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Evaluation of Noisy Speech Recognition and Sequence Discriminative
Training for Low-rank Deep Neural Network Acoustic Models
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Abstract: Deep neural network (DNN) acoustic models outperform conventional Gaussian mixture model
(GMM) but the number of parameters tends to be larger. This leads to higher computational costs than
those of GMM. To reduce DNN model size, by using singular value decomposition (SVD) have previously
been applied for low-rank approximations of weight matrices. Previous studies only focused on clean speech,
whereas because noisy speech is more complicated and its modeling could be difficult. Thus we investigate the
effectiveness of this SVD method on noisy reverberated speech recognition task. Furthermore, we combine
the low-rank approximation with sequence discriminative training, which further improved the performance
of the DNN, which was constructed using a frame-by-frame discriminative criterion. We also investigated the
effect of the order of application of the low-rank and sequence discriminative training. Our experiments show
that low rank approximation is effective for noisy speech recognition and the most effective combination of
discriminative training with model reduction is to apply the low rank approximation to the base model first
and then to perform discriminative training on the low-rank model. This discriminatively low-rank trained
model outperformed the low-rank discriminatively trained low-rank model.

Keywords: Automatic speech recognition and understanding, Deep neural networks, Singular value decom-
position, Discriminative training
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1. FU®IC

R AENEHE (Deep neural networks; DNN) 12X 5%
BEEETNVIE, HEFEREOSE THI IO 72 [1). DNN
BEET IV, [EROFT T ARESAET IV (Gaussian
mixture model; GMM) (22D { HFEEE TV OMUREL %
COYE LB A5 (1], [2], DNN EF IV D/8T X — 5 $iE
GMM OZFN L0 b %L R AMEIMICH D, KifgEmElEy
FRHI A7 #BIET 2L (2], GMM 1220 < FHH A
VAT LADREN I T T7ETI (hidden Markov model;
HMM) OIREERIL 3k FEEE, KDY O 7 25545 D
REBIE 32ET, ARIONT A= 10M X )47k
WAREEL 72 5. — T, DNN 23D SHE MY AT 4
Tl, HMM IREZIIFE L TH-Td, —HIITHwsN
BEEE LT, HENWVED ) — F%E 2k L L, BEIUED
BrrBETAE, NIXA—FHKIZ3IOME2BRA. &5
12 HMM ORER %, GMM OBa L0452t bdH
5. ZO¥A4, DNN EF)VI2iE GMM @ 30D /$5
A=FNBHEDT, TNIZLYVLER AT & - FHEED
BNy 5.

OB % 728, DNN OF 7TV A X % fi i
FTHFEFCCOPREEN TS 3], 4. TZTHE, il
WOFETEE L2/ T A= 2 F2EFNVE [BeT
FW], RFGA=FEFRLI-ETNVE [KF > 72TV
EIPRZEICT A, ba—Y AT+ vl LTI,
HH—EDBHEL V/INSWVERIELTIZO0 &ET5HED
%2 bN%b. DNN OELTHIIERHETILETHLDT
COHEZL o TEIMIT A= REFHRSTILIITE 2.
7R LZOFETHE, BESNTVLILELOHEHREY RS
NY M NVDFHINLEE % BT h, TR L L7294
77 2D BAIIIEMEE S b s s oo, o
HETIEEAI LIS N WITRENED S 5. Xue HIF, FHiH
45 f% (singular value decomposition; SVD) % DNN &7
ISR L, #3572 —= S JeHlils 5 HEeRE L7
WoHDFHPFETIE, SVDIZL ) ERITHID T > 7 KR S &
RS v 22TV EMMBEE LT, 774 v Fa—2v S
AT HZET, ETNVHAXZ/NEL LD, R
R AMF T E 5 2 L A FEBRMITR L7 [4]. FEBRIZIE,
WoSHEDF = R=AEHNTWLD, SHEF—F7D
INERHARIA T H 555, KEEFomEHi s = stk D ¥ A 712
i) EFRT— Y3~ A 7 2 flioloT— 7 ThHAH I &S
Sz, MW7 ) — 2 7T =5 ThhHI EHESI
. DL RWTE, EFReANTIUII WD, 1
B HEAT 2 BTV CER, KT V7 BBPENTH S L%
ZbNA, TN LT, ¥4 7 L BEE DN N 72
B - BRERETICBL T, BEOSRMEISHLT 57
B, TNEEFMLT S DNN EFMIE L) EMEIC 7% A1
MiZdH b, ZOL) RFHRNKTIE, K7 ¥ 7B H%)
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BT, ETNY A XOMERIIEREICERLE L 525 2
EDHN D, WRIZ, TOTEDY, BRE - RERETE
PR A7 ICBOWTHRTH AP IEWTIZAR L, Bl
WAL SN VEDH 5.

