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A Study on A Phoneme-Graph-based Hypothesis Restriction
for Large Vocabulary Continuous Speech Recognition

Takaaki HORI, Naoki OKA, Masaharu KATOH, Akinori ITO, and Masaki KOHDA

Faculty of Engineering, Yamagata University
4-3-16 Johnan,Yonezawa-shi, 992 Japan

Abstract In this paper, we study about fast search strategies for Large Vocabulary Continuous Speech Recog-
nition (LVCSR), and propose a new method — a phoneme-graph-based hypothesis restriction, which effectually
prunes the search space. In the proposed method, a phoneme graph is generated at the pre-processing stage, and
then the best word sequence is searched while restricting expansion of hypotheses using the information of the
phoneme graph at the main recognition stage. The phoneme-graph-based restriction consists of the limitation of
phoneme boundaries and the Forward-Backward Pruning, which enable to reduce the search space dramatically.
The proposed method was tested on a 5,000-word Japanese newspaper reading task. The experimental results
show that this method can reduce about 70% of the elapsed time without any error increasing.
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1 FCoIz

FFEEE D DB 2R KR HOERR I A58 (Large Vocab-
ulary Continuous Speech Recognition : LVCSR) % 32
UL W RABTHEETETBAICAY, HE
HFGES LT EECHE =2 —2AEFOBBE B &
LB K OREBZENTVS (1) Z284E, BAT
H NTT O BRFHE BI85 [2] 22810 1 AKE
LVCSR Y A 7 LT 2 IRABAE - T 0, R
BURBFENS (IPA) I X % HASERM TS LT
FERT— =2 LB Sh, BIRRARtok LR
TS [3).

Txld, BB AAGE LVCSR VA F ADESE# B
BL, ThETEEETVOMRERZEICSVL TR
fT>T&%. LT, KEZFRAZY 710k 5 HM-
Net OHERTEE [4] #RE L, AFRICL>TERL
72 HM-Net BHERDEYCREESI Bl (SSS) [5] =° Tree-
based Clustering[6] {2 & 2EF /N L 0 & &\ GRaMERE %
HIBZ L®RLE.

AHETH LVCSR OF = —F iz H L, mHik
LVCSR 2 BT 2R JHE T NI Y XA IZoWTREPT
5. Fa—F, FEBEINILLTERALEEES
MIEDHFREREL, ASNERITROEHT 5 (R
BAER) 2 BERTIEFFHRB AT LAOLBETH 5.
WoT, Fa—FicEln ks RERTAITY X L8
TEMDRVATLADE =0T 59 L RERIICKE <&
BYD. FIZLVOSR OBAITERZEMBIERIC kX <
BB, WRTNANTY XLAOREHIEBE G L2 5.

RAAE %2 BHELT 5 FHRIBE BRI WS
B, WROBETH LY 2 LOYSEMiIRE TORER =
TIZ T UBREUR LD BEIX 2 7 (OHEER) b
PHETEE T HENEAVLNS. S aLUpED
AT ERCBSITER, —MRICEF S (look-ahead) &
FEEn 5., BERIME — A —FiIzBWChHEL ST
D&, FRREGITEN D AR A BB TR Y
TBHIENTED BO[10. F, RE v rFa—4
DHERIT, RABOLIRMRHROBER LI LZY,
ICEBT 2 B3 &2 PHBRT 30182 TH 5 [11]]12)
[13][14].

=k, BERCHBOERZBET I LickoTH
REMEHD DT 70 —F 055 [10]14]. Xk [10] T
i, BT 2T A Itk > TEEERERERD,
THOZHBEHEROFIBRICHA LTS, LaL, T8
FA—T 4T Lo THORAERIE | (iEHOE
HRINC KT BER 2 DO THER S L IEE L, BR
WCFFRRRZEEZ BT THEMZHEP LTV S, 20 DER
FIRRIZ L DL BEOKE RWEIIHF LA TV 2N

