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Open-domain Language Model Construction for Speech Driven
Question Answering Employing Expansion with Similar Nouns
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Abstract: This work presents a novel language model construction method for speech recognition, utilized
with “Ikkyu”, an open-domain speech-based question answering system. Ikkyu accepts relatively short spo-
ken questions concerning a large variety of topics as input through a smartphone, providing the answers
retrieved from a large scale Web archive. Our challenge is to construct a language model that can accurately
perform speech recognition of open domain questions with smartphones as input devices. We tackle this
problem by combining an existing domain adaptation method and distributional word similarity. From 500
seed sentences and a corpus of 600 million Web pages we constructed a language model covering 413,000
words. We achieved an average improvement of 3.25 points in word error rate (WER) over a baseline model
constructed from randomly sampled Web sentences.
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Table 1 Answerable questions of Ikkyu.

(1) | 7L z5l&RIFTOEMTT R
(2) | ¥ F—F =7 HMEH LT T
(3) | PAZEVEBYIRAEALAE % B < 1T T 5 A
(4) | ENCMAsHNnE I

MEIZRLDIEZD L % Ny 75 O % HIR L 7%
WV, A =TV XA VOEME EREICERARTE 0L
W) ZETHY, ENEWEICT D EETETNVOBEIR
HER D,

FERMIEDIZEAETIE, ¥y v T T ) r—vav
WAL F AL v BX AT AV ERED, ANFTEMS
Nz =N ADHFHEZFIRE L, Z2I12 WWW 20 5
T—FERBMNTAI L CTEMEELSHEET VAR L T
% [13].

[—fK] 13 F—F > F AL 27295, RS RE 2 B RS )
RASH 5. ZIULROFHICE S, 3, BIRD [—Kk] ©
BHIDEEY 2 — VIFRWEMSUOH L TEBETER 5
ZENTELRV. F72, HEANA VY 72— ATHAS
NTWDLEFRRY AT L ORI T 2 Bk B 3K,
Do brs, kridFicui 1o, it 1o,
WEE1 2O R HNVEM L OAEZNGET L (R 1). Ll
TTREMXOZD L) iflllE [R5 A V] IR, K
Fsem Br9IE, ERROAY A VICERTHEM L%, 4
BRAL VEMERETH I ICHBTIUEL Ca— 32 %1
B, =TV FAL OEFHREHETTNVENET L
CLTHAH, =TV FAAL VT OKREHETH->TD A
FANERES S LT, BIUEDOEFR#ETOEMMZ
MR ERTE DL EER . L LEDS, AT LN
RETH>THF =T AL THAHUL, SHEETL
BEERICHE S 5 0 — A2 FAEETRBIBIHESE T 51213 K
EBIAX NN L720, BRSO BBIIERM L2 &
h.

KUFFETIIETAIANVICEHET S, 4R My o7
MRS ABE LS b Y — Fa— S A & P CRESET
B, RICKHIEZ WWW I — 3 [15] 226 ¥ — Fa—%
AEFPL T ERIUET D, ZOHEYUL TV 2B LD
E BFOGAEPERT AT [10] L SFEET VO F XA
YTETTF—va T (13 1D WTAT) .

=TV FAA YEBETIVHORBUE 2 EH 2 — 32
TFEETHETLDRIATRTH L. —F TFIEETHE
WL 72EE/NE WY — Fa— S 23O Ry 7 L
HN=LTBLT, /2, ThEho by 7 OB
WY, MEO AL YT TF—va Ty, &
DEN R A=Ay — RO =A% W CEtie s S5
ETNOFEF I INARNWETELD, =TV AL,
Mo, AL AIVEIRS ) OFE TH CRIRAE S 15 HEE
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Table 2 Correctly recognised question examples from the test

