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Dealing with Out-of-vocabulary Words and Filled Pauses
in Word N-gram Based Speech Recognition System

ATsUHIKO KAIt YOSHIFUMI HIROSE* and SEIICHI NAKAGAWAt

For practical use of spoken dialog systems and dictation systems, it is important to cope
with out-of-vocabulary words and filled pauses including the phenomena such as interjection,
restart and hesitation. To address these problems, this study tries to use an unknown-word
processing (UWP) method for a word N-gram language model based continuous speech recog-
nition system. We investigate an UWP method which employs a subword sequence decoder
with subword acoustic models to produce unknown-word hypotheses. This method has been
shown to be effective on a small vocabulary task tested with a context-free grammar-based
recognition system. This paper proposes an efficient method for incorporating the UWP into
a word N-gram language model-based recognition system. We performed a series of experi-
ments to show the effectiveness of the method for spoken dialog tasks and a dictation task.
The experimental results show that a semantic accuracy was improved by 48% using the UWP
method. Also, in compared with the result of a system using context-free grammar, the word
N-gram based system could further improve the semantic accuracy for spontaneous speech.
Furthermore, we performed a recognition experiment for a large-vocabulary dictation task.
As a result, although only a slight improvement was observed in terms of the word accuracy,
the high performance for detecting the existence of unknown-word in an utterance could be

achieved.
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Fig.1 Examples of utterances including filled pauses.
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i, EREEESR AT AOERIIEIN A VEEE
T, NEEBEPRITRTOKRBEHEOZ L2 EKT.
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Iwatasht"ga " /ta ma/ D
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Iwatashzil ga || /ta ma/
L i
P(UNKlw,_;)

(in case of bigram)

candidates of hold most likely candidate which

unknown words  ends by unknown word
H2 RMELBOEEX

Fig.2 Concept of unknown-word processing.
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input frame i

e ]

input frame j

E> no

candidates of extends the ending point of candidates
filled pauses(FP) (e.g. words "no" & "ga") which are likely
to be followed by filled pauses

3 JIRFLEOKER
Fig.3 Concept of unknown-word processing for filled
pauses.
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4.2 BEMEXX7ICLBFHE

421 EBREH

RLICEENTEY A 212X BFMERICBVONR
SRETNVEEBEFVOHBERT. YA21E “B
LINBAERANCHTT HIEE” ThH b, REHRTIE, £
ETORAGBUEE L OBODIC, BEBEFLVE
LCEEA 7Y O HMM IR TRAGEDEF LV &
L T Garbage HMM % {ERK L 7z. Garbage HMM i,
F—J—FARYF AV IDIAITEILHAVOR,
RIS - T — F EE RO TEETHY. KL
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Table 1 Specification of acoustic and language models.

SHETN BiZE bigram

BEBEFN 5 RIE 4 W5 - @R 0 R HMM

-EBEATT U | 113 FE

- bl ATR IR HARESHE T — § R— R
(B 64, 35033 +
FHvT v R 216 HEE (B 10 %))
BAEFEFSMAAEREF T~ 5 X— R
(B30 4, &4,500 )

- FEEFWSIECE |50 /FEE

BT 7| 12kHz

BRI 21.33ms NI VTR

VAVEIN::} i 8ms

box 14 KRG LPC 4#¢

ST A— % 10K LPC ANV’ T AT 4
+10 KRENFHR I

D, LW HTEFEICHEL TEERDEET— & %I
$£5 5 EDNERH TR, 22T, Garbage HMM
WEHAT7TYO HMM & FURER - g L, &
Hih 7T ) O HMM OFEZICHW L EEF -2 57
TY 2 RHETIERAL, B—0EFTAVTEET LS
S Lo TIERL 7. Garbage HMM % AV TRHAE
WEZATHHENE, FHRFIT I -5 X 2 RMFER
HWEMSTHMHbYIZ, Garbage HMM DV —7 73
EHLLTFa-FIc X s RmEEREGE L.

DTk, #1912 N-gram BFEEF LV HW5E
DRAGE - TTRFEENEICHET 5 FFMERIC OV TR
5. RIC, BAREFHICHT 5 bigram SEEEF VN
ADY AT ADMEREL RAGE - TTREBELEOEADT)
REWEDPO D120, EFEHFEIATLAOFBEEEL T
INEENWNFEFL VB OVWTERS. #
BOERTIE, XREHXE (CFG) 1ZHIL VY AT
LEDHBESRERERT.