5L, EROETFTNVFEROME L, 702 brE—
(cross-entropy; CE) #BI2L 25 DT, 7L —AL—N
WV TORRPIFHENITED W2 DR O N TS, ik
BT7L—LTEDHEETNVEYRTELI L ERENLH
e LT Tidnh <, M CIEfFRE 2 M7
5 LIRS N DRI ORI FEME R DT, SCHAL
TORMPIEEIZESVTEBRETNVZYUET 2LEDVDH
5. GMM Ti, 7z& 2 (TMHEHEHRER K (maximum
mutual information; MMI) ZEHEIZFEDO W THEET IO
FINCBIT BN FEEITH 2L T, WEETIVOMREE
&5 EHNTEL 5], [6], [7]. DNN O b [Fkk
TH 5 (8], 9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14]. LiKDETF N1
AT & RO E 2 P T 88121, €T IVHE
WL RO FE OBHNER & O HREAEPAEL L2 Eds
FEZONDT0, RN EHIET & AT 208 D 5.
EERIZIE, KT 2 700 X AT 2 EET 5720
ZUE, BT NVHEREAT o 2RISR 2479 S L TEE
THhrHEEZONL, RRTIE I OOMETEMHETT 5.
#11E, SVDICESLIES v ol 77 A v Fa—2
7% CE 8T F VI L TiT\w, 0, CEKT v 2
ETFVI LT MMI #& B8 %2479 HiETh b, 6F2
i, kv 77 A v Fa—= 7% MMI 54
FMIHLTIT) HETH A, #H31E, £20HETEDS
N7z MMI & > 7 £ FIVICHURRFEE 2179 HiETH
b, RRTRIINLO3HOMAETICE LT, BREikEs
WTEFRMST A 271280, SVD &R OFEE DM A
HEERWIIHET T2 LT 5.

2. DNN-HMM /N1 7 1)y REFDBHE I X
T s

2.1 DNN ZZE7I)L

DNN-HMM /4 7' v FEFB#H AT LI, 3FE
¥ B4 THERD GMM-HMM ¥ A 7 4 % F[0] 5 PERE & 56
FLTWA., Tk GMM 12 X 2 K454 % DNN
LB BPERTHEICE S Z 5 b DT, BERIEIEOA
DEFTHEEG 20, MAFOEFRREY AT 2 L OFMED
B, AREITIE, DNN SH2E 7 )V OREIZ O W TR 5.
ZZT, DNN HEBEFLDOINT A—% 0%, LigokEnh

*1 DNN OHFE 2L, BHIRA X)) 2 7 /MU (sequence Min-
imum Bayes Risk; sMBR) & & {flibiL %25, FfEIZ MMI
bbb s, FEE Kaldi v —VF v b [15] T nnetl &
sMBR »E#E | nnet2 TI& MMI AYEHE 127 5 T3 (2014 4F
10 HHfE). 2 2 TOEERTIE nnet2 2> 720 T, MMI #5l
ERFRALL. FROERIZEAMEEOZIE L EEDLNS
5, sMBR TH KEDARBEMEFLTHL EERZHNL.
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BhALRAIEEL, 0FHOBAANETHY, (L+1)
FHoBSH B THSL LTS, DNNHFEET VO F
HOB (0<I<L+1) ICATIEND n RO A=
%, 2l TET. HAEHEE m X TH Y, ZIUEREC
(I+1) FHOBOAFE#EL 5. LoTIiud, !
LFREND. NN TIE—MRIIC, JERTIRNE [ 2SIARE
Iz THWSENS, BRI, 7 EA FEEDS f &
LCflibh s —FT, EKBIZIZY 7 M~y 7 AN
bhsd., ERTH AL, LF 77Xy NEbB ONT X%
i3, BRENERRIZL D7 74 v F2—=2 7 (fine tuning;
FT) ICX DS NE, 22T, [THICBIT 5 TfREni
T, TOMHORILEERT LT 5, FEHOBIHER
ML B & v, AR 2 5 B 2 2o T, SFE o
EUTOL)IEW s 5.

atl = f (AL’ + 1) (1)

KETIE, SRRV Yy~ v~ vy 2 Bw-aiito
DV I, DNN # 1B OEAERLEINGTL ML —
ZY 712X, DNN #HEs L /2.

7L —2At, HMM IREE j I2xbe§ 2 FHgRz2 B M
572812, DNN ZH\w%, DNN-HMM N A 71 v b5
i AT AT, BUEELE p 2 U TOLHITKD 5.

p (jlx?)

