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Abstract In this paper, we investigate some confidence measures calculated from word graphs for improved
speech recognition. In confidence estimation, mainly two methods are compared; one is based on number of
hypothesis in word graphs and the other is based on word posterior probabilities. We implemented them in

an iterative decoding method based on the confidence estimation and the word graph re-construction, and
evaluated them in LVCSR task.
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AR, EFEF 45— al, bbb KERES
FRRMmMOWFMERICITON, BARY AT L THINE
WDTWS. LiL, EREMRZFERIIBWTIE, THR
FERILTUBEETERBOTIREARNIES, X
FLAWEENDZ &%, 2—F Nl =B ST
FRVWEWSEEENRS D, ZOLILBANS, T8
BTNV SEETINOBREALIEIC, FHRHSER
(EBHHER) OfEHEE (Confidence Measure) IZH D < 77
O—FRERICHESN TN S,

REOEHFREL TE, FEWREEEED LIRS
BRIEETSEVNSbONB B [1]-[3]. £, Th&idl
OBFEEL T, TFRE AT LCBWT, FH5 R
ROBEEZMANDZET, KVHEBIMFEEEST S
WE A BRERDD. 5T, FHEAREROEEES.
WETDHZEWCEDT, KOEEERL T FEEH
IREEBL TS,

K413, BEEEOMEEEMNELT, Z0L5RE
FRESBROGEER, BEORERIGT A RRICH
HADHEZDOWTREL T3 [6]. RE@ETIZ, BiE
LARVOEEEREEL C, Ba20REBARKRIIDODW TR
FHL., TNSELRIRANVIREL =, EBEHELTU—RY
Z7OBEBREIEDKRVIERLTI—F 1 o7 EIBN
THEHEH 21T D.

2 PBRCARATAOBRLEHEEOH
i

ZIZTH, AFETHWER—RT A OF#E AT
L&, BETT @2 OBEL X)) OEHEE (Confidence
Measure:CM) OFHEIC DWW TIERS.

2.1 B XTFADOER

N—=ATA > ORH AT LELTIE, V—RTZ
7% PR ET 5 2-pass RO Y AT LEFNTHY
5 (E1)[7)[8][9]. £, 1st-pass THLZE bigram & Wiz
lexical tree search #1772\, WM REEHEIZT—RY
FTEERTSH. Z0EE, BOADT OENEGEICD
H back-off #:#t &7 5 B LB back-off Bkt & 15 T
LTk, REBEEET &7 < MR A KB
WL TW5 [8][9]. 2nd-pass THE, 7—RFZ7 T 7IT&H
INTz Ist-pass DEERE & trigram ZHWTU A37
U7 ETIRD.
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2.2 U—RISTHLOCMOHE

ABIFETIE, 1st-pass DRBEAEFREL THAIINHT—
RIS 7%bEIZCMERETS. 7—RFJ 5 T%N-
best U A MM S EHEINS CMIL, BIEHTIZIH B0,
B - EEOWANERENTNHEEZHIENTES
[10][11][12]. LZM->T, @HOYTT—-RFa1—4 —
ZOHMAIC LD EELEICHAT, X0BEMRE:RCM
MEHAEETH S [11]. EHFETIE, 7RI I7705
DCMELTUTD& DI 2 BERNL =

2.2.1 I vlEHERICLBCM

M2ATT—RTF70ORERT. 570y 80
ESBEERBEELTBY, /—REBNIBEDS S
ERLTVWS. U—RI7 571, FTER&ET -5 -0
1T 5 N-best DEREZ I NNV MZEEDEHDT
Y, 77 TDIy Iy (B HE) DBEEENE WER
EE, FERMIC N-best UERICE <EEN, ANFEC
MU TEREENEWEWRS. £2T, ZZTEII7
POREOEREZD LICCM EZRD 5 [6].