4.2.2 KHEE - TRENEOFE

HEE bigram OBED 2012, 53 AORFEIHS
PLOEZ B HEFE (BFRLEF) 28 EHTI R
ZICBETAXERFLTH L, 51,020 XnEER
CLDFHRAMNF—FEERLE. 203 B, 106 3T
EERETVOFMALLTHRAL, BYD 914 X
(B0 EFEK3IT) 2 SHETVOEFRTF -5 &
LTHWw:, MiAEET -7 LTk, chosn®
ERILFF AP IIMTI/ERL 2RAERL RS
EEL 15 XDy b % 2 ADFEEFRALITD
D, DR FBEEFFEHL . TRELZSOEMEL
OB, RILICRLAE I %2dbDTH b, 115 05
B, SVELICE DR IEOMFERWEED
LHEMII 34T, 1 B VOFEYEIZ 64 BET
5. 115 XOWRIE, MHRALFAZIN 16X, S
VELICE bR IEOMT EEAL A 14X, WH
REALHN 3T, EF3BXOAEZEZELIND
5. RAFEEXEUXTI8NT, MRABIVSVEL
ICEBDRIEBEOHK 2 EATZ IR ENETN 1 LT o8
INTVAE, BEAFEIFFAMIRENTVSS,
B HRIZETLIIICEELTH S o7z,

] 2 ITEBLL 72 bigram SEEETF VDY - FHEA
T, N=FLEVFARERRTO. ZOROF
i 7 — % 13 EFRREMAE L AL 115 XT, A —
R, =TV EFTFAOFETRANERELBRNTN S,
BEL LU, BEAF-FICHIET 5 357 HELE
®wELTEHL TS, T4#bDH, bigram SFHEET
VOFEBRT — F ICERHENE TN 2 WD, KA
% & O bigram #EHIL unigram BHED flooring D
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®2 HEBEXTIERL 2 bigram OFFHFETT NV
Table 2 bigram language model constructed using
simulated dialog text.

R 357
P& 914
FHHET—¥ N=TLxT T4 7.3
FMEEK (B 17 [19]
KAFER 2.2%
JTURFER 4.4%
HIN—F bigram 81.5%
FHEA T — & unigram 97.8%
N=TLELT4 19.9
HWENS—TVEV T4 25.5

1% BV 7z back-off R A—T ¥ FIZHT EDSHEE &
FONGRY
*ﬂhtlvmﬁhcﬁﬁéﬁﬁtﬁw1gf%f
DORFIVT 4 2L EE, RAE - TEEL LT
GO REBERL T o7, F VT 1 DEIZ, S
O HMM O BB LB L TME ST 5ETH
5. AVARF LT I, SERHO R VEESE
BB L DRERROBERO BRI L, Ef
REDOZH RN GE - TEEL 72 HMM 0 B K
EELDOEEH D) OFHHEEZOMICITITHEL,
HOPLDITIRBELMEEHETE L. FADLIHIC
7272 CFG R— ADFTFERBRL AT AIIBIT 5FRH
PO FHMEERTIE, FE 6 AFhThoklinz~
FNTF A EERCIGEEL, EEEEORT VT 4
HEWRBEEL TRAES SO XOBEEXRLILERL
LRERTE, FEISLOBBELRNT VT A ETOER
HBERNFEEMT15~65%DEENR D o720ITH L, FF
T D EIBORT VT 1 fEE BV B DEN
K;%%ﬁiﬁwﬁﬁuzl%s%ummmiofm
. RERTRHEFEL ARETRIVT 1 EVEL S
@d,m& ETIXEEMREZBAL 2 VOICxL TR
FE T3 flooring AIDfEZ EAL TWAZ &, bigram
SEETTFNVTIIRMGE 1 BFEL L TR) -0 kA
FEOBBEHICHYT 5 SHEROMEFLETH LS
LICRET 5.
B IN-XOBREZR 4 12, TERO M
BEFR3IRT. RIZBWT baseline i3KH5E - TFE
EABEITbRD o725, Garbage HMM (3%

5 RAGELIBE L OWBO 2O EHRIIT -5 D

b Y iz Garbage HMM % WA DR TH 5.
Garbage HMM D Fi3, JCIEMEL LU IEBRERENS
BRICEBRFNTFAED L EORHEROAERL 2.
BZESDSR LB A L XTI, EMSCE L TIERA
ZE.LEECHLTE1I 20V RV ELTHR-TW
%, RHGE TRELEBLTOEPo72BEIHAT,
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BEWL: {~—), FAZV VI TEBATYR, {#- -},
[FESH: o
DBERL { AT} HFA2YVY b TES