ABFFETIE, TRERGIR & BT L BEX Y %80

BHNTED B FEZRET D . AFETERO L
BELTHERS I 7RERL, ZOEES T 7128 EH
DIEHERIA LT, T REEFEIR & B30 & B
(Forward-Backward Pruning) #175. H%7 7 7138
BOBRINGREELTOLEDRER CEREPRE
THILEDBARETHY, 1o, BRI F7 Fakmxi
RHLIERaT2EFARAITT LTI LICL -T2
FEREOEHLDREMETE S,
AFEEREZ SR FZY 212k B HM-Net & HizE
N-gram # v 72 LVCSR & A FAICELE L, ZEhd A
X 5000 DFEFHA LT EFIC L 0BT, 8
FREY, RFESHERVRZIZLATHMEES
& SAERFE O T0% 2 HIRFTEETH 0, 2o,
RD1EREFRAC L BEELTFEE & b~
BOREPKENT L 2R

2 LVCSR Y AT L
2.1 YATLOEN

BIEAV SN 2 B S F R OB, 5Esnio
DR EFRROMME L 5TV 5. Z ORIzS
2, ANEFOBEZLNIZE 212, THAKES|
W ThOIHERIRA XA L 5T
P(O[W)P(W)

P(W|0) = 700)

(1)
DESTHEZOND. T ORERRANICE 3 HESIW %2
KD ZEVBEFBROT—NTHD. ZZT, P(O|W)
HEEE 7L (Acoustic Model), P(W) IXE@/EEFA
(Language Model) IZ L2 TH X bMWD, P(O) HWIC
MR DO TEEATEX L. KPR THE L7 LVCSR &
ATEDIOLD REMIZESN TS, HELEL R
T LDRERER 112K

VAT AL, FEETLE LT HM-Net, S35E5F
/b & UCHiEE N-gram (bigram, trigram), ¥a—#& L
THEES 7 72 PRI L T5 2 2P —FR’EZA SR
TW5. FFY T 7/EH (Phoneme Graph Generation)
DHGIERY T 7 IES URHABEITO BEDH
BT 5E V2L Thd (GELIL3HTHND). *
PTR=2Z A DF a—FlZonTHIAT 5.

22 RN—=XAFA4v7a—-4

REEGOERE AR LR NI IR Z WD,
BOPOEMEREFRETVRERTE L, BRAELE
HEZ220, MEEREALTLEY. 220, 9
REBETNVEEM L THREMEZKRY, 0% ohM
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Input Speech -

Feature Extraction
Phoneme Bigram} e et
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Phoneme Graph

1 =
1 &=
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..... l Word Graph

2nd pass k

LWord Graph Rescori% Trigramjf

Recognition Result

1: LVCSR ¥ A 7 A,

time

A;&ﬁ&{}%?{%\ f{

» sil

.——s:l»CLmﬂ‘ﬁ—vo——k%ﬁO—T'f*d-sll-—x

X 2: BFES T 7.

REZFEFNVEEATIFEREHE S TVS. Z
X5 RBREOERE LT RA—F LS. HBELZ
KEFEEEERH AT LOT a—iE, FE1RAT
HM-Net & bigram Z AIVCHIES 7 72 £/ L, $H2
2R T trigram & AV CHEES T 75 b RRMHEESI 2R
bé%m’&ofmé

EY T 7 IXRBMBEI E BRI VIADEROP
ﬁﬁﬁ&bfi&éhb.%lﬂxmﬁwf%ﬁ@%
RN LR - W OERERY, FF 7L LTRET
5. OV I 7RIS OXFERAEENLSOT, £
PLN BEOXERD D N-best LV bZhEM LRI LT
25 [7]. BESF700%K 2 1TRT.

2.2.1 HESITER (B1/R)

R RAEH & — A —F & AREEREE % V72 One-pass
7A=Y XA (Lexical Tree Search[7)) &~\— A IZHFE
777 DEREIT.

