC L A®E (FABH) T, BERTAVTI
HELTVA, EAROKETOHRRD —HETNTBY, #h
LUREAENTVEEZIRICIIETA TR Y (K1 D A4,
A5, B5). FA Mty FEFINT - BRERICESNVTH
B aEL, ShE ANREHLL THR.

2.2 BEEFN
SHEFIVOEEIZIE, 2002 FED 2 ABATHATE 5#
(1009 ) oFERILEFAVE., BERR, BEVEE
MERTERSNERM[ IETVTED, BEERFY
AT L BERSHEFCRALY PRY —Ic L) CSI %
FAWTHENICEB SN2 0% B 5 [10]. RBEZRHEH
3.15M (K —XEF h<sp>, <sil>% B HAN, #2.82M)

K1 FAMEY PER—RFAY VAT LML BHER
Table 1 Test-set lectures and baseline result

lecture | #morphemes | duration | WER | perp- | OOV
1D (#pauses) (min.) | (%) | lexity | (%)
Al 7355 (688) 28 | 38.5| 72.40 1.77
A2 6109 (482) 27| 31.3|83.72, 2.05
A3| 5269 (426) 23| 39.2|58.90 | 2.39
A4 7747 (739) 42 33.4| 67.78 | 249
A5 3561 (227) 15 29.7 | 68.94 | 1.83
B1 5413 (798) 30| 22.5| 55.33| 1.20
B2 2843 (253) 12| 24.4) 61,21 | 2.18
B3 || 11781 (1334) 57| 35.4| 78.13 | 2.67
B4 3179 (350) 15| 29.7| 52.83 | 1.51
B5 3227 (238) 14| 36.7| 63.01| 1.77
total | 56484 (5535) 263 | 33.1|68.18| 2.10

A1(A01MO0035), A2(A05M0031), A3(A06MO0134), A4(KK99DEC005),
AS5(YG99MAY005), B1(A01M0007), B2(A01M0074), B3(A02M0117),
B4(A03M0100), B5(YG99JUNOO1)

K2 BE SHITNVEET-S
Table 2 Training data of acoustic and language model

acoustic model language model
#tlectures 394 1099
data amount 60 hours | 3.15M morphemes

EEEFNVOFEF - S IFEEBEOH

Thb. 72771, <sil>id 1000msec P LD R X2, <sp>id
FNRFOE-—ZLICEHYEBTTNE, ThFTRAIBELR
o A5 4 & LT ChaSen 2 VT &7, SHOBERE
ROEFEFEERRICRITTERIIIL AL 2 11]
EREESTEI - A4 BN EHBL 2 REE (16029 B
BEE) CHERL (A b473), SRICEZ27A MY O
AN =D 97.9% T -7z, CMU-Cambridge SLM toolkit
ver.2 & iV CHiE & 0 B3 3-gram TFVEFERL, N—AF
A DEFEEFIVE L 2. back-off Fif{kiZid Witten-Bell i
FHOTWVS, R—AFAVEFNVTE, REVE-DOFEE
BREICZ Y b Y EL TR, BRORAN D 5356 HEHE
WEEML 72,

2.3 BEEFN

THEFVERAERS A HMM (AL 5H) TH D
HTK TERL 7. EF7—% (16kHz, 16bit) % 7L — ALK
25msec D/NI ¥ 7%, 7L —LEH 10msec CEHESNE DB
ol £7L - LEIC MFCC (12k7), AMFCC (12
KTE), APower (1X70) %#FHEL, B 25 RLOFHENY
MV ERD 7. :

TR B L, £EFE 3 KE left-to-right HMM (R
CHLEBERZL) TEFMELZ. #60 BEOBHERENFE
LBECEF B, BHEMAOMIKAE PTM (Phonetic
Tied-Mixture) triphone 7V [12] (129 I—F 7 v 7 x192
R4 3000 REE) &AERL 7z,
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All training texts :

ALlaining 1exts, N -
Y .y ( adaptation texts

4 select texts
i using perplexity

paseline LM
(LMo)

R

recognition resu

interpolation
O)

. ASR ~
it

adapted LM
using ASR result
LM3 interpolation

+

adapted LM
using text selection
LM4)

1 BiEEFVELOFEN
Fig.1 Flowchart of language model adaptation

X3 ZBEELACLSHEETVEILOER

Table 3 Result of adaptation using initial recognition result

WER(%) | perplexity
baseline (LMO) 33.1 68.18
adapted using ASR result (LM3) 31.0 52.37

2.4 N—Z54 Y AT LOMEE

FHI YV i Julivs rev3.2 E v, £7 A MFEEIC
i ABERYVE (WER) EF Aty b =T L X T T 4
FRILICRYT. 10 BESEOBER) RIZ 331%, -7V
X7 4136818 Thotz, =TV F T 1 0FER, £
AEEARMBERIBNTBI R >TWAELD, DHORLO®
11 L EERBUITE R v, HER)ROBHEHIE, RAE
BEUIR—ZEEATHRN,