T, V5 THORIZOEEY AR E (w1, ws, ..., wy)
ETBH, ZITH, HEHEw, DCMERDZ Z &I
T35, 7572B0WC, w, THITBERMEBENS O
BEROE finlwn), BEEEANOEREEE fou(w,) ET5
& (K3BW), HDHHBw, DEEECM (w,) ZELTO
EICHEHHTB.
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2.2.2 BESEHBREERICLSCM

J—R7STNEBEBEORBMREIEL, CM%&
kD B. '

¥, U—R T I TOFNENOLIY XL, forward-
backward PV T U XL XD, BHREREUTOLD
IZEPES 5 [13][12].

a(8(Wn)) Pae(Wn) Pim (Wn) B(e(W))
P(X)
(2

T, s(W,) BTy ()W, D%/ —F, e(W,)
W3 ) —RETNTNET (H42R). o(s(W,)) XL
P W, O forward EEERL, 7T 7D/ —RH
5 s(W,) ETOLTONADOEE - STELEORRITR
»oEND. HERIZ, B(s(W,))idbackward lEREZRL ,
e(W, )67 570K/ —RETOETONIADE
% FHRLEOBHCTRDLEND. i, PX)RT—
RT7STHOETOXRBOLEORITEALNS.
P (W) IZHEW, OZTELETHD, Pn(W,)EW,
2B 5 EEAE (bigram, trigram) ThB. K (2) 1K
D, TNTNOIy P OERERNRDSND L, HEE
TERELEDEDILICkoT, BRI OMAELT
DEIWRKDENS.

P(wn|X) =

CMposterior(wn) = Z P(’LU|X) (3)
w=W,

Wn
X
(Wn) e(Wn) |

B 4: Ty DERHEROFE

3 D—RIS7UYRATZUIICE
(T B LEE

RIEI TR/ BEL LD CMEFT 3 —5 1 »FICH
ARADZEBELD. R, Y-RFFT7VAATY >
2 (2nd-pass) KBNWT D, CMOHLEEREZTS.

3.1 CM#ZH@HANIET—RIZT7URAT
274

R=AFA > DFEH AF LB TE, V—RT 57
Y237 Y7, 1st-pass TROZBFEZELELS tri-
gram % AT, HEEBIZ Dynamic Programming 12 &
DIRFEED D, APFETIE, HETEALE L trigram
MEROMIZ, BELLOCMDRADTEHEIIMA S
Tibb, BREOHBHEW QAT E Score(W) &
T5&, Score(W)iFROLIITREINS.

Score(W) = acous(W) + Im(W) + wemlogCM (W)  (4)

ZZT, acous(W)ITEEW OFERBLE, Im(W)
THEWICET A EEMELE, CM(W)IZBEWIC
D OM, wen  ECMIZHTZEALTHS. EBROB
BITPBWTIE, trigram MU CTHSEEES, HEHA
RFNTFABEZENS. RA)IF, HEBOFEWIIHE
MHLE (FELE) S BBEE S OBRBER (FETT
INVITINA, ZTOHEBRANRE WL TEOBREDE
EX (CM) 2o TWANEBEEL AT THBLEEA
HZENWTES.

3.2 YRATZ Y TICHITHLLERER

EEETIN

FEETNEL TR, MBOERREZERL /- tri-
phone HMM % Hwwz, FEEFIHNOEEITIE, £7A-
TR BEEFT —FXN—Za~jty hpb 6 HH0OT —
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ICHAFEP M SR LT 3—/XZ (JNAS) DD
t, BHEEE 13740 D 2782 R E AN CHEEEEE
fFlaolz. FELAMEZEEHMM O RO —2& 1
RY

£ 1. 8O & HMM

BT T Ak 16kHz
F | BENTA—Y MFCC (39 %7T)
|- BAVEN - 20ms
Ll AR ): ] 10ms
By NITE

N2 5IREE3 N —T
H| %17 Triphone HMM
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3.2.2 EBEFIN

EHRETFTNCE, IPAETIIVISEERD DS, 3B
20K, cut-offid bigram, trigram ZH-EHUIHL T 4-
ADETNERNTWS. BHBEETINO¥EET 513, &
H¥F MR T5 A2 Th S [14].

3.2.3 FMBERAT—4

AT — 212, TPA-98-TestSet DS 5, BM234
MAEREL 2T —% 100 & RN TWS. RAEERIZ0.44%
Thb. Eiz, 1XHZ0 OFHFRERRNT 5.85ec TH
5[14].

