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Abstract A new evaluation measure of speech recognition and a decoding strategy for keyword-based open-domain
speech understanding are presented. Conventionally, WER (word error rate) has been widely used as an evaluation
measure of speech recognition, which treats all words in a uniform manner. In this paper, we define a weighted
keyword error rate (WKER) which gives a weight on errors from a viewpoint of information retrieval. We first
demonstrate that this measure is more appropriate for predicting the performance of key sentence indexing of oral
presentations. Then, we formulate a decoding method to minimize WKER based on Minimum Bayes-Risk (MBR)
framework. and show that the decoding method works reasonably for improving WKER, and key sentence indexing,.
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1. BU ®IC

TAT—=2av AT LRKE ALV BEDEEWEL AT
LIRS B ERICHT I TELEFIINT 2 T F M
X, ORBEDHERBENERSINLICE-/. BE, BF
Dl BROELCMAMRIE, FAAVERELZVERE
FELEECB-oTETWA(1)[2]. ik, KREL [HEAE
#HL E%¥ 3 —/%2] (CSJ: Corpus of Spontaneous Japanese)
mm]%mw , BLEEOEFZROBELToTHY [5),

;,aﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%EMELf EEOEEERYFET

78 (EEHH) $47-oTv 5 [6]. EETHMIE, EF0
W@%ﬁ%tﬁ?%(#—v~F)uidwrﬁbna:tﬁ
£ [78), FAxb 6] BT, FDLI LT IU—FhRHE
LTV, 0L %F—7—FIRESCEEHME (S5
fR) EME LIRS, STHEABBICSTOREL —HICTR
FTAHEDTIZL, F—T7—F2BEENCRRTE200ETL v,

INETOFEL EROFTFAHRIL, BFEEROBELRTFF R
MEEBWET 2D ETH Y, THEDHMOMETMIEE
RO E (WER) KLESWTITOREDF —EHTH o7, L
L, TOEFERVFICLLFMETIE, TEFERHBOKE
WE—TJ—FEE)TRVE (HRACLOLEFELY) O
BNV EAFEMOATEY, F—7—-F IS EHFEROR
BRI EFRBOFMREL L TLT L ORATIIR V.

F-U-FOBRYVELETHEIROFMREL L THVAHE
bALNBY, TNHIRFEILYAVBEOHEY AT AL 1R
ELTBY, NEBEBICLELZX—T7-F YA 2EMICER
TEBLILDHRTHS. ShIIHL T, FFETIR, FEP
FBEDL % FAAVERE ORBFELHRLELTEBY, B
CF—T—F )AL 2 AETAHILIEZRABTHS. Lizd >
T, fEROBFEX—7—F Rl - FHEORML F0 T THEA
THILIETER .

CDEIRERIIESVT, F—T-FRIESCEHREED
BREAEMEL, TERBOFHLVHERE L Z#FELR
£35. BB, BHRRECESD L SHEORMRDIC
R 2EA (tfidf ) #52 % [EAD&F -7 —FENE
(WKER) ] 23FHEREL L TEHEL, R, XM XJRAI &%
/Mt (Minimum Bayes-Risk: MBR) 73 —5 1 > 7 O#:HIC
HEONT, BEADEX—T-FRIVEOBR/MLET ) SHEM
FRELERTS. COBMEXN 1 ISRT.

ARTIE, CSJ DELHEF 17 #iFE AV TFME T, ¥
T-FIESCEEHE (THFEMR) ST/ X) A2
BAMLEFRBFEORIEEZ AL,

2. HEDSDEEHH

RHFETIE, F XA VEREOFLSEOTHER, BHh
WIIBESFOSHEEBLYENLL T, TRRBRUCEEIMH
HETH. AETIE, TFHEATIELEEI—/IRIDO0T

R, RICR—RAFT A e 5EFED#Y A7 L L EETHH
FHEIIODVTHRS.

Convenuonal Speech Recognition
Speech Hecognmon for Speech Understanding

Minimization of new speech Speec
Speech | Minimization of recognition evaluation measur
Rego*nmon word error rate (weighted keyword error rate) Recocnmon

which is correated with key-sentence
T extraction evaluation measure
4
; t
; ?
! Sentence
Sentence [ | °
mentatior f ; ; mentati
| Give yeights |
corilelahcn? for keywords :
|
} ey Sentenc
ey Semen Maxnmlzatlon . [ th-idf valuas fo Maxtmczatlon Extraction
n each
Speech Understanding Speech Underslanding