ATYT R {{ % 7 }} Wb T
REF 2. ELEWHEOAEHE> IV LTTHR.
REBER2 . BLEWE O << =2 7 A ¥ Va F >>

i ws T »
E#EH 3. <BL>RARCERMEHH T
BRI {7 VI AR EER I HVET H
ReEbld: WREEC {5}, ABEOETTH.
BRER4A B SR { YV IR D& IF 2

L, LY, <} OB ERERERORERS LT
=rml L TR &SN -85 0EF .
“SN g S DI FNFRRABORFRD L RAEL

L TR SR -85 0T H 5.
B4 REE - UREMLENC X 5 2B RA
Fig.4 Examples of recognized sentences using unknown-
word processing.

®3 RUE - TRELFOUOHEDEE [%]
Table 3 Recognition performance for utterances
including OOV words and filled pauses.

RFNTF A | B | ERNEE | B (WA | R%E
TI | 89.3 | 84.8 9.0 4517

baseline MH/| 86.0 79.3 11.1] 6.7 | 2.9
EH | 87.6 82.0 [10.1]5.6 | 2.3

KEFE ~35 TI | 92.8 | 89.3 |57 [35]1.6
TRE — MH]| 887 | 84.8 [78[39(35
FH | 90.7 | 870 [6.7]37]25

FHIFE —40 TI | 928 | 89.3 [58]35 (15
TEE 35 MH| 88.4 | 83.8 [8.4[46]3.2
F¥| 90.6 | 865 [7.1]4.1]23

RHFE +25 TI | 89.9 | 857 |87 ]42]14
TLEFE +30 MH| 873 | 81.0 10162126
(Garbage HMM) | ¥ | 88.6 | 834 |94 [5.2]20

HEETMEL IV HEEEMBES 2 EmEL Ty
5. WEED, 412 BTRR-FEEREEL BV
THEOE ST L TREL T o 7-ERIE, fElREN
BT CTHEETH /2%, BARIPBILTVWED
ERMEE - TRIELEE 1T d o 258X, £
BB UESESHEROBFE L CEBIN LD, F
ABE LD S5 TH S, —F, Garbage HMM % H
W RERIL, RHEE - TRFEMBEEZITDE P o125 E
WCHRTHEELRREORRII 2 o2 (EEX, EM
BWEOWELEIIHL T, FRENEREN 40.3%5
LU 316%THEE). 1 BETOHELF—T—FD
BBEHOHBLELRLTVEF T —F ARy T4
DY A7 ICHRTEBENZHRPENZD, BICHR
DEVHEL 2L EZIONB,

T IADBTRRAEREOEI TS TALREEC X AHERT
»5.
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R4 BRFE P ORMGE - TRFEBEHSICHT 2 K4
i ARFBAEOBIE - RIBELRT. 2L, %
HIFE - TEREE L TRHEL -S55 E EBORFE LD
BEVITERL TS, CoRNPS, RAEICHTEN
FIVTF 4H =35, TLEFBIINTARFIVF 455 =30
DEEVRDBVEREBTNS, REGEORBES
Lwvicw, REFETREEL L TRET S22 LR
BTHB, LhL, TEEL L TCRAELRIETET
WEDT, REERL L TRAVEREZBTWS, 25
FT—=F BT, RHAFED bigram ¥ EHTHZ LT
KEFEORBESF L 52 E2 0N 3,

5 IRHGE - TRFBLARL T B0 ERER
BERT. HREAD L, REEIIRTEIRFVT 4
B —40, TREIIHTIHRFIVT 45 =35 DL &F
B RS, RAGE - NEBLEL T ol igaE
HEL T, EHER (A)D51.1%05 66.0%ICHEL T
W3 (ERFIRUTTEE). T-BERBRYEHLE
EfRE (A + B) Tl 62.0%2*5 80.3% & KiBictkE
ENTEY (ERFIGUTTHE), BIREMRE (A
+ B+ C) b 80.8%% 5 89.5%ICKESR TS (fi
REIBUTTER). oz ds, XAE - TE
FEREOEBMC XY, KHGE - TREL EALZXORE
BHEIRBETELI LTS0S,

R4 KM - TRBOKEMERE
Table 4 Detection performance of OOV words and filled
pauses using unknown-word processing.