3.2.4 ERERRUER

T—=RT7 579 Ra7 ) T I K BEREREL 2T
R, ZTT, "trigram” W EEHEOT R IS T7URADT
VT %, 7 CMeonneet” &Y 5T Ly T OHEHEIC LS
CM, ”C Mposi-2gram” I bigram & \—AIZ L 7= HE%H
RIZE D CM, ”"CMposi-3gram” 13 trigram % X — X
U7 BEBHERIZELD CMEZNTNEL TWha.

EBIEREID, CMEMABRAALZI X AT Y T,
EOCMIZBWTHEHED trigram J A7 YU 2T KD
REEEN LEoTWBZENDOND. ZEL, 20
HRERBLIEERNICEN R D TH . TIT7L Y
DEBEITHE D < CM(C M onneet) E BERERIZHED<
CM(CMpost) TH, HBBEEOEIIZTILAE RN T,
ZRUE, MEOEWDY, FELE - SELEZERNIC
EEL TWEHD, MEMCEEREL TWaNENSTET
B, EB550CMbERKICRERRZZ P72

£ URAT) T ERER

WAC(%)
3-gram 93.3
CMconnect 93.7

C Mpost-2gram 94.0
C Mpost-3gram 94.0

DEEZBND. £z, bigram N\—ADHEBHERIZLS
CM &, trigram N— ADHBHRIZLSCMTIE, U
A7) Tz BnTE, BEEEOT TR, mECE
BHRsnhoz.

4 BYRLFI-TA4TICELBHE

Z Tk, DRRADRELZBRORLT O—F 4>
7Bl BNT, CMOLBREREITS. £, #DEL
FaA—F 4 VT EEEHT B0, CMEHBAATE 1st-
pass DEBIEIZ DWW TN, RIZEORLT I—FT 1>
TDFHMTONTRNS,

4.1 CM%Z#HIFAATE Ist-pass

ZHET, beam search OYAIZE B CM EH#AA
AWETA=F 4 2T EPRRINTHD, FHFRGE, K
HFEUYP LU a  EOY AT TBNTEOEIENHR
HEINTVWS[1]. ZITR, SHEEFEEOM 2R
LT, BELXIVOCM%E, lst-passiZBIT 2 beam
search \CHIAAD Z &£ X 5. HAMIZIE, 7—RKY
F7RBNT, CMHMPHEE SN HEIZEL Tz oz
BEPFOXITIZMAZ, CMAPHEE SN TRWEEE (CM
EEBELZRIZTU R T 5 7NICEEL Iah o 7 BEE)
WBL T, 2 - EORFINTAEHEZDbDET 5.

272U, lexical tree search IZBWNWTIL, FHET O
J—REGRHEETHET SO, BiEKn/ —F (&
HADY—7) e BL ETHEEEHETERL, 20
/2%, bigramME, HDHWIHEL NDOCME, &
EARNO ) —RICEL T—RBICEETHIENTERL
EVSERENEL 5. BEPOTRTO/ —FITHL
T, bigramMEL CMMNEZS5NENEEIE, beam &
12k % pruning WEIRRNTEH < T EMNTET, BlFEz
EIHRRICARS. 2T, bigramlZBEL T, FFEARD
#H/—RIBNWT, O/ —REHETEHINTOHE
DS BTRADbigram EE FRMBELL THAS, W
HW 5 bigram factorization Vb5 (K45). AAHFKIT
BWTH, DL D75 bigram factorization 11V, CM
IZBIL TIE, bigram factorization 17 DBRIZHEEL 7=
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BAZED CM(BLA D bigram MR EFFD BB T S CM)
%, BEANO/—RIZHEZ5LDICT 5.