AR IEEOHREN L REENRALEZSET
ORERERE FTHAEER Y PV -7 THD. K
HWEFEOH 2 3(a) IR T. BRITARORPLHEIZ

B TiThh, ET—o>0HERREL, ROBFEX
RIZES>THETS. EBOVAT AR, £/ —FiZ
triphone EF /L% D 4T, 2>0, HEEMOMY LEE
T230T, K 3(b)DX) REEILR>TVD. BEHE
BOEFIERERCANIER DIEETOMEERHET
5. LinL, MK (ko) BT 5 £ TiEE
DHBEFETERVED, ERALEOHEMN 1 HES
BLTLEY. Zhid, (RREOEMEROT, A
FEETENERICEETE 2O SHELEORKE
B TRIEE UTRIAT 5 factorization [8] £HFA 3 5.

Bi3ES 5 73 One-pass 7/ TV X AZIHETDHZ L
Ik o TAERENS. One-pass 7T Y X AEEHGE
ﬁﬁf%ﬁwﬁﬁmﬁ%@ﬁbf%%%ﬁbé@f,g

WIS L AEE LR 2z R TERY. L

L, =0k XBEBAGRET Th <8 2MLLAE DR
(BB LK, TOROETELE) #E&HLT
BT, BRETRICZNOOBERPOLHES F 724
BRTBIENTES. AL, HEOLESLHMITHE
BIOHEDOHELZT 50T, HEREEICRR 12K
WELTHEI RETHEN, £FOLICT B LEMOEK
BIERIZ2 5 D THEMOEFEO R EE DHEE
TR ERETD. #oT, RITHAEI LIZRRIAMEE
FE(0ar—) 2 AET5.

HiZE bigram & AV CHEES 7 7R EKT 2TV
R REUTIRT 7). @RAODI, ETROEEFE
#£75.

ay(t,s) = HATHFED v OFFEARDKE s I
BT BRI t £ TORFTERE A D
REAE
B,(t,s) = ZFATHFED v OFEEARDKE s 12
BT AEZ t £ TORFTRE NAD
BREARR) (v DR T HeZ)
B,(t,s) ¥, BBEETHRICKLHESIEZ N L—AN YT
?‘57‘_&)0)/\/ IWAVETHD. TNHZH>DOEEH
WCEIMEHEEO WL e R T &
a,(0,s=0) = 1.0
ay(t,s) = maax{q(zt,sla)au(t —1,0)}
(©)
B,(0,s=0) = 0
Bu(t,s) = Bu(t-1,00%(ts) (3

DEHERB. ZIT, s = 0  EFHEEADRORE,
q(z, slo) TR IEo B s ~BB LAY MV o2
FTBEEAE, o™ (t,s) 1L (2) ROFDERKITT
Dok,
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(a) a monophone tree

(b) a cross—word triphone tree

X 3: KIEEREE

B35 w ORARIE S, THUL B O BITHE o &
H(w;t) := max{p(w[v)ay (¢, Sw)} )

DESITRIRT B Z & THEE w OREEITERE U2
Fe—Yah3. 22T, plwv) ITHFE v OBICHTE
w B3 < bigram #EETH 5. FDH#,

ap(t,s=0) = H(w;i) (4)
B,(t,s=0) = t (6)
LT, t &2 1R LETREL w & T5REROTER

BEDD.
D~ —TIZBNT, FIIHZELLEBEORFR

HAZEHLR 7(t; v, w) := By(t,Sy) (7)
HEE DS EA Mwnjy:aﬂtaﬂ (8)

H(v;7)
PRETHIILT, HEBES I 70 vy URBREEND.
FILIEDEERIT 1 L DIT DN T LS. KikicE
Uz B BARG D, SR TR LB RS b L—
ANy JFTHIEIE > CTHES 7 7RERESND.

2.2.2 #HXMY (Pruning)

F1 AR E =LA —FRANLNDS. E—AY—
FIZBWTRIAZDD I < e ol R EEA Y 5720
2, UUTO3IFEEOEX Y B3 This.

a phoneme graph

a il a
y a n o = g a,’
sil i o n ¢
. : N 5 O.
° e N
\ u /N N
kR u e
boundary candidates time
sil y a a mu aa N N g g a
i io n oe o
e [} u e i

phoneme candidates

B 4: BRI T 7NOERER & RER

(1) HEEROEX Y
Qy (t1 5) < fAC Hq}a‘;x{av(tv S)} (9)

ThHdEEHEREBEA T2,
(2) BRI OB Y

ay(t,s =0) < fomr man{Olu (t,s=0)} (10)

THDLEERHMEBMY T 5.