data (May contain questions that can not be answered

by Ikkyu).
(1) | 1 ERRSIIERD (ISHIRIFR L 72
(2) REFTEENT2Y = — 058 ) £ a v ORFIL
(3) | MfHEBNTEZIZHY T
(4) | BEEEHOHOZENI TS 2
(5) | HRF4 X==F Y FORFVRREEZTT»
(6) | 5 HOBERZHATTEW
(7) | BAHEDBIHIEERIZ
(8) | HEZHAIIMEBSIZEBBS NS
(9) | A7uA FORWERIZIZ LAWY DY 35
(10) | »wiFovaY) OfEFIF7EN
(1) | A TR TER LGN
(12) | VA 1 4 HOFERUIT TS 2
(13) | HAT iPhone I ENfFE TV FE 34
(14) | KA MEF VL HTTTH
(15) | Java OfHi/N— 3 i

v, CORMBEICH L TIRAE, Yy 2 oz R
LHMT, = Fa— 8212 b4 E KR 748
PO THENWICE SRR L2 EICE > Ty — Fa—%
ARPIET D, COIWE LT — SR LT RAAL > 7
FT7r—arEEATAZIETEINELD Ny 22
H, LBDD, TADRKDDL A Y A VIZELZEM %
KEIZNETE 3.
REFHOFHEETNVOFEEKIL 41 JJFET, HFERD
X 15.49%TH Y, LRV FEIT 54.73% TH L. ZOftid
WWW 2 =825 T ¥ F LI L 723012 & - Tk
L7eR—=AT 4 VERBEETIVL ) HEER ) T 3.25%, X
) ET 4.28% K\,
R2IHRADHELLZSEET T ML > TIEL RS
NTEM OB % BT 5. IRILVHEIAO F X1 2T 5
s R EMIIEL KRB SN T WD Z L0950 5.

2. F—T L RAAEEBRICEY AT L

KFRDIREFHTHE L 2SHBET NV E 4 — 7 P A
AV OFEFEMINE Y AT 4 [—IR] OFFRHREY 2 —
VCHHT L. IRETHEOY AV REFTWEICT L7720
[k 12DV EHY 2.

[—K] ZA<— P74 VICE Y HEFTATENEL
WEIFAD B X A ORISR IS i 2 RIACIE S A T
LTHAH. B 1IEANEML [FI7LERERITDIE
ATEP] OHEEZFERLTVSLAZ )= ay FTh
. BIEIL 68— DO WWW 2 =32 [15] 25 5T
HEIRICHIE S, FRENZBIEICY v F 3 5L FnE
NOFEHMHEIETH L WWW OIS FERENDL, £ 1
FEBRICEETELFEZRL TV,
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Fig. 1 Screenshot of Ikkyu.

7 ziE, M1oEM ([FI7LESIEEITDIMT
TN IF LT [—K]) 1E, M1 IZEFThTwivgy, |
ROMRFW KL A L7z, HBlmtEo 70 712 &
5L, ZOSMIIEIMOREEE FIF25, TnafET
F% <, BHEIZR L0, BREEROBRTFEELIFNL T
TLBEALLT, EdD. CORNERRR LR, E4%
FEFMRECIRIZRFE B o Es B s 7.

[—iR] B, wWoTLEZTYH, FEoslo X)) 7%,
HEOLE LEBWO &N, BHTH Y 0 HRRE
WMERRTAZLEZWREL, STPADEREDT TV 3~
RIETAZETHE. CORMDOIIIEFIZLLIES
BANDEETHY, 07200 ENERE %75 ks
BWLhb,