_FNF 1 | FE BHEE (%) B (%)
KME | URE

KEEE 35 | TI 71.4 63.2 81.8

JUEEE —30 | MH 65.7 52.6 71.7
Ey 68.6 57.9 76.8

KEFE —40 | TI 62.9 57.9 94.4

JUEFE —-35 | MH | 51.4 47.4 73.0
Ty 57.2 52.7 83.7

®5 REGEAHE - STRBLE LT o 2B SO HBE

Table 5 Semantic accuracy using unknown-word

processing.
AT, B:B#ABRYOAR, C: EREFTD 2B
gL (%]

~_RFNTF 4 B4 A A+B | A+B+C
TI | 53.9 | 64.3 82.6
baseline MH | 48.2 | 59.6 78.9
F# | 51.1 | 62.0 80.8
KMEE -85 | TI | 704 | 85.2 93.9
JUFFE —30 | MH | 64.9 | 75.4 82.5
¥ | 68.6 | 75.4 82.5
KHFE -40 | TI | 69.6 | 86.0 94.8
JUEE —35 | MH | 62.3 | 74.6 84.1
¥ 1 66.0 | 80.3 89.5

By AT LB BREE - TEEONE
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4.2.3 BRREEF LAV EBRMERR

EERNFE AT LADTO ¥ 47 LTELILBL
KAV AT LAHFABSIN, DENCET 2742 AW
EEFEOBBREER;ITOR T 5200 o ¢
i, 2oL 2GS N - FEE AL - FEE
BRIZOWTHR B,

FHMESEER Tk, UIRE B (CFG) W zY A
TAEDORBEITo7. BB, XH16) I2BWT, [
B sHERT — 5 # VT, XIREBICELBEY S
ART B LUHEFRMND CFG (SCFG) L ¥EZ 5
bigram DILEEER; TN T3, Z0&KRE, CFG
XD SHEEY G ARTOREHEN~TLEF LT 4 B
BHERCBONTEDIIRVWEREB TV, Tz,
SCFG & 1) $ HZEY 5 X bigram D FBBVER LS
Tw5,

WHEREEEIZ 96 E4 H, 96412 8, OTE9HD
3 EYThNTWT, 25 AD#ERED S5 2500 BFED
MEFEFEIBONTVE, TRLDEFELS, ITE
9 BIZAThN - EEBRD ) bD 4 FFEDRER, 51437 %
3 (2,592 HEE) #FMMAT -2 L, BYD 2,063
FaE (12,763 H3E) % HLEE bigram DEFHF -4 &
LTHAL . AT — 5 0EHTEIL 5.9 BEE
XThHoi.

CFG L &b Ab¥ 2720 BRI 359 BB
& bigram *FEL 7. T6 ICHEHLAZEEETT VD
FMERT. CFG IAFTHEBIERINLDOT
HHH, FHTELXNNT 2TV F 745
BHAEZW., 2hid, CFG EREZMNEEFL ZE
L T—HOBBRBALEEOBARI TOBAKEL %
ZETLIICHRoTWAEI L, BERZHVWTWRY
ZEWELZERTH A, AT — 5 OFYITEIL
BHENI EPS, BICZOREBIFKEho/2b0k
W h, B, EBORFCREERRI A, o7k,
NR=TVFLF4HBKEN CFG 2L T, SEET
b BEE bigram D HFFEFTH Y, CFG THFEEE
IR DN IER BT 2 2 LASHETH 5 =
EBGhB.

BELUBARNY A7 AORBREERTIEL A
] 6 spontaneous speech ¥ IV 2 HHEEBRHDOSHET IV

Table 6 Language models for experiments using
spontaneous speech.

SETTNV CFG | bigram
BEmTA4X 359
KAEEE (%) 2.0
TLEEER (%) 0.2
XREE (%) 81.5 92.0
N=TV*TF 4 | 130 9
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®]T BRLMEEEICHT 5RMER
Table 7  Experimental result of spontaneous speech.