Word end o

" Penw y
max { Panma } 4,
Penw Psama

Ponw ‘Word end

® 5: bigram factorization

42 BYRLFIA—T 42T AT LDEK

HIE TR 7z CM 2 AIAATE 1st-passiT K DT —R
757 OHBES, 31HTR~NE CM 2 #llARAAKE T —
RZS7VZA7VTERNT, BORLTI—F 4>
TEFD. 207 0—Fr—MER6IIRT. £7 bigram
% Fi\ /= lexical tree search(1st-pass) ZEfTL, U—F
TS5 7RERT S, BRENET—-RT S 7LD, BEE
LAILD CMZHEEL, 20U AN &R S, KT, #
FEINECM U AL ZESHEIZ, H 1st-pass 2ETT 5.
ZOEE, RIFITIRARE CM & A A AT lexical tree
searchiC kD, T—RJ 7 2ERBETS. BHEEIN
72T—RT57%HEITCMERD, lst-passiZ”T 14—
RN T4, ZOXIEVRLIZED, ReELT—
R 5 I0NEHIN, RACEBEEN LR THZ LM

4.3 BYRLTI—T 1 V7 ZOFMERR

32 FARRDEMFICT, BUEBLTI—FT 14 2T HED
SRR AT o7, 1st-pass iZ3BVT B best B O RFAS
REMTZ, 2nd-pass® Y X7 Y T EREKSITR
F. T I T, Ist-passiZBiT B beam 1E1E 1000, # 0K
LEgidmRT7EL .

EEFEERKL D, Ist-pass DFER, 2nd-pass DFERED

, BOBLTFO—F 4 7 BTHZEICEST, &K

%’31%0) VEREEM ENR SN, KTLD, lst-passD
lexical tree search DFAIC CM ZMAAD Z &3 H
MTHBIENbMhs. REBFEEL, BOERL Z2ERD
ZTERERL, 2 —FOEEETL 3 LHAKEE
Bol.

K, TR S TOLy PEREKICE T OM
EEBHEERIIED S CM T, BEERIIEDICMO
FHNE O BRECESETE W, BOERLFO—F «

Ist-pass(EF)

T— KIS 7%

2nd-pass(CMZ )

1st-pass(CMEZ )

T—RISTME

2nd-pass(CMZ )

1st-pass(CMZ )

T—RISTMR

2nd-pass(CME &) THER

X6 ORLTI—FT 47070 —Fv—h

DT PNWTIE, BERERICETSCMOXSIZ, FE-
EELEREEEEL -, L0 EREENEC BN
TWBIZ ENDNS,

5 BbHYUIC

AR TIE, FERBROKER LEEMEL T, BRk
HREOEEERE (CM) 2HARAAET I1—F 4 27k
WDOWT B ZT- .

9, U—RF572bEICHEELNIVOCMEHE
L, U—RZ57URa7 Y% (2nd-pass) KB B
BERETOL. TOR, BEEREEILTL, V57
Ty DERKEDEICLZCM, BEXREEREDLICL
ZCMZ AW, HEREROFERE, @O trigram U A
A7V TRHERT, CMEZET 5T &ETENNS
BEmEowENE . LML, CMOREKTIE,
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e—————=a CM-connect
841 AGAEEEEE + CM-post-2gram
o= — — —=CM-post-3gram
& — = - -abigram
83 . . ) . L )
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
times
X 7: BOIKELT O—F 1 27 #58 (1st-pass)
95r
’A—:,.-:.T..__ff.i;i.f,f,,_,,_,?f,ff,i i
94y
% 93 T
=
92r CM-connect
AERRREEEE -+ CM-post-2gram
o= — — -oCM-post-3gram
- —— - —trigram
91 L L . . L )
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
times

B 8: #0DIRL T a—F 1 > #&E (2nd-pass)

JAaA7 N 27BN Tid, mEOERIFEALE RSN
sinoTz.

KiZ, FED CM % 1st-pass i b#lAAA, T—R 5
TUEHEBRERTLIET, BORLTFO—F 4 2V iE%
FKBRL, TOMREHNZ. BROFHE, Ist-pass, 2nd-
pass EHIT, BVIRL 2 ER DT SICRHMEEIL EHL,
HL5EORKTRIT 2ENNREsNZ. £, 8D
BUTI—F 4 2700 BWTE, SgHERE2bEICLE
CMMN LD ECEHE, B trigram B2 R— 2L =%
BHEBOHEIZ, RbBBBENT EL 2.

GRIELDBEERCMERFATZIEICE-T, #D
BLTO—F 4 >R K D ERZHEER EOHF T
5. AEETI, FHEERA T v F—ard
AW TIEZETT> TERN, 583, BLEE, HH
FFECHL T, BELABORLFI—F 4 >V EEH
HALTWS PETHS.
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