2V]5)
P( t|J) 2o (7)

ZZT, po(f) FFEFHT— 5 ofkr o B SN D HEs
OMEHETHH. DNN O AT FlmE 0 13, wH#Eifie (25 + 1)
TL— LD EE ORI [y, Ty, Ty ] TH
%. DNN OHIE, %3 7% A MK HMM IR 3
B AR TH L., WNBTIE, v7 M~y 7RG
{LEAEAME DS .

(2)

Loy expa(jle))
p(jle) = m (3)

ZIT, aldE ) — F j TOEMLEIOMETH D, DNN
~NDOAST &) DR 2o T B,

2.2 €5 > 7EMICE S DNN 704 A XOHERK
FREO & BY, DNN-HMM ¥ A7 4135 L D4, ek
® GMM-HMM > 2 7 4 % k[0 % YERE % 5649 4 %5, DNN
DT A= 5 HIE GMM OZREY F LR YPF L n
IRHEDDHEH., TN@ R, K [4] 1337 X — ¥ D%
HIW S % 72912, SVD 2T D 1 1I2B1F 5 EAHRTS]
Al DTy RS ERRE L. BRES R
(X 4) &b, 475 AL, &

Al

mxn

DEHIZIODFFHOREICTHENS. 2T 2 I
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THITH Y, TORRIIFRMETH L. Fril o ZFFIEIC
WRKEZOENTWEETD (07 >09>...>0,).

g1 0 0
0 g9 0
Enxn =
0 0 On
(5)
Pkxk 0
. Ok+1
0

On

THIU & VIE, ERIEBALSNZHNRT PV EFED
TIXRE 22T . TH] A D/NT A =5 xS 372
W, kFEHITICREZRAEMEZNIIHILT AU £V
DEFRBRAEN Y P VDR T v 7B lib b, FORIZ,
AT Uk, Zhxrr Vi WCED, Apun BULTO X
KT > 7 EBTE B,

~ Ui Zexk Vikn (k< n)

= [UnisvBt] [VEoaVila] @)

— A2 Al

mxk* kxn
AT EANFEBEOATFHEOGHE I X b Az
&, O(mn) KRBT 5. KT v 7 EBOE, 2
O((m+n)k) \ZIBIL, kBUTIORT &Mz e &
12, I IR MO ET VRTINS BB,

< { i e ™

(m>n, m<Kn)

67> 7 DI L BHOBE, BATH AL % HOH

| OMIVZIE &, BAFH A2 2om 200 7EA

mxk
FED2BIZOHLTWAEEZLZELTESL?, M1
CRTIINICE LD LEE2DEOMIZIE, P /7EA L
v ML) RIERBI= Y VIFEL RV, 71y b
RSB 5 &%, HLVEIE

1
'tz = AL 2+ b

w”l==f(Aﬂégw”%-+b”%) ®

DI h, ZITHIRERTCONRZ MVTHY, £
HIEIZ0 CTHL. b3 B TLOETLOL TH A,

2 20 kD RO DNN %9 v ¥ A0t $ 5 &, BEIS W7
DT (ZFa A T REE DS T .

*3 JHE DNN O8>y — VITEATH & 4 7 € v b 2 RREATH
OFT 12075 LTHHI DT, 71y F b #F1FNZ 72
FHSY =& BRI T — FOEBEFLE R, T VHIEZIC
Tr A v Fa—=v TR LEWESIEIZO b % 0 ICWiifkL T
BUIETEOETFTNVEEAMERY), T7 A v Fa—=0 7 ad5hY
A, A7y PEPSLEZITNT 0 ISEWELZ E51ETTH
L. E5I2F 7y NHDINT X — 7 BIFEAMTHN AT
HWTELIIENEVDT, EFVEIRE V) BEH,2S H bl 2
ATHIEEMELZWEEZLNS,
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function
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(a) full model
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(b) low-rank model

B 1 K727 53MICE 5 DNN E70L/87 X — 5 O, #ITi
() 5x4=2025 (b) 5x2+2x4=18 /37 A—=%%
A LT

Fig. 1 DNN model parameter via low-rank factorization. Ex-

ample shows that model parameters are reduced from
(a) 5x4=20to (b) 5x2+2x4=18.

2.3 DNN O CE %%
CE #£#T1, FmBE

. h(j,t
Fou0) = 335, ) log 21 (9)
TG P(J‘mt)
DXL, TITTpG,t) &, Bt 7TATN

WCHIET BIEBOS A TH L., TNET 7T A X— 3

T3 A&, Bt TOHBIE

a-¢.CE o S0V A

2a0)) t"p(ﬂwt) P4, t) (10)
DEHIZHRY, BEEMEHE L THS N5 EEHANC S

CAFEIZE Y, DNN DEFIIVINT X — % 0 HSigifl S
ns.