A IEf%, B BEBRYOAR

BiEET NV HEEIEME | CEMSR | XEMR
& UWP HE (%) [ (A) (%) ] (A+B) (%)
" CFG, with UWP 73.3 39.3 76.9
bigram, no UWP 91.5 72.8 84.7
bigram, with UWP 91.8 69.1 88.6

PRFH L CRBRERLTo72. |/T WEBRRES
RY. BIEEE o T bigram DFE T — & I RHFEN
EINTVEI RS, YO TRABMBIZBIT HK
E - NREIT BT VT R EBRENCRD 72,
i — % % £EETHESICSEL TEE B
WhAFNT A EEZROIERITI L TBY, AE
BOFKERTIX, RABIHT ERI VT 11 —60, T
BEICHT ARFAT 41E —40 ZHVWTWS, TO%E
EBERIZBWTIX, baseline Dig4 & B L CTHIEE
BRBIVCEETMHEEOZZIIILAE RV, F0OF
RERIZ, RAEOEENS L, HERTF-1KE
CEINDBRMFED AN 72w R GTE WD, #
FICBFSNTVIBEHEHETH S “L 72w L B
HEVHETH -72720, RAGEL L TRETETwE
WD THh o7, XEBRIZOWTIE, KRAFENRIC
XoTHIZETLTWAED, Z0EEIKIZL AL BH
FEHSERAFEL L CREL -BHRBIZE 580
T THotz. LL, RARE  URELEIZL-T,
BFERY 2 FL - ERN 2 ERROEFI FOEEY
FHS>TWE, ZOROKERIZB VT, bigram 558
EFNVEFERL 25D CFG D34 L ¥ L TXEMH
T 29.8%, BVFIRR YD % BFL 22 SCIEMET 11.7%0E
ENTwD (MHEHDERE I1BUTTHEER). &b,
FHFEWHE % V235812, CFG B XU bigram O
FTEWT X LFMA T CTEHET B L, LERE
X CFG X—AD ¥ A7 4T 48.9%, bigram X— 2
DY AT LT 69.4%E %Y, BHFRRY %L - IEME
TIRFNZFN 89.0% L 88.8% L VIFKRTH o7z, T
bbb, SETFNVTRETE 5 UTBVT bigram
DENUDSFEETH Y, RAELEOCITHEINEVE
SECHFL T b bigram X—AD Y AT ADHH LY H
BTHolbwi b, Iz, COEBRERIIEITH
WHEEY AT LAOFEME I BNTH, CFGR—ADY
AT LADBBBERIC L 2ERBBENE 5T%TH o7z
DIZ3FL, bigram N— ATiE 68%IIHEEIN TV S
(e 1B TTHE). CFG O/S—7L ¥V 7 1
130 TH B DI L T, bigram it 9 & FEFIZENS
HBILOLRERBERTH B, HEY AT LOSHE

Apr. 1999

®8 FTREFNVESHEF VOB (KERSFLRI AT L)

Table 8 Acoustic and language models for experiments

using a large-vocabulary speech recognition sys-

tem.
BET N bigram | trigram
EETFAX 5,000
BT -y BHERRZEFF AP F—F -2
(199141 A~1994 4 10 A,
# 8,600 HHEE
RWC ORISR L EH)
RFEE (%) 10.6
FRA My b ¥— 748 50.4
VAL
FAMEy MGIE 141 94.9
N=TLFTF 4
TESH #1ELREL
HREF ) 5 X b AHE HMM
(5 4RHE 4 BN A, 4 BET 7 A5H)
-t 1 OF—FIIMRAT, BAFEES
INAS iR EHEA LT~ 2 ET
N5 125 HOBWFEHEOR 17,221 BHF
L]
NS A — ¥ 20 KTCDXY 2> b HE#E
10 RD AN T X b7 LEHD
1RB LU 2 kO EREE,
N7—D1RB XU 2 RO AR
EE 34 2l (REEda S o R

BATMBEIC B W CHER I D 2BEF SN HBAK
132, bigram SFEEF M L A FEFEOREED
CFG L) 3 AMTH A I LPFEREF - I2BVWT
LYY (A

4.3 KE®T 7 T— a3l BRATICLDFHEER

SEREERRY AT AIIBVT, WROEENE
VAT AOBE L ARICRAFELEOFEERE 1T
7o, EREEFNEFBETVOMAEEER 8 ICRT.
N-gram FiFE7 VO#HEIZIE CMU SLM Toolkit
verl W2 EHL, bigram A7 Y FDH v AT R0
& L 7z backoff bigram 7V % BHED R ETIERL
Fo. ¥, BEBEFNVELT, ARZ FVOBIRI R
WE L VBBICEF VLS 2 P AHE HMM
RV, 42 Sk A, RBOLDICEEH YT
) HMM & RU KRB - BE% - & D Garbage
HMM %KL 7z, SEETN, TR ATL0
FMEA & L CiE, BEASEEAHMEERALTER
T—8A (JNAS) b, FBEFTVOZEHEIIR
% AEM3 A (NM006, NM014, NM017) D& 4R
% A% 100 XOFRE, & 311 R85 (5,572 BEE) #H
RV AN