(3) BB L BB
B WA X R > TOAIRRD 0. MazHyp B %
BRL, £hISMIEXND 3 5.

B Y OBIMEIE —MIZ 0 < fac < fim < 1D XD &
EFEa&n5.

2.2.3 YRAFTY Y (B2/XX)

VRaTY rIE, MBS T 7 EOXEROTHLE
12X b BEMAREFTTNVEHC CRBREEN %
RODUFETHD. BFES 770 ) —RITITHEERD
B (t o, w) B, = PITIEFEOFELE h(w; 1, 1)
BRI TWDOT, 757 EEBIEEEIC L > T
B MICRREED B R TE S, =y UTEEL
B, BFEHRRCtrigtam ERERBEL TV &, BPELE
BRRE 7 DHFEF 2R E LTHATS.

3 BRI IIZED REGSIREX

BRI TS MEHHIREARR TS, FRS T
TREEOER, FERCBITAIEEEMBLIVZED
EELEEZFEL TS (M4). ZhdoFReiEtic
FALTHE 1 ARAOREBEELHE T 25 Z L e RaTT5.
BRI I7EHES 77 LRKOTNTY XA LT
ERTHZENTED., ZOL%, FF bigram L FHE
KERERNS. FES 7 7OERICH NSRRI,
FEEEDOBBUIHE AN ZIIEERE < new, 1
RADHI E LCERS 77 5ERTH I Lz &E
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CRIBIZ 72 b,
EHES TS ENAERER, SHEEM, TELE
PR UREIREE LTUTOFEERTS.

3.1 BEZREBERHIR

J—FOBRET, KT 7 LOERMEHIS TER
MOBREITFSRWVHEBEZMZ 5. TR 7 73EED
TRIUER L 2 OBRMEREZ R L O B0, FES
F 7 X AERRFIRIE, 1AEMICES SFEI0] &
VLIBERCHEDOBEREELZ LA TES. AL,
WA ERERIERT 5 EBET ML >TRRDD
T, AFETERES S T7OERERDOARRZBNTRUE
EEBEFNVERAND I ENRRMRL RS,

3.2 Forward-Backward Pruning

BHS T THROERERUNOEFRORMEF S 2V
EVWHHIBLEZON DM, FRS T 7 IEMEE RIS
100% & ENHRTIHRVOT, O X5 RELERRHIIR
RREER Y OMER <. £ T, ABRTIEMEICE
FERERIRT 20 TIER <, BEAE TORROAE

BHRT I 7 bROIATEHRECIE SO TR 2 H
B3 3. EK89.2it Forward-Backward Pruning[9] %
W A$%. Forward-Backward Pruning & i3, #id b
W) F T Forward A =1 7 & $ERA & MRS E
T Backward 2 27 (DOHEEME) % 1 T2 7
L, BXID 2475 FETHD. YHRHIUEDOR 27 %
ZET5ZLICLY, RIABZODRVERE ROERRET
BT 52 LARARELARD. BREETRERS 7 7%
FIWT Backward A 2 7&K 9 5.

BES ST RRFERTRRAT O %AEICWU-T, B
%t 105 pIZE D Backward A 2T % 5(t,p), BFRY
S TRNDEE p DAL 1 brOxT Yy VITRIT 2 EEL
E% hipt,r) L35, Zok @b,

B(T,p) = 1.0
sp) = mex (bt maao) (1)
t, 7€ BRT T T OREMER

2k »T Backward AT E2RODLZENTES. L
L, ¥E7 5 7I0EEhWERICHH LTt Backward
AaTHRHETERNOT,

B(t,p) = nmin B(t, z) (12)

EEOHEMBET D, ZIZT, g FATF 4 THY
0<n<1DEHETS.