2.4 DNN O 7= DOR5] MMI %%

DNN E@BET IV THhY, kboEBh, 227
L= TIN5 (345 CE JiE) 2RO &
FHRINTVD, FEEMO T A 71, 5 TOREPIRE
W T2, T L— L TR AR 2 FEE T L 72T

iT+\T%% 2T, CEEFNMIHLT, RHD
RSB AT HEPRESIN TS, FERE, DNN (Ix)
?éﬁﬂ@%%%ﬂ IV, CEEF N SRENA LY
52 EDIEL SN TS [10], [11], [12], [13], [14]. &5

DRI E Tld, DNN OGP LRIEUE, ek ToiRE

% fie/ME T B FEEME I THE  THRBIAYL %ﬁéné ok z
X, MMI E#E2 Wb &, DNN ZZBEETFILVDI/INT A —%

0%, UTo ki icLTimfbans.

po (x1.1,[Hs,)" pr(s,)
RIS e eI

ZZT, zyp, (Er FHOEMEOEEEHERYT, FE
DEZIET, TH5H., H, \TIEMFETNNV s, 12349 5 HMM
DIRAERI, H, FRERRAE s 12379 5 HMM OIREER Y
THb. KIIHFEAr—LTHY, pp ISHEETNVLET

Fraami (0
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I
CE CE bMMI bMMI :
full model [T >low-rank model —>|low-rank model|,

—_—— e | e e e e e e e e 4

| .bMMI |

|

|

I SVD : |
1| bMMI bMMI  [1yMMI bMMI |
|

|

|

|

! [ full model

o HMMIEEE T A F -2 (FT) LHAET, MMI &
7T NVEANT B 3 MO A
Fig. 2 Three types of combinations to generate MMI low-rank
model by combining discriminative training with fine
tuning (FT).

H5.
MMI D15k T & % boosted MMI [7] T, FHALRI% I
KAL) DL %.

p0 wlT |Hsr) pL(ST)

lo
Z & Z Po wlT |H ) ( )e*bA(s,s,,,)

Fonmr (0
(12)

CZTARsD s, T AEREMETH L. b IZHIE
BETHY, TAPREVIEIEERRIIG LTI =Y v %
G EBAZEEERLTVWS, RREDY 7 v~y 7 Ak
PALRAEL o ICBAS 2B t TOLRERD B L, DTOX
2% 5 (8], [9], [10], [13].

M ( num den)

9a(j) K\Y5¢  — 75, (13)

t

TIT, Appm &t i3 (1) b L CIRRK (12) 95 F b

L<iﬂﬁ@$m% SCTHDH. TXTODNN D/8T A —
Z13A (13) 2 SRS RO FIEIZHEDO W TER SN 5

2.5 RINDFEANFE E SVD OfHH
BWFHICLY, CEETVICH L CHERERZ M ESE5
CENTEL, 7275, BT A R & BRAEE oW

HIEIZEZETH Y, HHZLDOTIE R, 520K ~
7 ETNIEBCTRAFBAGATH S 0H o HTh
V. X2 120E, BIIICEE ENART U 7 BTV B R

T5ODOFEE RS, ZoGE, @FELETVY
A fﬁiﬁiwﬁﬁf& Lo TUTD3IDICFIEIEZ NS,
COFEIZH>T, LFTERZIToTWE. TXTOM
A%~ALT MPETIVIE CE#EH SN BeETT I
(CEZEETINV) THA. 1 DOHMEY (Combination 1)
13, SVD & FT # CESE&EFNVICHEA L, 0% CE &
7Y BT LCHRINGE 21T Hik &2 ofilatE

¥ 2 2Tl MMI BEHETHBIEE 2179 25, oFEHETH - TH,
FIEIZFR L TH 5.
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(Combination 2) (X, MMI5&4&E7F)VIZ SVD & FT %@
S 508, %3 04 (Combination 3) &, F2 D
HMAETIZE o THEONA MMIKT > 7 ETVICH LT,
SHICHEANFEZAT) HEkTHh 5.