BRIEEE Y 2 — V388 — 2230 BRI T [7]
ZIDHLTWA, AJJOBEBX 688 — 2l L, /X
y— L ZOHBMEEENTST T L - UEIIT Y F
KETOEZ RO, 728213, FRRo-EMT [F7
LESIERBZTDIMTTL] 225 [X 25| ERZTD
Y] Lwy gy =i, [YHP X &5 &S
TIRXOERIZY] DX %1F 7L —AhHEE s
NA. ZH X)L Y] BME Y 72T 545 &5
FMCAEICHIST S, CROEDNRY—2 D 2 DODEHD—
FHIZhEy 71 d 2452 A L (Lo ogE1E
X=[F7L]), K#BZ WWW 2—820 5158 L TH
WY — U F=F Iy FEE A, SR EICH YT
BEEY ey F LA EEE LTSRS, 35
2, A o CHEBYFE LHmBRlZ#EHT 2 L10ko
THEEBD/$Y = BHAEDLE T LI EI TR n
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FE D RO s, X FEL <133k [6] # B s 7z,
[—K] EZDE I BT —FT7 7 F ¥y 2 AL TWAT
%, [IETRERBRICIE, 85—y TRENDL D OIZRE
END. B, Mt FETERBEIINT 7L — X2
T 57290, [—K] PR FEZR /88 — VITEHED b DI
R 2 NnTBY, BTEERd o TREEEZ WWW I —%
AHSHE SN2 7T THED/SY =V IZBRESNTWS,
INSDISE — VIFNEE B A A 2B A2 EHIC LT
EHEEZLNGY, HMXhoLE, BiEr oKz
NHDOINY — ko THIRE ST, Ak L7z [A % A V]
DB L 2 1T Sz,
RIFFETIIATTER L7z — Fa— S22 Mg A & L
SHEEFNEMET L. ZOFEREMICEY AT LD
REE E IR L T vz, oA Y 27 4
WZBWTHD) Ny 7 DGR 2872w
bEHTE 5.

3. BiFEF&

KIETIE, KGETHW AT ¥ 77— a »Fik,
B L OGEOSATHEUEIZOWTHT 5.

3.1 #HEtMT7ETT—a Fik
RIFFECTIRFEDGAFVEIHED ¥ — Fa— /32D
Rx Misu & [13] O T ¥ 77— a Y L LA E
bED,. Misu biEy— Fa—,82 § S L7 TR-IDF
fEAE W7 TV > T WWW 258U L Tw AT E I
EL RWT, UEESNZLOHMD LU T TERSINS
HPEOBWT A > — Fa— 82128 NT 5. FUER
=R A=A T AHGEN—=T L X T 1 (score) 12
Lo TRIMHET 5.

score = 2_% >oiey logs p(wi|wi—1,wi—2) (1)

score WO LLTOL %R — Fa— S 2128, 59
T=NAT 2T 4. RAGEPE TN TV 5 3-gram O
score |33 — K I — XA THR/RD 3-gram fER & $ 5.

3.2 FEOATIEUE

AR [9) 1 & TLZ2SCAR IR R 2 FE I - Bk %
D) LWVIHRHETHY, NIV TEE L ZZFEOM O
HRWZEPE 2RO MEME L W) . ZhET, 20
GAHNFED W ThE A AP DSIRE S N7z, K
WF7ECld, Kazama 5 [10] 2525 L 7200 AR 2 F 72,
T, T A= 2 A ARMB LT 72012, XA
AHEDTFTEEZY ANLTWE, 9, JtE R bHME L
LT, Bhattacharyya fREix %2 5. ZAUE, HER5Ai
DEMEZ AL RED1>THY, A (2) TEHEINS.

*1 score OAEDMENN J7 DSFUDRE AT .
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& 3 FEOSAAHENEIC X B HUGEOH]
Table 3 Similar nouns constructed using distributional simi-

larity.

B LI 10 EDELFE

&, Y3, W, &%, 5, W, 9, K, K, i
A A7V, N, by, M, z2hit, HE, A
s, B, fobk, BRETH

HHLL & 9%, R, SIRIE, SIE, BIIREEAL,
BERRT, BRI, AR, fRRE, LRsE
&M SPHSE, TSR, MR, KB, AR, YRR,
HEM, EbsE, Sk, TR

LR

K
C(p1,p2) Z VP1k X P2k (2)
k=1

22T, p1, po i, AN 2D0D5Ew, & wy AT
B A & TR AT p(frlwi), p(felwe) THB. TR fr
ELTIE, HE4DFEICH L TBIIE NS/ IR EH
Wh, 7ok, TE] LT, T2 E<] [To el