L 72 N-gram X — ADKFEREFTRBs AT A
i¥, % 1/%ZT bigram SFET NV & Hv:72 Bz 200
NOBBHERZHNL, 82 /52T trigram ST
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Table 9 Effect of unknown-word processing on a large-vocabulary dictation task.
PPynk = 37924 87— % vOXRMZED unigram I L 33—V F 5 ¢
myung = 292529 ;. FEF— 5 FORMBOBEE
GB : Garbage HMM % i L 7 REGEQLHEIE
HEEEMRNE (%) HEEL NV XL~ XL RV TOEHEDOAR
BEET NV ERE | XvoovTo | BEE | REE | BEE | RIEE | RMERL | RHES) | EHRY
UWP & <+ F 4 T % (%) (%) (%) (%) X& XB Bs 4
bigram, RHAMENEL L 65.0 (85.9) - - - - - - -
bigram, —log 10 58.1 87.5 60.3 70.2 95.0 84.7 31 12 41
bigram, — log 5000 64.5 74.5 29.5 84.9 60.3 91.1 58 95 14
bigram, —log(PPynNk) 65.9 71.3 20.0 88.7 43.5 92.9 64 135 8
bigram, — log(munk) 65.8 68.9 12.2 91.1 28.5 95.8 69 171 3
bigram, GB, —log(mynk) | 65.1 65.8 2.7 88.9 6.7 88.9 .70 223 2
trigram, RAGELEL L 66.7 (87.3) - - - - - - -
trigram, —log 10 62.6 86.8 67.6 68.6 95.8 82.4 23 10 49
trigram, — log 5000 67.4 79.8 39.0 84.2 75.7 89.2 50 58 22
trigram, — log(PPynk) 67.8 75.2 29.5 88.8 61.5 94.2 63 92 9
trigram, — log(munk) 68.1 72.4 19.7 89.9 43.1 93.6 65 136 7
trigram, GB, — log(munk)| 67.2 68.2 4.6 93.1 11.3 93.1 70 212 2
FNTYRIAT YV T % fFoTWBD, T2, KHGE #). ¥7z, Garbage HMM % B\ 2 FEOKRE (X

BRHORFNT A1 EHHD —50 &L, REFE
@ N-gram FER|Zxt U CRAGBEOBEHIABL T 5
FUF4ELT, loglo 225 log292, 529 ¥ CTHE
RCEX CTEBRLfTo7. RABBROEHHYD
NRFNTF 4L, HHTEITEEEETVNRLRL720K
DTHREL TVBP, FHRERICBWTEBI LOR
B RFNT 4 DEEF LR s, 1 FFEDOF
ity MZBWTIRIZRBERNRT VT 1 2REL /2.
ZZT, log292, 529 &\ fEiX, N-gram SFEET
N DFEZF — ¥ BB RAEOEER m = 292,
529 12 HTVTC, FRAFBOHBRHERL SHER L KE
L72BaTHbH. /2, PPynk L\ fHIX, REFE
LLTHEBT -y HICHR L BEOHEERBR P(w)
(722U, ¥, coov P(wi) =1) £WT, KM
L AEHEOLY FuY— H 25 28 L L CEE
ENBN—TLF LT AHLT HETH S,
]9, RAFEMEL FV 7z N-gram N — ADKFE
REEEERY AT AOWMETRT. AERTI, B
Lz oF T — ¥ DRUFBFBRFKEL, 15
FEHICHEBORMESSINABELH V), B
BLWIAZERoTWA, Tz, FRilko B B
HEWERETDH 2720, RAEORBMAEBOR - &
WOT NP MBROHMEORBERICEELRIZL LT
W, BRELT, RO “EREET -9 OBFRITRIN
3 r 52, ity b &koBETEFEEICBWTD
TP CTHDHRHREIAS N7z (bigram B X T trigram
SEEFNVTRFIVTF 1L T —loglmunk) XA
WA, ZRENRERE37.5%B LU 11.5%TH

D “GB” LA ENAT) TREBRPECHTHE
DFRITNED o7z (bigram B LT trigram EFEE
FPEHWEE, FhENGEREDI 91.2%B LU
57.5%THE).