3. BETEHBEEER

3.1 EROHTE

ETIVHIRIC & DR Z MR 5 72012, 55 2 0] CHIME
FXY LYY MT vy 2 THREREHE L. Ziud, R
FEROG RS AV (Wall Street Journal (WSJ0)) T,
B - JEEE B BREE T COEFRMMERE 7 BRI ) E
(word error rate; WER) OS2 5 M T 5 720 1235 &
N2y A7 Td b [16). SHETNVOY A XL 5k (basic)
Thb. Ly b (sidt05) 110 FEED 409 556 TH
D, ity b (siet_05) F 12 55% D 330 %Ea (Nov’'92)
ThHrb., BEETNVIIFEEYY M epo¥EE L. ¥EEy
MISIFEED TI38 %R LN b, FEZA T — )V kL, B
Sty b o(sidt05) KDL, ThHDERT—%
&, EBISEID ) 2BELEREL T b, BEIIMEEE
LB REERCRENDOEES, HEEVSTLEEEED D O
T, K37 (‘isolated’) F8HGIZHAF L C SN It (signal-to-noise
ratio; SNR) {—6,-3,0,3,6,9}dB TE&E 4 EEL72d D
Thb., 7T—FN=2ARF2F v ANVDEFRT—5THhb
D5, FHEIAAMICED LN, F Y A7 [17) 12X 1) BREiE
ENTH—F ¥ A VOEFT— ¥ & Hw72*0,

TESEME L BHBELROZER, DTOoEE)TH
% [18]. DNN O#3#|21%, Kaldi v — )V F v b [15] D Povey
DFEEEZHNTNSL, X=X T4 »OE#EL, 0Kk~12
RILD MFCC & Z DEFEE (ABITAA) TH5.
PR AR (U HIBIAT (linear discriminant analy-
sis; LDA) [19] & i U248 (maximum likelihood linear
transformation; MLLT)) [20] 8 & ON#EIcF# Gi& @
1t25E (speaker adaptive training; SAT) [21] 8 X U5
MR UHIEZRE (feature-space maximum likelihood
linear regression; fMLLR)) [22] # FI\V:C, 40 KI5 7%
B EIL L7 L )RRk A 1T o 7. DNN O AJ)
EHEIEINSDE T L — 4 40 RITOEME Z it 9 7
L — L4 L 72 360 KU OFEE & L7,
HEETVOFEHTFIE & 2R o3 E 1330k [17], [18)]
WCFEELWVRIERA S 5. 3 7 F A MK HMM OIREER 1L
1,980 TH Y, INAHEDO VT b=y 7 ABOHT) / —
Nk 7% 4. DNN E 7L CTld HMM OIREHE GMM X
DLELTHIENE VD, Z2TRFRONDLYIZ, &
g oI EAITH Z T 8,000 / — FIZIEEL, Fh
BFBEAOTTCYV T NI TAY ) V7 LTREDIRERIZH]
WTaEEZBEMLTWA., ZhEdEdE, GMM DRE

BOBREMIEICLY, 3-5dB 2D SNR OUFENRI;GON 5.
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#F 1 SVD {1,2,3} IZHET % DNN O#iE. Fizsve/ —F

7 > 7Bz L YBmEn/iz/ —FTHh b
Table 1 DNN structure corresponding to SVD {1,2,3}. Un-
derlined nodes are added nodes by low-rank approxi-

mation.

lower layer — higher layer
360x331+3312 x 24331 x 8000
360 x 100+100 % 3314 (331x96) Xx2x 2
+331x162+162 x 8000
360x331+(331x96) x2x2
+331x 162+ 162 x 8000
360 % 331+3312 x 24331 x 160+160 x 8000
360 x 33143312 x 24331 x 200+200 x 8000
360 x 18441842 x 2+184 x 8000)

CE-full (2.85M)
SVDI1 (1.47 M)

SVD2 (1.52 M)
SVD3 (1.59 M)

SVD3’ (1.91 M)
(CE-full (1.54 M)

SAROEXDUTIEEER/25 DT, Kaldi I281F % Povey
DL VEICEEEINTWLAHTH L. BIEKIZI3 TH
%, HJg OMFERIEENE 2 S50 T, 2 BO#MK L LIk
T 1ETOBML TV Z 8T, SNz L
72 1 EO#R LIZ1E, 400,000 > 7 x w7z,

COFHRT=FII L TREICES L) ICCEZEET
) (CE-full) O e, SVD IZBBH /8T A =5
ZPESICHIR T A2 L) ICRE L. BEETIINTA—%
2P LT CEREETVEFH LA L EREIT-
720 T A=Y OBBIIR 1L ICEF LD EBNTHAD, 52
AEETIVIZSVD 23 5 FIEIE, IO 380 #EL
72, B 12, SVD 2T XRTOENEIZHEA L7 (SVD
D. #2120, R MBS HEmb e v B EE %
HoTWA DT v 78U, R TEEZKRITRTO
@2 SVD @M L7z (SVD 2). #3121F, md/ST X —
THDLG WRAE DA SVD F#A L7z (SVD 3). SVD
SIHAL TN I A=Y HOZEZRET L2012, /37
A= ZHIFO LV & 2 BR (1.59M @ SVD3 & 1.91M
» SVD3) HEL7-.