% ENARE % A, Kazama & [10] OFHETIE, S
SRS AT p(fi]wr) 12 L T Bhattacharyya %% = @ &
FHEHTH2OTIERL, XA XMEOFELFHLC, £
T*ﬁiﬁgiﬂiﬁ AT EARDBEBR S & ZRE L 72504 & KD,

DI A DT T, JLD Bhattacharyya RO FHE % FHH
T%. Kazama 5 [10] Tl&, KB HAGE WWW 7 —
5 & W EBRT, ZO5MELEYS OB ORUE
WZHARTENEREEZREOZ EAVREN TS

= 3 12 Kazama & O F L THUE Ltiﬁﬁ)\ EDB % B
75,

4. EBEFE
CRETFEDO Y AT LR ZRT. REFHEE

P—=Fa—=XZA 8L WWW I—=NRZXW E A& LTx

LY, DIFO L ITHZ D 5.

ATy 71 SOTRTOL s IZBIFb%4F w D) b A

My 77—=F1JANLIZHEELZ WS D% Kazama

5 [10] DAL LA k BB L& ZIR 2, HL v

ER LENE SITEINT 4. XANEINEn/zs—F

A=A % S LT 5.
x%yiz,9kWWW:—wamuwﬂ%ua®$

LEEH L, 8- T 2 HEET
A7y T3 FEI—IXAT ﬁ‘%%f*ﬂﬁjuﬁkﬂiiiﬁ%?w%

e 3 %*2,

7ol 20E, [FREOERIE? ] 255 12
Kb Lk, »o, [FBRA] & [FER] 2hzho L7
kMRS [BRERE] & TRE] BE&Eh b LiE
T4, oA, ATy 71T [BRRE OERE?] %
RO RERE 7] S ICBMEhD. AT v 72T,

2 FEBRTHRLASHEET IERY — VB LU XA —=F12DnT
i, 5.2 HizBROZ &,

»Y, [FER]S [E
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Fig. 2 Outline of our proposed method.

Misu FEI2 &Y, 728218 [BHRBFECRREE ? ] W
ﬁ‘%?ﬁiﬂn’éh TIZBEMENS, ZOF LWEERIE S 12

Bl 723 ([ERFEDERIE ? ], [BROERRIZ ? )
EHE D 3-gram ([(XEB) BHEFE O, [0 RE 1],
[BERE & 7)) 2o Twab720, B score THI
SN WEEMD H. — 5T, 29I FIVo [REDE
RiE? ] i?lﬁu”jéiﬂtji [BHBENFERIL ? | L@
3-gram ¥ E o 72 F2 VDT, £V T FNVOLHIL T
I L7 AN EE R C 2 TRk, [RR] A &4
BIEL LI [FER] »° [RE] £ shs &
LoTH LW Y — Fa— X2 iEmsn, &L Tn
% 3-gram AT X772, OIS N AT EEMED S
V. SREARFEOMEZRL TS

FERTIIHR 500 LDOY— Fa— "2 ZFMALE. 20

I— X203 HRB DR (5.1.2 HESM) 12X o THREHKT
RS L7, WWW I — 828 LT 6ER— Y DRKHMEE

=2 FA L[5, AbyTT—FY)ZAMIK 2T
HY, WWW T — 82 2B 28 1 T Lo
Moo Twh, b0 ([0, [Hh 7], [,
(A1, &) EHESZHTH-720, IFFICERTDH -
20T 5720, FUMLTWAHFELE SRR 5 & RIS
ANEIRZ CHWERL & A T RSN E W

FEONAEME L 1=V D WWW I — /S A5
gL

Misu 5 [13] DFx @ L7- & I T offHi217-
7z. Misu 5 OFFETIE TF-IDFIZ X > Tt L7227 =) B
FEICHEDWT WWW I — 32 %E L, Lt $ 225,
[—fK] ASHE LT B HRIS0E K A A YA RE S Tw e
W, EHERITERHOHEGES WG L 7% 5. TF-IDF 12
O TV X BRBROFERIZZ D K9 ZmMHE DO HEE
PEFENTWRWAREEIE W0, BERIZE I WWW