X512, BEFEDOLL NV TORMEOENROMRE
ELTHFHELITo4. RO LNV TOEHER”
BIV “XL RV TOEINRONR OHBEICZDH
BERLTWA, XLV TORAZEDEH B O
i, REFEE —WICELERIHTL CRAFBLIEE
DOE|HTRIBL BB FORELHLENL,
LEBRWARHETHEMEITo72HERTH L. LA
W BEY “BET L OERNBRORR OFFIL, X
LAV TORAGER SOXOER (ELWIRH) ot
BEERONRERL TWA, “BEHIR) B X, R
HEZEI RV TR CTEHEN XY TH . —
75, “HEEL NV (REEE) OBEERLREEOFME
T, 7FANRXVTOERREFLDO DP vy F
YZILBWT, ATIORFFEHFICH L TREERO
RAGEEGEIHEOT O DR EL WK E Bk
LT3, ROEMADEIX, RAOEZEULRFLR
WSRO T A RERERETH B, KRAELE L
L” OBECBWT, ERICRAEET 4w (311
XH 72 X) T, bigram OEFEET NV TH 86%D
HETFHREESELN TS, —F, RAEEEAL
X (239 X) 2 EOEEOREBEREEIL 65%T,
RHEFELRN10.6%THANDT, HBEEBEEOIGE
(0.894 x 0.86 = 0.769 (76.9%)) XV bH % bhEW,
KRB S IR VLEAIHT ATV F T 11
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NN Y HE O <EBHES <NAVYS> KTV oF> R ILU Y <HE> B O S BE L B8 R BE - B

NNy Wil O BE PR TEIL Mo TEBE O EREEE DS FEAERE AR L &

BRBRL D <UNK> @\ <UNK> 5 B © SR EB 50 SEREB T HE L 72

BRABRLY . ALYV Y O <KUNK> BTV Y by b Bl 0 SR EBE 50 SEQRER ICBE L 7

SEEf 2
BREER2

MR B <KHE> O BRI & W 240 <RBSE> M A B BB HRE L L T <ER> L T w72
MEBEIBOBREVER E A L0 RS MABCEBEITHE L L TBRL T w1

BMEER 2 FRE F <UNK> o falg # 4° #8 & h 22%5 <UNK> S h 72 B 12 2 8l 8 & L T <UNK>

AR 27

SEEG 3
<EB> H O WiE % HD 2

BARRES
% R 7

MER EIHOGRENFEH E L 2V MR SA LB CRATEL L TERL T 2
T AT <BE> KM 0 <HRRE> Zo 2 <HEHE> FHE S LE F KB AN O <R> 25 £ L & <@e>

TEMER FRUEOMER AL 22 L 2 H R A CHF1C BB +2 AM O &K 25 HR 0 SR B o wE

BAMER 3 1 T <UNK> f <UNK> ¥ #K #° tH £ 2 %V i< <UNK> % 8 <UNK> #ho 7
BABRI . TETWER FERHOMER 2o 2 L 2 HHR» LR €10 2B 72 AH O & 50 §i5k 0 £8 st o s

% MR 7

(<>EWAHHRMEE, <UNK> 2RHFL L TRIBENLES, [ZEER nl SROBLELZL0BS. DRGSR 0, [DHRER 0]
i, TRENRAEOSHEHERICG X BRI VT 4D° —log10 B —log(munk) DHA.)

s 74257~varyy Ry ToRNELES
Fig.5 Results of unknown-word processing in dictation task.

bigram 75 90.3, trigram 7% 58.8 THAHDIZxL, K
HFEEFEUNEAONN—TVF V5 4 (WEN—-TL
¥ 7 1) i bigram %% 102.3 (156.7), trigram 7%
66.8 (106.3) LB, LVEHEL VWX THAHI LR, %
HFEEEATVSILTIITEY 2.5 HEORMEL &AL
TWBIZEDRL, RABOTFAENFBRIEORTHIIKE

SHBLYRIZLI-EEZ LR,

RRELT, XHEMTOFEL WEHLES (BRIEZE) 28
BWRGLLZBRFIVT 1 (~log(munk)) DEBET
ZEGETERREREICEL CRAGELEIZ X 2HEERE
BRONZVAS, RFVF 4L L T/HEWE (—log10)
ERHWIZBAICBNT, BEOIXVANT L TOXRE
FBOEHNORE (BHERLRHEER) BIUEHZOE
FBERRENSERNICEVERIBOR TV S, EE,
DR ST AL, BB ISRTHD LI, Rk
BORMEBOTIHECRLN, TOZEhs, &
BT — ¥ TOEBEBBEICB VW CRAZBLEDR)
EPNEWEREZ-TWS,

B5 DREFEFIL, 20X 912, RABOERIIHT
BRFNT AL oT, RAFBORZRLILKDKAGE
EEITRVEERIIEARE 1 00FRMAEL L THE-T
BT 2H5%, RHEITRHE SR WVIEEEH 5. 4
12, RAGBCELL 2 B8E0H 2548, 1 XhD
RHGEHZ VB AR LI, REEORIE P BEE
DEROBREFEBETH o772, Lo T, ThoHo
MEOBED 7 DITIE, RAEECET 2 SHEH % HIY
DR FEEFNVOBENSEL TULETHS.