3. BERBRABAVAEEEZEEFIVERS

3T, BAERLHOLEEFECOWTERS, FHEI
HHBEL (FXFAMF A AFRBHARE ), FEEOFE
PEVEL AL OREOEMEECEATVIEELOR, B
BHERLHVA I L TEEMIGEE CEALEL S, H13)
T, CSI AT AEEETVEILOREFTBI bR TEY
PR BT - LTHVAZ L THEI BN LI L
PHESN TV L, LREL, B/ ST A~ 5 IGBRRRICRES
nTws, : .

EHEEFVEROHENER 1R, 3T, HlBEREH
WTNy 7 7 BEE 3-gram £V (LM1) 2{EHT 3. 20
B, —REELHBL 2o 72 BEE 2-gram KU 3-gram T b
iz, ki, TOEFNV (LML) ER—=AF5 4V EFV
(LMO0) L %2R (1) KESVWTHEBHEr BI 2w, #ILET

e ' . ™
original text
T A= <sil> SO B IE HO— <sp> B Bk
2 BiF D <sp> FiE TFN -
utterances
T X <sil> 2O B 1T HO— <sp>
<sil> T ff% i HD— <sp> HF ik 12 BT D <sp>
<sp> T B 2 B A <sp> BEE EFN -

<sp> Bif TFN -
N J
2 RETHLOEHELHE
Fig.2 Definition of utterance unit

VEHL.
Padapt(w) =X Prec(w) + (1 - A) : Pbase (UJ) (1)

I ITC, Pogsew) BR—ZAFT AV ERETNICL D HEFET w
DFEE, Prec(w) IRHBERD SIERL LEHFET ML 28
HTHD. Pagopr(w) HBEHDEF VL 2HETH Y, &
HAEREMIR 2) D EM 7 VT ) X8 wTH#EET .

X_j& A Prec(wi)
T L X Prec(ws) + (1= X) - Paose(wi)

()

TIT wid, EES -7y M BEEROERERYO (FHO
HEETH DY, ERIIZEREENEZHCZ I LI TER.
DBEROMETZEUT I AL LTHEATAZI L2 RHA
7205, WREREAMSKECHESRTL $ v, EFEFEFICH
TEN=TLFL 745 TFTIFHILETERDPo/. 2T,
development-set % VW TAD#EEELBI %), 7APLy
10 F#EZ 0T, —H % development-set & LTh ) —H
DF ARty b #EE (evaluation-set &L RiLT ) DLODK
HREEREOEHEET S, RERTIITA My FERLITR
FTLIIC AL DS A5 FTE B1A 6 B5 $TOIDIIGT 7.
DPEBERDPOFBELLERETNV (LML) ERX—AF5 AV EFE
TNV (LMO) OBFAEICIE, HMl Ny 7477 0T )X
L [14] = FIAL 72,

COBILEBROERERIIITRT. AL »H A %
development-set, B1 2*% B5 % evaluation-set & L 723 #&,
WAL 0.415, development-set & evaluation-set %
ANEZEED 0415 Tho 7z, Bk B2 L OESFE
T 21%0 BFER Y BOYEL B2,

4. THEIAMNBREBAVEEZETIIVERD

KT, FRANERCEULATFANF - S CEARMITT
BETABELFHEIIOVWTHENS,

4.1 THIANBIRFE

FAMEBRICEML2FFANF -5 2 RINT 272002, 7
AL HEOFRHL AL SATEI obh A OERE Y 08
BERNLILOELLNS, EBICHRA L LH, FET XX
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F4 TERALBRERAOLEHETVBECOHR
Table 4 Result of adaptation using text selection

£5 RELHEZEOLFETFNVECOER

Table 5 Results of adaptation including pronunciation

WER(%) | perplexity WER(%) | perplexity

baseline (LM0) 33.1 68.18 baseline (LMO0) 33.1 68.18

adapted using text selection (LM4) 32.6 65.60 pronunciation (LM PO0) 30.8 70.76
pronun + ASR result (LM P3) 28.8 53.69

MR EG S SEESLBEERA, FA Ry b ALIHLT pronun + text selection (LM P4) 30.4 67.77
adapted using all methods 28.7 53.20

0.5%, BLIZxfL T 3.0%MBiEER ) ROYFL B2 [15]. LA
L, RRICFHFFANELT Y FAVTAFTLOREHTH
LEHENE .

AT, ERMEEAVROELT A OBRFELR
YA, I0X)RBIRTFEIE, tf idf R OFREKTOR
FEORBEIED (HIE[L6] 2, N-TLEFVTF A RANL Y
ESCHERS B, AR TIX, FUREL L THEE 3-gram
WEBR =TV 742 BBATE. Thid, HFEILOEV
BLAZEDREFEOEMEKBL TWHLERLOTHA.