T—=INADTRTOLIIH LT score ZFTE L7-. Tz,
2 — NI — XA Dhg/N 3-gram MEEDSE o 727280, KAl
FENEEN TV A 3-gram D score & 10710 (ZFEE L 72,
VIR, A TlE, Misu 5 OFEICB VT, g 3-gram
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EDFHRE THEZ I score B4 LRD L Tk %
[Misu | &5,

5. EE&

5.1 J—/XX
5.1.1 WWW J—/%X
HEABHOSHEETVEEO DU TO 2 FMEO
WWW 2 — /32 % #fif L7z,
www : WWW 6 f5<— 2 [15] 26 AARFEE LTHENL
YT - iEEINO LT EELL, HENETIVT 7
Ny NDOBRPS DL L ERBEV K 13453 (179 18
EREER) Da—I3R.
wwwq - www (34— T AL EH, AT AINVITEHT S
MPRIIAT o T e\, L7225 T, BERISCZZIT TR <,
HEXLGELEINTWE, FITITERY [H], [»
W, [»ULs], Tkl FE38BE1?] THHX
REERIICE LCowww 263 L7z, 5102, (315
LERUBERARSZRARTLELT, [FaW] &
BB O+ [T TR T3 2300 FMERICH
L7, BRSNS LD T — 38R wwwg 1ZH 118
X (12 BIEER) »okb.
wwwq Tl [—K] 25%F L Twin (€], [E50L7,
[E5%5T] % Yes/No @b &ENTWE. /2, bk
FLO wwwq DO R TIL, FERISCICIRE T 2 O LK 7%
728, TR ([~LTFaw], [~&2H Tl L) 2RTHEE
b owwwg (KIEEENL. —F, [—IR] 2xJIe T 5, SH
RBGFADEWE STV 5 DS wwwq (2, wwwg 13T 4
DURDTVWEAY ANV wuw ZIREL LI EL72HDTH
LU, TOL)BATANDBEH LWL EEATVS,
REFEOREIZ, www 205 wwwq Z1EKT 2 X912,
RKDDBAZANIZEND DEHED D 2 DIIATLE LK%
WAWAEZDLING, AT ANMIERTANE LY —F
T— XA EHFHEICL > TROB AT A VOFEE
D= NAPLDEGICKEHMBTELHTHS.
5.1.2 Y— RKI—NXEFAEY b
25 %4, B2 %, BEFS04ICED, 1 AH72)
HRISCR 50 L2 BHIIC/ERL, ZEaELTd H v, Av— b
T4y CERL. ERRO 0%, TELLETMA L b
Yy 7 &8s 5, % - ahehk - R4 (e, &%, &
2, WD) O ) OB AL LR T SRR %
ZF 7. F7, BERMRAFHO [MAT] R [BMATTFEW]
DX ) BERANDVNIRZ | BB WIZEERUC AT OB D
WhHeE L7z, 72720, INOORICEHZ LB WERMID
e s 7z, | 4 IERSNZZ-R OB Z BT 5.
TERL L 2B 9 2 7 A2 3 2120 L7z, g0 12h
B0 4, gl & g2 IZENENEEEDS 20 L OE ML E
FNTn5 (R5). g0 xBEXREILAETFAINEZI—F
I— 82 L LTHHT 5.
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Table 4 Examples of the constructed sentences.

(1) | BESE ISR < HAT T A

(2) | HERT-FEHOEmVIIITEZ TR

(3) | 100 %—hLETFEAILH

(4) | A—u I LLELNEHEHZT

(5) | 7=V KAy TTERLZEIRES

(6) | A YOBRFEFA—5—I&

(7) | BEDIELEBENELOZE) LTTT 2

®5 V- Fa— 2Lty b

Table 5 Seed corpus and evaluation set.