CE #ETlX, flHD 15 TR v 7 O FIZFEE %2 K
SHLRBLFE LT, mEO S TRy 71 L TUL, #
BREEE L CHFEEITo72. CEDZETETIVIIXNT S
AL, WHMELS0.01 THY, IhxFHORKEIZIE
0.001 F T S/, I =Ny FH 4 X3 128 TH 5.
SVD % CE Z%Z&E7 0 b L < 1Z MMI 584 € 7 )V 12 H
%, 77 A Fa—= VTR o7 OO I TRy 7k
% 0.001 205 0.0005 (2GR S 72255 228 2470,
W T2 Ry ZIXEIEOFEZ (0.0005) THFHEIT-
72, #AFE (boosted MMI 238) %479 BrCid, S#H %
I3 CERZEETIVIIXLTO0.001 &L, KT ¥ 7 ETIIC
L CTiL0.0001 TH A, #BIFEO#R LREEIE 4 0 &
L7z, SHEHERTOERICLY, 4 WY EEFTIVERZ
DR LCHPEREDT N Ry, G ICESEE O E TRV
TIAIEEMALII-DTH A, R, KT~
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& 2 CHIME Fv L Y bIv 27 2%ty b (sidt05) T
® WER [%]. DNN & 7 )V & v CHERE55 % (SVD) &
77 A v Fa—=rF (FT) OBRE KRB T &5k
BT LHREZRLTCVS, AlETVIE70nAL >y b
Y~ (CE) %2&ETFNTH5H. 3D SVD & ZDEF LI
AL, SVD{1,2,3} 2" 5 N7z, ANHF#E X MFCC +
LDA+MLLT + SAT+fMLLR T&% (40 RJC x st 9 7
L—2)

Table 2 WER [%] on the CHIME challenge track 2, develop-
ment set (si-dt_05), using DNN model showing the
effectiveness of singular value decomposition (SVD)
and fine-tuning (FT) on noisy reverberated speech

Initial model was CE-full model. Ap-

plying three types of SVD to this model, SVD {1,2,3}

models were obtained. Input features were MFCC +

LDA+MLLT + SAT+{MLLR (40 dimension X con-

tiguous 9 frames).

recognition.

®3 CHIMEFv LY b7y 7 205ty b (sidt-05) TD

WER [%]. DNN &7 )b % i\ TRYIO #5158 O3 § % R~

LTW2., IEFVIE CE 7V TH Y, 3HOTEE
LTwb

Table 3 WER [%] on the CHIME challenge track 2, develop-

ment set (si-dt_05), using DNN model showing the ef-

fectiveness of sequence discriminative training. Initial

model was CE model and three types of combinations

were evaluated.

—6dB —3dB 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB|Avg.
bMMI-full (2.85M) 48.4 36.7 30.2 24.2 20.7 17.3|/29.6
— Combination 1 (with CE low-rank model) —
SVD1 (1.47M) bMMI | 47.9 37.6 30.6 24.4 21.2 18.1|30.0
SVD2 (1.52M) bMMI | 47.4 36.5 29.3 24.0 20.6 17.3|29.2
SVD3 (1.59M) bMMI | 46.4 35.1 28.1 23.0 19.4 16.5|28.1
SVD3’ (1.91 M) bMMI| 47.0 35.3 28.4 22.8 19.5 16.8(28.3
— Combination 2 (with bMMI full model) —

FT|—6dB —3dB 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB|Avg.
CE-full (2.85M) | v | 53.4 424 34.5 27.9 24.8 20.5|33.9
SVDI (1.47M) | - | 59.0 485 40.2 34.3 31.1 26.1|39.9

v | 538 42,9 35.6 28.7 25.4 21.9|34.7
SVD2 (1.52M) | - | 59.1 48.6 40.1 34.3 31.1 26.1|39.9
v | 52.7 421 34.3 28.3 25.0 20.6|33.8
SVD3 (1.59M) | - | 58.9 48.1 40.0 34.0 30.5 25.4|39.5
V| 51.8 41.0 32.6 26.4 23.6 19.9|32.6
SVD3 (1.91M) | - | 57.1 46.7 38.9 33.0 29.1 24.1|38.2
V| 51.8 407 32.9 26.2 23.8 19.9(32.5
(CE-full (1.54M)| v | 55.2 44.3 35.8 30.2 26.4 21.9|35.6)