4.2 RFENZEDTFFAMER
FEANBFIE2IRT LI, R—XTRYPLNIHF
(B SricBIn ). F-XH 2  HBERLBETRYY,
REXELEHT . ROBFELORBMEE, —DOFIOF—-X
CHoTBET A, I, ¥—XDH#%HD¥EE 3-gram 7%
{oTLEIORHCOTHS, TORBOKRE, 1099 #
WD 333087 REFEXEB. BEEMITLOTF X FBIUC
DT HREZBI ko745, =TV F L7 1ORPIIAS
hizh o717

4.3 EEREFHME
ZOMBOFEN ORI ICRT, TANEROZBERPOE
mern (IM1) 2l (), geme—y (%EXT S
AR) ONR=FTV X T A REELUEBRELT L. ZOK,
FRHELHBIZEDTVE, =T F 7 105L EVE th
INERVUEFELTFAMEERL BT -7 L, BEEE
FN (LM2) 2Vl T 5. COSEETFNVENR—RFTALD
BHEETN (LMO) 2 BEMBT 2L CEFEICEDL

development-set D K FHENDF@ L /8T A~y OFHEL L T
A DA

Al 7% A5 % development-set, Bl 7*5 B5 % evaluation-
set L L72HE, =TV F 7 4L BVl th RUEHHH
BEANIERFN 110 L 0472 TH 572, development-set &
evaluation-set ¥ AKX 72 E&1L, £hELh 92 £ 0479 T
BHor. Z0, BEROEFL (LM4) 1ok B 8—7L %Y
F A RUBEBR)RLRAIIIFTT. N—RF 4 /HRT/—
FURLTF 454 4% (68.18 — 65.60) WMHT I LATE, 3
WED 05%HE SN,

BICAICEBIR SN RELT FANEFHFRHL 2L A,
et hRlTTdO-] R [2-F] L0717 -RUEKRK

)
i

7

(7E1) : 2720, Z2TH cutof B IR o TR VO THZED
LML &L ER S,

BEEUIOHE L AOP o7, FRLIGFEEMTHOHENS A
EThok. T, ZOXIRFBET LOEMISEET NV
PEIEENTEERLTVA.

5. BEEEHOETIVE

5.1 3-gram ORMATORBEEEBHOET VL

K, REEHZBELOBMAACEDL I LERETTS. &
LEETIH, BIOLEEPLUKRATEENRE(EFEL,
ML %5, ERECOBEICHL T, BESHIIZ M) %R
BT A E THMEBI > TWz, CSI Tk, RiL £
DREFRVPFAFICRLESATE0, HEEERECHLTE

DI RREVERICBI2bhdbd L. FREFROFE

FICHLT, EBIIBI bR EREEOL T HHICEHMICE
HLIBE, BYRERCELLFASFEEIATLE, &
HERCERELTRIZTILEHBSNR TV 18] R—-AF 4
YU AF LTI, BEREERBCEHEOE AVEARHES
HEBYDBEEBIRoTWEY, SOLS320HEBI%E
bl ol e, BERIFER 39.7% (+6.6%) Thol

IO RELEEORERH L L VBN ET VLT A
O, REVALBEXZTOIRTFRL 254 (ThE (7L
F) & ghe (F—F) 2&) @EHEETNVLTHOLY MY
EL, ALF X AT =425 3-gram TFVEERL . &
BILH[19] T, CSI & X 7L THBOTERRTS AT
4 ChaSen % VT, DX I RRAFL ENTWED, Kif
HTRFELEETH S CSI FHWTET SR HEERITY
AT LEFIALTVS. :

MRZFES O LE (LMPO) 2RT. BEEH% 3-gram T
EFMLTHIET, BYFEL 23%RXETHIENTEL. &
i, BEEHHF I FFAMKECKELTND I LR
RLTWVE, ZOBK, HESEETRIRACHETABELBC
LZoTBLY, BREICHELTVWEI L1 b5,

5.2 RELHEEHLEF/TTIVEID
RELHEERBL 2EEETF ML T, KFETREL
EEEFSNVEGFEFEA L, EREESOPE (LMPS,
LMP4) (2R T. BERHEEZEL 2 VIFA L ARED BIER
DROYENBOLN, BELB L FEREEOW S % EICE
FALTE .

