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Learning a Language Model from
Continuous Speech using Bayesian Inference

GrAHAM NEUBIG,T! MasaTO MIMURA !
SHINSUKE MORI 1 and TATsSUvyA KAwWAHARA f!

This paper proposes a technique for learning a language model directly from
continuous speech, without the use of text. Inference is performed over phoneme
lattices generated using only acoustic model scores, and word boundaries and
a language model are learned simultaneously. A Bayesian non-parametric Hi-
erarchical Pitman-Yor language model is used, and parameters are estimated
with WFST-based Gibbs sampling. An experiment was performed using meet-
ing speech, and language models built using the proposed techniques were able
to significantly lower ASR phoneme error rates. In addition, lattice processing
and word boundary discovery were shown to contribute significantly to this
improvement.
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P(X,G) = P(X|G)P(G) (1)
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AFE Tl Mochihashi 52 OFEEH Pitman-Yor ST 7)) (HPYLM) 12X 2%z L
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ra = [

we{w:ct(w)=x}

UL, LREROBBEESEARE TSI ERBRETHY, SHREEERT S ADIZW< OO
VAREZEL. £7, Viterbi iifUIEEDE, x OMBIRERIZ ct(w) = x DA% h~ g H
Elw ORT, BELEOE N w OMERLASFTHD LINETD. £/, FTAHF VT
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pling £ WS FHZANWTX I IZY Y ) VT E{ToT05.
2.3 forward filtering-backward sampling
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XoLoG DIEIZ3 DD WFST 241 L THONZ WFSA O3RIE, SEETIVGD
EHA DWW o EE % R, 20 WFSA 125 U T forward filtering-backward sampling
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3. EREENODEZETIEE

3.1 BEMHFR

TR AMIKNTIHENR UBEESEOWENIEZ S RINTHDIZEI»DOT, TF%
FAW - BEE D B0 GE R E R O ZEIL IR D 0. FDDRWIE UT, 1-best &5 E70i0
RN O BEBRPEEE TN 2 FETIHERDY, IVFE—ZNTF—ZOMENEH
BCHEEBIR OBEIRYE 2 1 3 5 /151D, SEREFLUEICL S vy F U S THEDOHB
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AFORREFIEL, 2 DDMTHRITMFRE RELELRD. £, £ < DETWEM 1-best
DFRFHFGEREFHLUTOBDIINUT, REFETEERT T4 AZHOTHEFEZTD.
&Y, FENUIEOBIRIEIC & 23R#ERY 2T 2 e TE, L) ERSETIVE
B TE D, F£/2, AFETIIEEREROAR ST, n-gram TTIVTREINDHFE
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Fx W 24 FITREL 2 WFST IZ& S EALIZE Y, HPYLM 2 W/ BEEnEl & A%
IHEGEE A ICEAT N TEDS. HERICIK, TFANDHERET-EOXTI%2RT
X %, WFST IZHE O HFHERBHBCTEHEET T N EXT HMM & &SI NE, 24 HiTik~
ERGEES R HOCTHEGES IO UCHENEI L SHETETNVERE2TO LN alReL 4 5.

UL, HMM 2 20 FHHT 2 L, FEETIUNHTR2TOEHRSH forward filtering-
backward sampling TR T 2 KR & R, 2RRIIEHEL RS, Z T, 25#%
DR %) 5 72012, FEOFIIFOHFEE TIVHERDBENMGEREZ A U, X4 TrR
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ET, FIATAVOEEBETINTEENLEET T4 ARMER L. EES T 1 A E
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BFIZHOWOND HFHIZMHEL, [V oy ] P €y —] BEHAREIZIZFEACHELRWEH
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FET—ZOKEI % 119~1904 F5h (7.9~116.7 ) OMTE#H I, EHFT—KIZ
GENBVB00 FEE (27.249) 2T A MY MUk, EFHINAEZEBEETNEZHAVC, 7
AhEY bDOEHRETTAADY AT Y VTR, VAIT Y U I7HOEFERY % (PER)
EAHIiEAEL 55, HOREEBUCE DO HFENHKEE L B2Y, PER IXERINAZSIE
ETIVOFBMNEFMFAETH 5.

SEETIVOEE %O, FHi 0-gram EF N TRk & 175728550 PER 1% 34.20% T
HY, BEIT A ADORBEENAZRAZGED PER OF 7 Z7)VED #E) 1£8.10%Th -
o, ZORERNDS, BRBEETTINVEEEBTIZELTHEZ DM DEDS Z b hrd

B =S UTE 70 BOY Y Y v T 255, HP0 20 [H% burn-in & U T
BT, XDB0E»S GOV YT T Ei7o7. LORSEDHHIZWNHE IS 72HI12
B 10 IR LT o7 =—) v 7%kE2EH UK. £/, SEETFIVONEGEKE
A5 IZBELES. R 3) TR P|G) % ct(w) = x £ R D HE EVEEESIHER T
T35, 50 DB BEMDOREDEZSEET ML BMEREZMASDODETI DM EHERT S
HEZHPATIERW., T0742D, ZOMAELEDELE LT, fINZTXTOETIVEH
WTRHHEROEVRERD, ZNTHhOM%E ROVER THlAGDE -9,

4.2 n-gram IZ & 3 XARIERO MR

9, n-gram OA—X—2ZHIET, FEEICRBEZ FHT 28082 H#H R 7-.
SM OF—K—% 3 LFHEL, LM DA —Z—2 LT l-gram, 2-gram, 3-gram % T4 T
NRHALZ., TNENDOETIVOEHEB)EE2E 5 IR

*1 HFICEBI NI FEE T IVMAET 5720, RETERESERIEME L THD LIZE ARV, LWLl - S5
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Minutes of Training Data
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1-gram 2-gram 3-gram

ALY A X 4480 1351 708
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9, SEMEHRZAH UL 0-gram XV EHEELT, 7.9 HDOHHEDANHEE X
NEETINTE %% BA % PER OWHENR SN, 116.8 73 Tl 8.92% DA EA R 5
Nz, Fr, TV A ANKELBRDBIZY 2-gram & 3-gram DFEED 1-gram % LAY,
HGEEENOTEHNIRERHAT I ETIUNEGARETH D Z LD /.