£ FHEMN triphone DA 1L, Backward A 37T
Bt op+q) BUTFO L ck® D (AL, o-ptqidst
TEENo, FLEHENp, HBEERN q D triphone &
£9).

if B L CHRE D o-ptq DTy VREFEET D

B(t,0-p+q) = B(t,0-p+q) (13)

clseif PLEER—KTET v UNEET S

mt&p%n:nlggﬂwxv+w (14)
else
B(t,0-p+aq) = n2 min B(t, z) (15)

fBL, 1, piZ0<n <m <1 OFHET5. Back-
ward A = 7 OFFRIITREM THEDLOT, £OLEE
B TE BT LDV

Bt 125 F p b g ~EBB T 5 Forward-Backward
ZaTx

Tt p,q) = o (t, Sp)B(t +1,9) (16)

LB AL, SiEEHR p © HMM ORMEIREEER
. RFHEICBT 5 Forward-Backward 2 =1 7 O&
B 5 IORT. BRS Z7ERIETHEENFETD
BAE (a), FELZVEEIZ (D) D& TRDLND.
Forward-Backward X = 7 3

(t,p,q) < frep pgfvy(t,xyy) (17)

ThdLE, EEphb g ~OEBIIHIRINS. 22
<, fFBP}iBEXU WEIETO < frpp < 1 DEHTHD.

AT, triphone EFNVERWTERY 7 7 24K
TR LILL D 2EFREDEFLDRBEFTE S,
Z3iE, Backward R 3 T A(t,0-p+q) BSEE o DHEIC
P, BEEVTHRIRICET BRI T THLHILY, TDOAR=
TR 2 ERITEFTDH. o THEkRD 1 FHERE
HFE[S] &V bIRBHIBOBENKE N L BHIFT
x5,

F10, AFEITRS)[14]15] 1 H B LD 2ER (B
fii) 77 7 EITER (FH) b v 20 EEEES
EFRERLED ETET77u—FEERR>TWD., E—
DY —FIL Lo THERS T 7EERLZHE, TOHIC
RS FEHIA 100% & £ 5 L3R bARV. REXRTHR
DICHBHCEENRF SN DHEEIT IV, 25 TR
O LE LTSRS S 7o EMERPNETD Z
LMD, 1 BERETBHETTL, TR 77006H
B RRET D L ETIRERREYOREICRZVES.
Tk [14] TIHAERRETERS 772 RDTVDER, &
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rhoneme g

;
1

H

1

|

—

@, (t,8p)

i

phoneme p E
:

: '

t time

B (t+1,q)

(a) Forward-Backward Score.

H
: .
H n *minf (t+l,x)
X
0< 75 <1
@
a (L, 8p) /0
phoneme p E
'

t time

phoneme g

(b) An estimate of Forward-Backward Score.

[ 5: Forward-Backward Pruning

# 1. FEOWEN

AR 16 kHz

&1t 16 bit

PAZSIN 32 ms

ZL—ALEH 8 ms

A NIUTE

EE A 1—2z71

BT PV 1~12KD LPC ANVT T AR T AMER
AT -, BEOEO—RE ZKRD
R RE (B 39 %)

ERUE REBOT T AR 7 LT EHML

FRRENEAT TR - R ERTBETVERN A
BEIBERENTH S, BREKE, FHS 77090
LRERFT 0TI L, TOEREFIM L THEES
DRFICBIT RFHAHRET 5. #toT, FHEIrI7
DPOBRELER G ORESERREIL 2D L
20,

4 KEBEEELGBFAHER
4.1 BEEH - OWEH

EFEENL LT, BATBZSOHMRERA LTS
Fa— XX (JNAS), Bl 1024 2% A L= Eia s &
BRAT AL, FH15732 XEMWD . BESFRE
AR UICRT

4.2 HM-Net D&

BRAVTAY M ERFET LTS, £EHIR®
TEDF FRREIMST HMM % 365128855 L= 102 REED
HM-Net 2811702 LT, REEZ S &Y iz
L DHEEREL [4] & FV T 2000 REEE THEIX1TS .
HEET ML REOFTREFIMNL HMM & 5. #
ERER, FREOHAMESME 16 BRI
RLTNT A—F 5 FEET 5,

4.3 N-gram QX%

BHETFNVELT, INASHREROEAFH L4 1 A
~944F 9 ] OFEH L WHEE S hiz N-gram(bigram, tri-
gram) THWS. E£72, FHRS T 7 EERTEHEIME
M3 %5 %% bigram (X, BEEETNLOFEFICHN-EFE
T F 15732 XOFEREN LHEET 5.