1 FFEERrEME L -EHER#
Fig.1 Speech Recognition for Speech Understanding

2.1 BAZEZELEEI-/IX (CSJ)
CSIRELFSBALERNLFBALOL DT —/ATH
N, BEET -V LAFILLIAEBERILTXIA M2 OBEEN
5. CSID#ERENHI L, a7 L TN 2 —BOFRIITHEEA
WEREEXS /D 58N T3, HBES LIZ3 ADOEEE
HEOBTHLRATEY, £EOXD 50%L 10%% BRICEEX
DBD TR TS, EEBFRMEETHY, FLEHOE
RAYANVICHEBL TVED, LTFLLFAEFROTF ALY
FOSEICBIT AEMERTIE LV,

2.2 N—RS5AEEBR T4

EHETE, DTRERTEYR - SHEETVERRI Vv
Julius THERRL - BEHFHES AT L2 AVE. SREFIVILL,
CSJ o 781 #i&E (106 BffH) THF L /-iKEES AR triphone
7V (3000 KEE) % #Ah%s L FEEBSL /2E7 0V [5) & A
%. BHETTFNVIE, CSI D 2592 #iE (6.7TM LREE) » o %
BB 3-gram E7 L (GBRY A X: 24437) [9] 255 - &
BETLAETV[5] 2 FV5

AFETIIREREME LT, BZEFENERTTERSNL
HHEA(10) ZEAL, BRERTS A7 AL, BIERABIER
TRARILMOY—FEIZE ) CST 2AVTHREICFT SR
b DE VA [11).

2.3 N—XF7AEENMHY X7 L

2.3.1 F—7—F OfFEHERICED EEHRL
AT, FELBEOHLHE (F—7—F) OEiHE
B FATHIERUMBFEEZACS 12, Zhid, K@) T
EHESINLHED tHdf EEXHVTEELHMEZTILNT
»H5.

KWﬁ—UmH%(ﬂ ) (1)

mnmﬁ m DOYFEEANTOHBREBERDL, dfm TR
FEmAHBELCHERERT. SFER N, ¥ A ETRLE
%@#uﬂﬁfé% X jICEEN D HIED tfidf fEDAET
(X(2) 2F—7—-FICESCEEELL, ZOENKE
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WHDEREELEL THHT 5.
S =D KW, 2

2.3.2 EBEEUHHOFMRE & 5k

2.1 B Th~R7EY, CSID—HOFHEROEEEL I L ICIT
SEDEEEIZL D 10%RY 50%EEEA TR TV 5.
AFETIE, TROED ) bOFLHE 17HE (K1) 27 A b
Lty PELTHWA, 2127 Aty MIBITZABOEE
IO —BEERTT. 10%HmHBICBV T, AMELTD i
a2ty FO—HESENZ EXbD S, L oTH
FETIE, 10%mE2TH7, 50%EETHE O FFE% 1T )
R, FEEZATIRICIERL T2EEXDRE L FHEEIC
VTR S, BEEXE L THE SN 5 3 BOEXBTRE
B, ERETHEEL, 3P LEED 2828, ¥
D 2BHE B S0RNDEEHHICBVTHMBLAXET 5.
S, 3@ DEBENENICKNT HBERFE (recall) , #EE
® (precision), Ff, x fEX EHL, ZhHOFHTITH. =
>C, FIREZBEEL #4EOFAMTEY, < HIL, —20F—
FORMTHRRI KT HEEL BV —RELRTRETH D,
FheERK (3), R (4) KL EHRSN S,

2 * recall * precision

F-measure = — (3
recall + precision
_ P(4) - P(E)
"= TI-PE) @

IO2%—HKICLHZEREELIMNLT, o 1 &AL
bORBETHI LT, AHMOBEECHHBEN EHTE 3.
ANEOEEHBEEERIR LISRENTH S, FHEZ LI2ITS
DENKEVIERVABFALTTHEELL L THET S0
KD D A—BENrHrZerbr s, BHE, #HEFE, F1E,
K EOFHE, FhEh, 81.9%, 60.6%, 0.697, 0.480 Th o
2. Ihbid, BEETHMEB Y A7 AQF MO, BEELS
HETH 5.

2.3.3 ¥F—7-FILESKEETHHOKS

BEIRILRUVEFIBER»OOF -7 —FILEOCEE
THHOEREZ R IIIRT. $-E 313, AHOEEHH
BELRLTHE. R3D (1) & Q) ZHETHILILLY
BERI LA LOEEXHMHBTIE, ABOHEDH 85%DIEE
PERTETWBI LD DD S, RIS, R3ID(2) & (3) &l
ByaZ Lok, EELHEENICL-oT, EEUHHOHE
(HFIEER) PETLTWRI X br b, 2B, EEH
HOFMIXDORXT - L 2Tz ewvico, SFE2#
EEPOLOEECHHROBICIE, TFEZEERDD A CE M
L72BAI, TP I T A2 ERI LICBIT 2 2 M
Lick il THMET>TWVS.