7 BTN L CEELE R MEMIZH DT, KT v
ET NI T HEERIBETTLVOENLD /NS L
IR 5722w,

3.2 WREEE

3.2.1 RRDO%Z41 7D SVD

+: 21213, %Ly b (sidt05) TO WER #/R~7
INLDEFIVIZTRTCEEFVTH Y, RIIDOH
ERIIA T o T, SVD 2 17o 721212, FT 2 LW
L, TRTOEKT > 7 BEFNVOWRIZIEE IR T LTWA.
FTIZXY, §RTOEFLVOBENIZE LM ET S, 2
FUSTCHR [4]) OFRERED —HT D, ZTNLDETNVOHRT
b, SVD3 DX ) ICHMRBICOASVD 2@ L7254 7
DRI R Cdh o 72, &2 SVD %@ L7z SVD1 ¥
A 7DETNVOWRRE, AJIEUSNOREIZ SVD Z#H L
72SVD2 4 4 TOET VO LD 8L o7, WEHETE
TIWINT A—=F DD T V) 72D OB IZEZ A 72
ZENS, TN TBOEMMIYD LEOREATH LD
bEMNLRT v oE L, KT v 7 EMIC X D REEAMET
L7 HENTE D, Z2EITITNONSINT A — T H %}
SR L2584 CE E 7V (CE-full (1.54M)) OVERE%
F2OERTFTERIIRLTWS, COBEIEIN—ATL 2D
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SVD1 (1.47M) wo FT | 54.6 43.3 35.8 30.8 27.3 22.4|35.7
w FT| 53.3 425 34.9 28.8 25.3 21.7|34.4
SVD2 (1.52M) wo FT | 54.8 43.3 35.9 30.8 27.3 22.5(35.8
w FT| 52.8 41.6 34.4 27.7 24.6 21.0|33.7
SVD3 (1.59M) wo FT | 54.1 42.1 34.6 29.4 25.9 21.8|34.7
w FT| 51.7 41.3 33.2 26.6 23.6 19.7|32.7
SVD3’ (1.91M) wo FT| 53.0 41.1 33.9 27.7 24.7 20.8|33.5
w FT| 51.6 40.6 33.1 26.6 23.5 19.7|32.5
— Combination 3 (with Combination 2 model) —
SVD1 (1.47M) bMMI | 48.6 37.8 30.8 25.2 21.5 18.5|30.4
SVD2 (1.52M) bMMI | 48.1 37.0 30.5 23.8 21.2 17.5(|29.7
SVD3 (1.59M) bMMI | 47.7 36.9 29.4 23.4 20.6 17.0{29.1
SVD3’ (1.91 M) bMMI| 47.7 37.1 29.3 23.3 20.6 17.1|29.2

CE-full (2.85M) & ) bMREAH Y, SVD 12 & % E 7V
WOERED TR E NI,
3.2.2 EROEBFEBEDOFIE

F 3121, MMI#HMNFE L72ET VD WER /R .
3 2 ® CE-full £ 3 ® bMMI-full % 8§ 5 &, &5l
KLY, BEETIVOWRED 4.3% (KxtE, PLFFE
) ML L7722 &d%5h 5. MlAE 1 (Combination 1) T
&, CET v 7 7V H 5 O@MFE 2 X 5 ke -
i, 4.24.7% CREETIVOMWREM EE Eil>72. 2k
SCHK [23] TO, —REM 257 Rk D 7290 OFERIFE O RS
IZBWT, EFVDI/NEWIEERBIFE O EITRE VW E
WO E KT A, BRI, DMMIKT » 7 E7 VI
bMMI-full DR %E 1.5% knl- 7.

A 2 (Combination 2) T, FT & L THKT %
L, F3OFT % LODBMMIKT » 7 EF NV OMREE,
K2DOFT LD CEKRT v 7 EFVOUREE LIl- T
Wiz, L2 LAad S, bMMIET > 7 7V ClE, FT I
1.3-2 1% EOMREIN LI & & F 572, SRR HtE
2 & o THEHSNIZETIVAHRMFEIZ CE RUET FT %200
LI EIZEoT, FBNFEOMENRENTLE 272D L

1085



BRIEF=EmEE Vol.57 No.3 1080-1088 (Mar. 2016)

F4 CHMEF YL I I v 27 2%y b (sidt05) TD
GMM E 7L % i\ 728540 WER [%)]
Table 4 WER [%] on the CHIME challenge track 2, develop-
ment set (si_dt_05), using GMM model.

—6dB —3dB 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB|Avg.
GMM (2.43M) bMMI | 58.0 46.3 37.1 30.3 25.9 21.5|36.5
GMM (2.45M) £-bMMI| 54.7 43.9 35.9 28.3 24.2 20.6|34.6

EZLND.