COEBRRIIBNT, RFVFADBKEVES (2

L 2iE —log(munk) D& &) ICAERFEHTL THA

I L ARBBEORBEIX 1%BETH L, B
DEFHTRERBICRERELRITT. 2k 21F,
RAGELIE L OBAITFRREY & ko TWI=EEDT,
RAFFREBIZ L > TRAFEE L THRESN2BETH
RRBEICIIEL 20N, #HEEVAFACBIIZE
BEEZDE, BETOLLWMOVREZB VLB L
DRHFEL L TRIE SR 2 FPERERO BRI BN
TEVEFLWEWLZ S, LA oT, F475—Va
YEHMETZHE, LYBVHEETREESEOR
BRFNVT 4 (72l 21E —log(munk)) V213
AVBVA, BEMNGEY AT ANOBBEEL 1B
Tid, XRHEFEL NV TORMEOBRILES (BHEE)
PR F ARG O ERRL W EE DM LT 5 Whe
Wi 5. 72k 2, trigram SFEEFNVTRFVT 4
&L T ~log10~—log(PPynk) % BRTIIEILV
NV TORHE S (BHRE) 4°50%E, —logl0 %
BRTWTHEL NV TORBES S 50%L e %
b, T2, RELLRABLEE B 5HEZ, R
FROTFERE I EMBHRT LI L 2R L7
BAICBVWTLY, BEOXL AT LD YV
avil o TRHEEOHELZRET A2 L~A0EH
BEZLNDL, TNHDZLhs, BEL RS

B REREFHABR AT ACBNCOEREEELS
na.

5. ¥ & &

ARETE, EFMEYAF MIBOTLI—FD%
WXL LTFRENARMES FCMBACEVE
L, BvieAkE OTEREBALETHLT 2720,
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bigram SEEF NV EAVLEERRY A7 LBV
TRHAGFE - TRBLBOREZIT 72,

FEWES A 2B BRMGE - TEEY &4
F—FIIL T, RAGEREL TRELUEL AT S
VAT LA THEBERL 7o R, HEEERREHNI N
E3h, EREERLKEImEL. F2, KREE-
REELZELCBWT, TRBEEE (CFG) KX
BHEHERY LB R, BFIRD LT CESE
TCFG LY DRVWHERER. 861, WEV AT
LIZBVTIREL 2T L TORBRERICE
WwWTd, CFG L #L T, XIEMREL LUBFERDY
PHLNEBRTCFG LD RVEREBLIL
WTEL.

BRI REE SN BEUIH L TREET - &
DTS HVIEES (BEHENY A 7% 5 2,000 X E)
i¥, bigram SFEEF VDO HH CFG K & 5 SF/ET
NVEDDRBEEORNI EATRENT WD, T
R - RHEVSBEL ANETEXBVTD, KHET
ML 72 bigram SEETFNVIC L B RHGE - TRE
BETFIRBTNT ) XA TREBCEICESCH
BEEIVLBEHTHEI LB FP o7,

¥/, KEERERTFERRY A7 12BWT, RARE
MBOFEMERE TV, RABOBERLZERL 2%
BIZBWTHEL NV ORBBE T ETORBEN A
Sz, F77, XL NVOEMET o 2EAITiE, &
HEOMME X Y EN&E, BETREElRE
Wi L OBA L FREIC R AEMIIBVWT, XAV
TORMBORBETOBRENZNEN 95.8%B LU
61.5%ND & X2 82.4% B LU 94.2% D RHFEIFOL N
72, LD BORMEOREMEEIEONDZ LT, 3t
L AT ANORBIH L THEIC R EEL LN,

BELHFER, RAOEEBEIEVEESERIC
EINBEAR, 1 LHPORABENFEVHERLICS
W, RHEORIBIBN, HEEROBYIEL R
FTVEESH L., 2Ok ) RMERRET L2011,
KAFOATTY 2RI ALY, RAGECHET A255E
B BB OBILR BBEFVOEBELO DD EL L
DHBFLELVZ S.
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