413 (18] T, EFEFERICBT A XS ED EETIIEICE
BYAKREWILERL, EEHHOBERELHHL L
FEFECLY, EEHPOFELENTL A LERLL.

(B BROTEMETEHGLH 2L, EOXZHMHELAVEALH S,

£ 1 AMICL2EECHMBHE (50%HH)

Table 1 Human performance of key sentence indexing (50% in-
dexing)

Presentation ID | F-measure | k-value
A01MO0007 0.756 0.566
A01MO0035 0.725 0.521
A01MO0056 0.605 0.321
A01M0074 0.657 0.400
A01MO0097 0.622 0.355
A01IMO110 0.773 0.583
A01MO0137 0.742 0.552
A01MO0141 0.653 0.390
A03M0016 0.585 0.303
A03MO0106 0.635 0.384
A03MO0112 0.821 0.669
A03MO0156 0.569 0.291
A04MO0051 0.748 0.551
A04M0121 0.584 0.303
A04MO0123 0.688 0.467
A05M0011 0.750 0.555
A05M0031 0.758 0.566

Average 0.697 0.480

*2 AMRTOEBZECME—KFE
Table 2 Agreement among subjects in key sentence extraction

by 2 persons | by 3 persons
71.5% 56.7%

10% extraction 41.6% 25.1%
Estimated with 17 test-set presentations listed in Table 1.

50% extraction

£3 EFABERPOOEBEHEOER
Table 3 Results of key sentence indexing from ASR results

transcript. | indexing || recall | precision | F-measure
(1) | manual | manual |81.9% | 60.6% 0.697
(2) | manual auto | 70.8% | 52.5% 0.603
3) auto auto 71.1% | 44.2% 0.545

JHIIHL, ARTIE, ERCHHOHESEL BI9E LoH
LUWEFZRFECOVTERS.

3. EEHHN /O DEFEBROERE

3.1 BEERYEO—M1k

EFEDROHERE TR S —&% LD HERD % (WER)
THY, Thidk (5) TEREN L.

I+D+S
N
ZIT, NIERXICBI 2 HEOH, SIIEBRRY BENH,

DHIB) BEOM, HFARY EEOHTHS.

K (5) »obHALPR LI, ZOFMRE (EFERY %)
T, AERRICREIRECERE (F-7-F) £295°T
ZVEENRH SR TELY, ETORENEFZRRIIE
LAHbRTVE, $—T7—FOZ#BRYIE, ) ThVEE
DRBHBY AT, AFBRBITLREVRE VD, A

WER = 100 (5)
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BFEBLHMELBEIR, SEEOTHEIMRYICER (B
R) EEZDIENEETHA.

COLIEBEEICESE, TITIE, BERYE (WER)
D—#AbEATH. BEMIE, REBOSHFIRBVICER
(BEA) 252 2EAD & HFE#R D E (Weighted Word Error
Rate: WWER) IZDWTH~N5. ELDEHEM)HIE, DL
TORTEHET 5.

WWER = M * 100 (6)
Vn

VN = Ewi Vw; (7)

Vi = Zuer v, (8)

Vb = Ew;ED Vw; (9)

Vs = Zseg,és Useg; (10)

Vseg; = MaxX(Ew, €seg; Vi, » Lw; €seg; Vu;) (11)

ZIT, vy, BEBXCBT 2 i FHOBE (w) DEATH

D, vy, IEFDHERIIBIZ i BEHOYE () DEAT
Hb. Iz, segi i3 jEEOEBRRYEKMEEIL, vse, 1358
DX seg; DEATHD. ZORYXMDER veey; 13, Y%
X seg; (oE TN ERRFIDBEOEANDATHEL Bk
ROBEOEBADEIHEN I B, KEWIILTE. BED:
O, M2 ICEADEHERYFOHEMETT

LZBARFETIE, MY HEBLFEETIMIC, HERIEREX
DLV DP Ty F U OREREAVTWS. Lizd o
T, ETHOHBNELL L {RELLHE, EHOSHER
DRIIBEERVELEL (2B,

3.2 BADOEX-—TJ7-KRYE

AR T EH R, EECRHEENE L TT ). K
RTOEEMEIE, 2.3 HiTHRRA L )i thidf REICED
WTFIIDTHY, BYEEm I tLidf 15 (KWn) 252 T
Wh, LIAsoT, ZO tfidf 52 % KEUBENEALL L TEA
DEYEBYROBHMICAVSZIET, EETHBEENEL
REFERBOFMREL 25 L IHTES.