4.4 FHHAE

BRI F R 71X A X 5000, RAFEL LOFEE
FHH LT EFROF 4 75— arTha. MBI
RN L L, EFRLAE UV ELEHFARTOX TR
END. #-7C, MUETFREKRTE TH->THRANR
ROIGEIIMOEEL LTHIbIS.

FHl T — % & LTINAS OB F — & L3R 384
10 4 (M006, M014, M017, M021, M026, M089, M102
M109, M115, M122) #34 10 3CH& L7151 100 X%
W5, FEMmIE 100 XORBME R HERY R

S+I+D
tVﬁUﬁ%]:-—i?ft—-xlm) (18)

TITH. 2T, SI,D ik, A, BEREY oK,
N FIEMREZEIIOHEERZET. BYEERDBEO
HEEO—EICT o 44, T RAELYO—F L5
HIEFO—HKD2EVEERD. HADBEMIEEL
2V T, BEFERE E UV OBAIIEREL T
TETHTOBENGEY LD, FRETOFEMoH
AEFAFRBRELEME 2D, AL, BESEDOXE DR
BERoTWIHEAIREY 45, Fl2iE, “20 B8” ioxt
LT 0 /8 ®DXHiz, “20” & “H” BEEN TR
NIEBAE, BEMEY 1, AV I LTIV E
na.

R FEMITIAAY — 2 25— 3 > HP-C200 Th
D, MPRRFENE 1 XM 0 CPU & A ATHET 5.
FHEiSC 100 XD FHRFEREIL 4.1 B TH 5.
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45 KREHERLER

(1) EBRER

B — Al (- log (B — ABRA)) % 120~150 ILE %
iﬁbt%iﬁ??@ﬁ%k,%@%%ﬁ77%ﬁﬁ
HIRCHER LB EROBR2R 27T, ZO Lk
B, BERMER, £ v hE, PGD, GER, AERRHI
FhEN, EREHRO2T L—2BuzHT 5 EIA,
RERICEOREABEEINIEE, BRI T VEE, §
FTSTRBOE, 1 XUV DOERS T 7ABRICETD
MERFEERLTVWS, 22T, HOBER LR CEE
EFI)VTIEMEL D Viterbi 77 A A2 b &AT o T HHD
BTHREREERTS.

—F, ROTRIIZNLOERS 7 7 & ARHH R #
M U736 O BEER v 3 (B RA T, i) & 1
Y72 0 DI [sec] 2R LTV 5. FEIINIEEE 1 %
ADHEERYRTHD. HEERVER, VATL0D1F
A—F (BREXEDOED, ATV T 4, B —LIE fac,
fim, MaxHyp, Forward-Backward Pruning ®=J/v
T g me) BRELICELSEIEBEOREHE CTCHS. A
L, Forward-Backward Pruning ®RB{EIX frep = fac
ELTWA, MEEFENCIIE RS T 7 AR OLHERFE
HEhTn5
(2) BRERGIROIHE

THT T 7L HEHERBEZEH L2WES (base-
line) {3, HEFRAFHET5.7%, HHFETIT%E wb
BEVEYVENELNTWDHOM, 13057 ORHEIT
138HEELTVA. Zhicx LERERHRAEHT

THES T 7EROE— LN 140 R 150 OHF A
THRYVBRIFZEACHEMNIESLZ L2 <ENEH 53%,
LO%DNHEBENREHENS. Zhik, BRI IF 728D
BREEEENEV LERLTEY, £2 EBICAS
N5 X5 CBERMERME 22.9%, 273%ICHIB L>DED
R % 98.0%, 985%DEATELI LBRGND
(3) Forward-Backward Pruning O%%