#&+ 3 (Combination 3) Tlx, bMMI KT » 7 £ 7
AZHRMFB 2 O TS 2 & THRRIZ 34%m E L7, &
DTN, FHRORZRIENFEZIT) LA TD
LT ENGA, 7272, CEMT ¥ 7 T VIZHBIFHE
WA LG R EoRER REE N e o, T
BFEBICELLLDEEZ NS,

ERIICET, AT 12RO BVERROTSL I LAt
T&5. YELRFHETD Combination 1 < 2 < 3 DNE*6 7
MDT, Combination 1 ZFFHAT DB L VEEZHNL.
F 7RI COMENEAE, SVD1, 2, 3 O TlE SVD3 A%
BTHALZ LD GhA.

3.2.3 GMM & D Lba

= 41213, FUEHE AW 2840 GMM O WER %
RLTWA, GMM-HMM O#7 7 A 4545 #id 30,000 T
HHT. ZOWE, SREHERITCICE L TR L SN
TA=FNWH D50, FHEFTHERTINT A — 7L
30,000 [734R] x2 x 40 [(RIC/53A5) &7 B, ZHUZIREEHR
DI8T X —=FH330,000 H 57280, #XT A—FH1L2.43M
&b,

W (bDMMI) R Z U2 TR R EIS T ORI
# (feature-space bMMI; -bMMI) %47 - 723 5*8C
DNN & 7V A TR IR X RGN Z 25550 5.
F72SVD IC L 2/8T X = F HHERIC L Y, GMM D57
A=F XD B KIBICAR T A= T HITT B ENTE
TV,

3.2.4 Mty b

£ 5 121F, FFffity N (siet.05) ® WER #/R”7. B
Sty hTOWAELENIZF L TH D, #NFHE L 0ME
HiE, 322HTOMF2S, A 1 Z®INL/. SVD
3D A TONBIHENTHY, T L BHEREIXT
® bMMI 584 E 7N OVERE & #xd i © 1% Ll > 72, F7-
GMM D RO#ERE 6.5% > Twb Z &b, SVD
#1772 DNN OFMEDHED» O STz,

*6 Combination 3 1% 1, 2 (Zxf LT, #IFEEDN 1 ML VDT, T
T4 ADER - @AFEOREEN 1, 21THRTRKECRL, 1
£ 213 SVD ERBHFERD 1 EFOTRIETHE0%, 113/h3wn
EFIN L CHRFE 21T DT, 2 1ICHND EETREED
e THL.

7 HMM OIREEILA X DNN Oa L H L Th 5.

8 R EIR OB FEE 2170 L, BRI TS (400 x 40)
INT A= FHTHINT 5.
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®5 CHIME FvL>Y M7 v 2 25Hlit>y b (siet-05) TOD

WER [%]. DNN &7 )b % i\ TRYIO #5158 O3 § % R~
LCTwWhb. FIHIEFVIECE E7VTHS

Table 5 WER [%)] on the CHIME challenge track 2, evaluation

set (si_et-05), using DNN model showing the effective-

ness of sequence discriminative training. Initial model

was CE model.

—6dB —3dB 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB|Avg.
CE-full (2.85M) 44.5 35.7 29.5 22.0 16.6 15.3|27.3
bMMI-full 39.0 28.9 23.4 18.3 13.9 12.0|22.6
— Combination 1 (with CE low-rank model) —
SVD1 (1.47M) bMMI 40.0 29.7 24.0 18.5 14.4 12.7]23.2
SVD2 (1.52M) bMMI 39.5 28.4 23.118.2 13.512.1|122.5
SVD3 (1.59M) bMMI 379 27.6 225174129 11.0|21.6
SVD3’ (1.91 M) bMMI | 37.5 27.7 22.417.5 12.8 11.5|21.6
(GMM (2.45M) -bMMI| 45.5 37.4 30.0 22.2 17.9 15.9/28.1)

4. HbHYIC

DNN ETNDINT A — % ZHIIET 572912, SVD IZ &
BT v 7B E 7 FVERR TR R A Lz, ek
7)) =V ERETOFEM TS - 7275, R CTIXLHENED
L, BEETFVHNI DGR D EHE SN D BT RER
B T ke L7z, 97U, SVD 2T AR O
FEITo7z EERICXD, NI A=FEIZEFNITEED R
WEEFETH > ThH, DNN ORfE LTI T v 7 bl %
HHTZ, bLLEE1IRBERSTRTOBIKT v 7T
WEEHT 25D, TRTOBIKT » 752 T %
I SRS E W EATRE N

& BITE TR & RYI O FE &b L )ik
RET L7z, BB L BTV A G E A S DY D
B, TFToETNVERERL, 005 EEE 2 KT
YIETFIVIH LTI SEDPR OB TH L L) 2
EWHO o7z, TOXHIHENFE SNKT v
ETWIE, T A=F DL GMM ET )& HEERD 3
T 6.5% (#ixdfiE) bly, #R5E S e 7V L 2%
WETFINVED 1% LR A REE R L 7.
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