Goldwater 5% PP 72 & 512, 1-gram EFIVIGHBE VR 2 3B L, BETIEA
SANZAIY T 2 A 25T 5. SEETIVOEEMRD S BOGEEY A X, n-gram
%#H£ 1ITRT. l-gram EFIVOFERIX 2-gram & 3-gram BTNV DFEE L D KE L, HE
HRIZAHY T D n-gram B LV /NI W, DFY, LM THEBEHENSFIHTEZ2VWRDY
12, SM THEEREHLRL, ETFTNVORENEZHPLTND.
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AROREFETHDERT T A%, BARD 3 ODOSFHEETIVEBEIEL KL 7.
9, MEFELEEHET T+ ATIIARL, FHFHO Lbest $5RTFH U, Zhicky,
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6 REFIEDT T+ AN, 1-best WHEHNAZET N, HHILDOFHETIN, EHETITAADAT I INIRA

EHWAZET N, BELHIEILZHVAZE T IVOMEEELER

BB, TEFANERBELTIBEBEOSEETINVEZ OB 21T 72012, AMIZE
SIEMERBESHIVAHVTSHET T NVABEL, Wik iTo/k. BENHLREHTE
HEIMIIMN G LU, REGEOREIIAFTHEG U, ZO0EINAZEFEOZRINIH LT
3-gram O LM & SM %%##EU, #flf] Kneser-Ney Ik CHig{b 2172 7=.

438Y) DFEHEDO PER &Y hOE =2 6 (ZRT. PER IZDWTIE, RBREFIEDT
T AR THERE L 72 ETIVIE, 1-best DFRIIER THELZET V2 RS LAY, B
DEZRBIGHEMAT D ZENETIVOMRER EIZOBNE L2 HRTEIIENTE
Jz. &7z, 1-best FERDOHT, HHi3-gram TFIV &KV, HEEREZEELZET VDL
BV PER &85 Z b, HEMIAISEE T INOMREG LIZORND Z L EERTE -,

IV B —0OFMTIE, REFEMN l-best ZHWOEZETINEZ DTN EE--. TV
REE—0#EMNPER DXL V/NIVHEYE UT, KRWBEKEZORINEZLNDS. Hilx
W, EMOESRILT IHVHIT AR EEDPNTOREFRD (T4 ZFEEDE
&Y Th] ER2ZEDL0. IV FEINAGERIZ [AVHT NI A L
SHHMPASD TS, EfET—Z LHRT 1 DODFEDANELDS O, PERIZKIBEY
BEEZDZLIIBOD, MELRBEOYY FPLELTY o Y—iHli% B X5 FHKE
LR35, UL, FEINZRFBEELSHEZORITZRL THDDTHNIEAKZRMET
2L, BULAEELWILTHDILEE R 5.

AFILEREBESRIVICIZEET T AFET DEBHRERED BEENTORWZD
BEIRIUTCEHUATTIVREETEOET VLY EVREEZERBUZ. LU, BET
HEDETIIE 1-best DRBIERTHELELZETIVERRY, TANMIZ L L EIZAT
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WD EIHIUTHELZET VL IZIFAEOHRERIR SN/,
AFILL2ESRIVDETINVOREICEZETERP > ZHAD 1 DL LT, FEITA
AD I ENA T 7 VR E (8.10%) WEAZLNS. ZOREERIET 50K EH
T4 ADHNSEHEE PER OERWISAEZEY, N2 SEETNVOFFICHALE. X6
DY, AT 7NVERCEZETIVO PER BREETFREE SR L2 AVZET VOHH
BY, MDD BAZINVHRYERIERTLEDOTHLEERAOND.

5. 8 Y IC

AT, TFEANZAVTIGERSEFEOANSLSEET N2 EETLRELREL, &
BRCIREFRICLDIEHETTINVEENTRETH D Z e 2R U7z, B, HWERA L S3ETT
WVOREREER, 77 ¢ ANBIZ X2 EBUGROZ RN SFET T IVORER L2825 2
oz,

REFIERIIEZ BT CTH 2 BMEREE a2 D EX 5D, TFANI—
NAMEL, FEETMFELVLRVSERHS IS U TAFEZEHTLILT, H50
ANOEEE SEETNEZETLIENTEL. £/, BEFHEZLETH ) OPHAT
FMATDIZET, TFAPIA—NANLEHUZSETTINVEHLUODE - 355 - HSI0H
JEdB I EMAREIC S,

SBOFAMNREE UTC, &V AEERT =2 ADWHARDHZ. BIETIE, GTEITA AR
WYY ) VG TIVE A LOBAEDO A — X — DR 2L, BMOFEJETIEY
SIZKB R TF— XA ~OBEABREETHD. LU, SEETIRY Y TV V7O 5bE#iHs
HATEY, HEOYYVERATE L TILIIRIRT— AN BATREL 2517,
£/, BESTAADT T ZNBE)RIITTIVOREEIZRISHEELTVWDI IS, X #
HEITAATIRHEL, HFETT)NVO HMM CTEEHETI I LIZE>TI LR EEN
EDHETEE. E—aH U T I R o2 AL, REERERENYD LENS
YT TRTHZETHMM EDOMBIITREL RD EEZOHND.

BE ARONBIIODVWTIERAEWZHBEAMKICEH#HORE2RTS.
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