5.3 REFEOHSE CFHE
BRIEEREFEIRALIME B2 ). HEFHEIEINL
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B baseline

B pronunciation

[ pronunciation + text selection
. Oadapt using all methods

B2 B3 B4 B5

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 BI
Lecture ID

3 WEFHRCIBETA by MBEOHERNE (%)
Fig.3 WER of each test-set lecture with proposed methods

IR LM4 QBB E IR TH B, R—AT A DETF
NV (LMO) %, FBEREHCTHELLZET IV (LM3) T
BEBRZET, IMAEBETVE, 20K, REEHLET
WAL ARAT VS, HREES OTRIORT. HAHRD
BEn, HEBYVEL 331%05 BIKETHISED T
AT ES. M3, 87 ALy MERI L OBEERYEL
AT, AS BAtoEET, HERVFEERIYETE, B
B 1%4 5 6% 0 BEERR ) EOUENFBONL.

6. BREEFNFET - 20BMOMHR

2002 £ 10 AOBETRIATESL CSINEERILTF A
FASEIIL, FAMEERITOFEET VT ) X LLYEL 2O
T, FNLFHAVTERBETTVOBFBESBI o7z K6
T & 910, HEEET 2408 His, WAEEHTH 7.07M (K-
X EBG5A134 6.31M) & 2002 4E 02 FOBES & BT
LEF—FENRECHENLTWA, 2L, AYY (BFER
TNTr Ry ) R?¥T (BEORVER) TOXRELFEOE
FrPR e B b, $A-BEEBITOBELALLTVE10
FREZRDYIRESITE—KL Tukw,

ETFLVOERO F KR, 2002 F 2 ABEOSEET IV
(R=RAF ALY EFIN) LA—THD (228BR). FEIEE
F-yiC 4B EHBL A REECHKL, 1 Rd 23192 &
ol TRIZEBF ALY bO AL —VI398.05%, Zh
WKWEYVERLZ-SEEF VRS- L3I 7 111 6264 ThH o
7z, ATOBEEZHROBICE, BEOSELEBRERIZBS
% ABERFa—F 1 v S EE20) F AL

SR A R TIORYT. BEEOVEMIPRR L0, HiER
DETORTERBIETE R W, £2C, LT E (CER)
THHEE B 2ol FHLWEBETT ML A HEERY R
29.3%TdH 0, LFEYHIT 25.1%TH o7 (£ 7 D lexicon) .

i
5

#6 SEETNVEEFT—IROLE
Table 6 Comparison of training data amount of language model

2002/02 | 2002/10
#lectures 1099 2498
#morphemes 3.15M 7.07TM

£ 7 BHEEFVOMEEOHE

Table 7 Comparison of language models

pronunciation lexicon 3-gram
LM 2002/02 | 2002/10 || 2002/02 | 2002/10
WER (%) 324 29.3 30.2 28.3
CER (%) 27.4 25.1 25.8 24.4

WER 1 BEORY ) FH R 2570, EML BTV

2002 4F 2 ABEDOEEETFT IV TOXFRYRIT 274%TH Y,
LFEYRT 23%LE SN, FEF— S EOHME FRIC
WHREEBNOBERFANSOMESHLL TWED, &
EOBERIIFETELVY, &REL THED LWETFTLVIE
MT&T:.

Riz, BEEHOET VL BEE 3-gram ORMAICED D
BEEEOLRVBECDVTORELBI o/, TITH,
REREF BASEICEMISEBML 2BA03, FERIFK
XL 200, HAEE (RAFTEELC) on
LT, Z2OHRAVEHRD - 256, BEOLEREL koL
TEZOED 02 UTORFIZEEFHEOLY b UL KRV,
ZOMEHRET O lexicon DWICRERT VA, 5 EOFRL
A, BELBEERL 2HE (KT O 3-gram) DHVH
EEVEIMELEY (29.3% — 28.3%) , BEEEHDET ML
DOFNFAHERRL 72,

7% & B

BEETF NV R ZEEOSHRIOBEER ZOREEEHIEIL
EELFEIOVTRITL 2. BLFEL LT, RBEELE
BAWAEES, RUFFAMEBRL A HVI2HE0ER
% 1To7. BEENVEERROEMICHICHTBI L2, HER
DEOYELES. BELHT EF ML B HA R H A
AL ET, SEEBOEN L BEEHOTH I ORI ETA
BIhA, SHICHERYVROEEI BN, 10 FRHTFHT
4.4% (33.1% — 28.7%) DBEFERYBOKFEL B/,

SETTFNVOEEF -y NS TEREToBELR
B, BEEHrEFMLT A L CRBROM EAB LN,
SREFNLET VT 28 3%DHIERVFEL LY, REERHOTT
WALD R FEFAL 72

ARiE, TOETLVERCCEROSHERIACRELEH T
T L, FHENOHFETIZ OV TLEREBI 2o TV FET
5.
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WMIr AR, BRMORATIE (L EEITH#] Yuva
yro—BELTBI b, TRNALARTEEF LR
TEREOHHEEHIS YR LD EL T, THNETHC MR
FMIZEBV LT, AFRER DI H o THELHE
RETEE F L7, FARSEIE B e S L 29
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