Jw—7 g0 () gl g2
JEEE 498 | 1,000 999
JIAE 4,043 | 7,671 | 8,322
VYRR /5 8.118 | 7.671 | 8.330
1-gram & 1,096 | 1,834 | 1,784
2-gram £ 2,438 | 4,350 | 4,330
3-gram % 2,848 | 5,293 | 5,403

5.2 EFESaes ATRASR

FEERTIZEMILNE > AT A [—K] 25\ 2 & 75804
ATRASR[11] #FIH L7z, ATRASR 1, HEET VL L
ThENL~)Va7E7)V (Hidden Markov Model: HMM) #
v, 28 1 78 A THEE bi-gram 12X A HGET 7 1 ADERK,
52 XA CTHEE tri-gram (IS L A1) A7) 7B LUK
RRAEROBEE AT ) . KL OFEBRTITFEHT A X Dffl
FRIZAT > TV 72\ 228, bi-gram & tri-gram O v M4 7%
LIZREE L7z, F£72, ATRASR OFEE EOHIFIC L) waw
A= NAFTRTPOLEHRETIVEERTE o7z, U
TRE RT3 — /X AH A XL 31 (ETEREETH - 72*3,

5.3 EERER

5.3.1 mELDHEUET > 7 k DHEE

FEERTIE, ¥~ Fa— NAHOHFER Z OHFED S
Bk OFGECHE XM 72, RO k 2 HEE L
7. EofEx 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 10, 15, 20, 100 IZEEL,
ZTNEND EIZBWTXEBML Y — Fa— X2 % H
HL, ARFETIERE 2 A0 Misu THEIC L - T I —
INAmNER T A28, Misu FiEIC L 5 score YR E VTR
HIEICEE =G0 A L L, FHa—- N A0R
¥ 1FH, 27, 4F77, 8FJ7, -, 128 BEELRL
O XA A AR S THBOEE 3 — A%
HL7 Lo T, 120 kISR LTRELRLT A XD
BOFHI—NAHFHESNL, EOMEEERE OBGRE
gl & g2 ZHWCEHI L7z, M, gl #B%EtLy b, g2
R v N ETALAE L FOMOMATOM ST DORET
FEEREAT) TECTH 57205, KT — XADEFHHEATIE 74
* RFFEOEHRTIEAEY A T2GB O~ v EF.
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word error rate (WER) (%)

1e+08 le+09
training corpus size (# of words) - gl evaluation set (logscale)

k=0 —+— =5 k=100 @
=] % k=10 - -m--
k=3 ¥ k=20 —o—
16.5 T
g ..
% 16
X
g 155
= A
5 -
g "
= 15
S
z
14.5
l1e+08 le+09
training corpus size (# of words) - g2 evaluation set (logscale)
k=0 —+— k=5 k=100 @
k=1 e k=10 -~ M-~
k=3 ¥ k=20 —o—

55.5

55

54.5

sentence error rate (SER) (%)

54
1e+08 1e+09

training size (# of words) - gl evaluation set (logscale)

k=0 —+— k=5 k=100 @
k=1 =€ k=10 ---m--
k=3 * k=20 —&—

58

57.5 S
\\ K
: e
56.5 fo \ 77
-

sentence error rate (SER) (%)

56 Koo
55.5 L
55
1e+08 le+09
training size (# of words) - g2 evaluation set (logscale)

k=0 —— k=5 k=100 @
k=1 e k=10 -~ M-~
k=3 - k=20 —o—

3 AP LA kRIS K o TR L, wuw 2 5F B 2 — XX 2B L 72356 O HEER

s L SR Y

Fig. 3 WER (word error rate) and SER (sentence error rate) curves with various dis-

tributional similarity rank k, trained on the www corpus.