EHEBER IR Forward-Backward Pruning(FBP) &
Mz BE, BT T TEEOE— LB 140 X 150 O
A TAE BT baseline 2% LZRFR 1%, 69%%
flah s, Lad, BYEOHMIE RO,
INLOFMRLY, RRUETES T 7033 ARG
FREEMTLY ZHIMEE S Z & 72 <MBED T0%% B
TELADGRTHEThDEZ BRI
(4) 1BERAFHLOLE

BEEOFDEERT =0T, #ERD 1 EREFHES
L AEHALT: []] & bl T 5. SCHR[8] & AIERIC, Fast
Match ®F VEIER L, YE T L —2DBAL 7 L—A
HETOFFIHTHRAEEZIT, ZhEHETLV—A
FTORLE & HRETRFEOBN 0 HRBICFIATS. 1%

phqneme

phoneme§

B 6: 1 FRETS.

------- 1-phoneme look-ahead

80
-—— Proposed method

70
60
50

40

CPU time [sec/sentence]

30

20

55 6.0 6.5 7.0
Word Error Rate [%]

B 7 BREE 1 ERERAOLE

FEFLOWAEK 6 (2777, Fast Match 51L& L
T INAS O 15732 3CH bAERL L 7= BREML, BE
¥40 UMM 2RI T 5. At 135 R OELREEEREHIA>
58 T7L—ArTH,

1 EHFERAICEBONTEN Y REZE LS EE
DRFHERLE2OTXES T 712 L DGR (FERH
FB+ FBP) OFRZK 7iIcE LD, RIFHFERY F
(BSR4 7T4H) & BRI OB EZ R LT3, K7 &
Y, 1 BFEELEFEAT L BEN VX baseline & H~_THA
VR 56DHAT 42%, #Y F58%DFE T 59%D
B BHIB O RN D B.

BEEL 1 TRERATHEELERD L, BUEL DD
BAT1:2, BYE58~59%TH T : 11 OLBEKE
LioTWA., ZOER, 1EHLEHZAOHAL, TR
IBFZE_L OMM % BV T3 72D k@i g+t ’& U

AN L, EROBEREREINLTVWDED
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬁbnfwéza%tiéﬁwk%
x bbb, BRER, $57 7 7OERICET AN
Ay R ERRREVLOD, BEREHIRE 2 FFROKTEH
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2 BHERS T T X HARBHIBR A v 7 R R

HERIZ T 7HEROE— AR (LER)
) 150 140 130 120
BEREH (%) 27.3 22.9 19.0 15.9
BRI vy hE (%) 98.5 98.0 97.3 96.2
DERE PGD 14.8 9.8 6.4 4.3
GER(%) 1.7 2.0 2.4 3.3
SLFRIREE] [sec) 23 19 17 14
baseline 5.7 (6.5)
HEERRY £ (%) BERHIR 5.4 (7.0) [ 5.8 (74) ] 6.0(7.9) [ 7.1 (85)
(B AR 4% FH ) ERGIBR+FBP || 5.4 (7.1) | 5.6 (7.5) | 5.9 (7.9) | 7.0 (8.5)
baseline 3.7 (4.1)

HAFRRR D F [%)] BAHIR 3.5(4.7) [ 3.9 (5.0) ] 42 (5.5) [ 5.2 (6.1)
(REHRFI) FERHB+FBP || 3.5 (4.8) | 3.7 (5.1) | 4.1 (5.5) | 5.2 (6.1)
134790 baseline 138

SRERRF R [sec] B RHIR 71 65 57 49

(FFRV 7 74EREEL) | ERHB+FBP 43 40 35 29
BMREE L SXOBYVE (%] 2 £ T

WCEHI L7z, HFE7 T 70 L RGHEIIRIL, EREIR
720 T 50%RE D LB FHIB A FREETH D, Forward-
Backward Pruning &35 Z LI Lo TRV 288m
SHDZ LR <EED 0% b ONEEEHIFATEETH B
ZEMRENT. AR BWTHEE L7 LVCSR v A
7T ADOBREFROMREIE, BV FE 54X TERMO 11 17,
Y E5 9% TERD 91, B E I TERHD 7%
DIEEFE BT, S5%I%, BEHE, LERMEE
WHELTVCE LB, LVKERDFAZIIHTS
BT T TFETH B,
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