{, WBEEHME L THE SN TVLIERLIELDEN
—EREDHDEEZ, RTA—FThHbkELFHRI—INA
A ZNZOWTHAE TR TEERL, §FliL 7. 31
HEIWCHEDSNTY— NI = SA%ERL, www T—/3A
SXAMIBL, ¥Ha—NAEKEL L EOHES
BEYHBNFEZRL TS, IRETEO P CHEERD A
WOMMWET IV IZ gl, @2 DWTFNIZBWTHHEE -8
AHA AN 16 EREZETE=10D & X I2HESN (K3
). ZOFEET VORI 4 HFETH o7z, D
b, k=10 DFEETNVIRMBOIZEAEDFEE I — S 2F
WKBWTARE AR EE o TWAE., ZO—EEIIRET
FEOEEERLTWD,

k=0 O a3 AP 2 V72 245905k 12 & 5 30
B EN R V72, ¥— Fa—73A 2 Misu T % @
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DHETICHBETH A Z LR L7 (p<0.05). glilB
WTEDPRI/N S WS, (1) gl, g2 DWTIIZBWTD
REFE (k=10) ORDENHEFERD FOEH I —NR
P AR (1.6 15EE) 1E, Misu FEOARZEH L7285E
(k=0) 12 D IRWHEEFR D 2% E B L 72058 o — %
At A X (B2EIEER) OF5Tholz. (2) F—0%H
T—SAF A AL V) BEDS, BETE (k=10) 28
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A% www D5 wwwq (28 L7234 D F LEMATH & e,
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(gl 2BV T 16.35%, g2 12BWV T 15.28%) 7%, wuw T —
XA WA IR THRROUE IF A SN o 72,
5.3.2 BREFEEN-ZT1 O
o DIl 2 F%E (b =10, FBI—/XZH 1 XH71.6
EIRER) OREFEICLIETNE T VT LG TN
LBETFINEN=AT A e LTHELZ.
e www.X lwww I — SR LIREBFETIER L-SEE
T,
e wwwq.X @ wwwq I — VA LRREFHETIER L 2557k
ETV.
e www.R lwww I—/XAN5H TV F LYy TV LTHE
B L7ZEREET V.
e wwwq.R I wwwq I —/3AD5 T Y F LY LTIV T
B L 72 SREET V.
4 FEBRFERERL TS,
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FHEOHFESR D H (gl 1I2BWVTIE 16.27%, g2 I2BW T
14.72%) (I HERENR VR —2 T4 >~ (vuw) O HEER
DEZ gl & g2 DI T 3.25%LFH L7z, ZOEDKKE
CHETHS (p<001). GRYVEDLED, W7 A+
oy FEDICREFEOTHET TNV ROENMELZRL T
W5, BEFED g1 I2BWTIE 54.30%, g2 I2BWTid
55.16%DIEA ) IR B WEREA R VWA= F 1~ (wwuq)
D% gl & g2 DT 428%LET A, T DEDHEN
WCHETHA (p<0.01).
FRA-NATRKELLTHR=RT A ¥ OVEREA AL
FTAHMEAZRL TRV, FHI—NA% S 5HITKE
T 52L& o THREDIA LT 2 REMENH S, LAoL,
HEO— A ERELTLILICL S TCEREEFT IV DIEHR
R n-gram B AW 5720, ETHEEICRE PR
LUHEEDSE V. K 5 13 3 — X A0 A X LFEER
B IV bi-gram BOFEREELL TWE. R=AFTA( VET
)V O bi-gram IR ETHED bi-gram & 0 2 B EL W
CEERLTVAS, ZHEAY— b7 4 v FOEHEEMIEG
BYATHE L TIEEGINTHD, 728 21E, HiEm) %
PR OBENN=2F [ Y EFNDOFE TN AF A X,
RETFHEOZN LD b SHRERE V0D, FHB#IIE
TR L B A REMAYE V. B 6 13 RIF fE* &2/ L TW»
L. FH I XA A XD D /NS VEE T, REFEIC
LBETIUH10, R=ZAFTA YETNVIELTDRIF TH

*4 RTF (“real time factor”) (&, FiHilakiCB 1T 2 WAEIRIED 1
OCHBTLEHFOESE o B L, ZOHEFEEIDH L HEMH
TyMLIrLE y/oe TIHHHINS.
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