N—AF 4y OEEHMBEFETIE, BFELHA, R%H, &
AR BATF—T7—-FEEHRL, ¥—7—Fi3 tfidf fE
(MENER) ¥ 52, ¥—7-FUSNOHEIZEA0E 52
Twb, Z0EICF—T—FUNIEARA0EEXH2EADE
HEBYEL KETIREADEF -7 —FBYE (WKER)
LERTD. i, ETOF-J—FOEREL (FE (F—
T—FLUSIZERO0) THHEEF -7 - F#YE (KER)
LEEL, TOXF—T—-FEIELHBEDLHIZHNS.

3.3 EEBBOMERE L ESEHHBE L OHEE

WIS TR 721 4 OB F RO FMRE L EE R
LOMEBIZOVWTHHETo72. 22T, RLIWWRT17T#
FEERVTHOHRETo72. HADSHEET L, TREFNVEY,

(i¥2) : 72721, tf; % N-best ) A P TOWMBAIKE L THIET B7:0, K (1)
TROD KW, ECDHETORRLSD.

(73): ¥ A7~y FEFN (CS) FHB - ZiTFN) /<y FEFL (JNAS
FREFN, FHLCESHETN), MEEHEE/ HEEEETV

ASR result :a b c de f
Correct transcript : a c 4 f g
DP result c1Cc S CD

WWER = (V; + Vp + Vs)/Vn % 100
VN = Vs + Ve + vgr +vf + g
Vi=w

Vp =y

Vs = max(vq + ve,vgr)

v;: weight of word 1.

M2 EADSHFER)E (WWER) OFHHEB
Fig.2 Example of weighted word error rate (WWER) calculation

£ 4 EFDEOE4OFMREL EEHEOFMRE L DHER
Table 4 Relation between ASR evaluation measures and indexing
evaluation measures

N(F)
Word Error Rate (WER) | 0.00
Weighted WER (WWER) | 0.09  0.20**
Keyword Error Rate (KER) | 0.14  0.37**
Weighted KER (WKER) | 0.20** 0.40**

N(x)
0.28%*

N(F): normalized F-measure
N(k): normalized k-value

**. significantly correlated (1%)

FA—F A TNRT A= (HEFARFILVT 1) 2 HOTE
FREBEZT, BECELICI0BYOFTHFIMER (51170
DEFDBER) LERL, HEZSTL .

ZITR, EEXHEOFMREL L CERILL/A-F#E
(N(F)) RU s fE (N(k)) 2BHWVTWwa. 20, N(F) RV
N(k) &, VAT LI LHEREMBHEEL ABOEE M
BETRLADDEEETS. $4bb, FHEICBVT, A
HOBECMERENS 112% 5 L ) ICERLEL T3,

BREERAIRYT. EADEX—T7—FB)ZE (WKER) #*
EETHBEEE L BLHBS B by b, —F, HER
D#E (WER) ¥ —7—Fi#h % (KER) & BEEHBKE
EDRBIZATECE S, HICERILFE (NF)) LOED
HEICIAEESEF RO 2 o/, TORKRIE, EADOEF—
7—F#&YE (WKER) »EERBOFEL FTRT 5012
WLTWAIEERLTVE,

4. BEEBOEHONIXY 75T a—
T4

BT, EADXF—7—-NEYE (WKER) LEEX
HMEOBEICHE»H DI LA RLA. AETIX, TOEALD
XU -FROFERMETHAEFLEFE (Fa-FT 1
FFEE) AREL, ARRFEVEEHHOBEREICH
ENHBILERT. LBEREFEE, XA XY A7 RME
(Minimum Bayes-Risk: MBR) #:Af [14] (20 < FF 2l
FETH .
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4.1 NAXY R BMEEFBROBR

HEtI R EERBII—EHIS, SO0 ANEFES X
PR L CHBETHIHEN W 2k 2702 L LTERIL
s, ThER (12) KRT.

W =argmax P(W'|X) (12)
W

NAXREBRICEDCL, EFEHIIRERR (6(X): X o
W) ERBTES. 22T, BERMEE (W,6(X)) = (W, W)
EThE, BEZBILTONAZXY) X7 B/AMLOBHA T
BRTE5[14).

5(X) =argmin Z (W, W') - P(W'|X) (13)
e

%8B, R (12) TREIN TV N L EFEREN 7 DL AL,
X (13) IKBWT 0/1 HEBREEAVIHELEMTHY, X
#4) ® (Sentence Error Rate) ¥ &/MtT5 70t ATH %
LWz B, BFETON—AT 4V EFERE AT LTIEIO
FaA-F AT FEXHNTVS,

RIZHERYE (WER) B/MEERZRUICOVTHRRS. B
EBRNRIFXAMREIIBIT AR/IMEEES (Levenshtein
distance) EFMTHY, KX (5) THEZLNEbDTHS. B
FERmhFERMEEEHNE LA, BEBEI(W,W) L
TIOHER)RZAVT IV EP@OLNRTEY, ZhE
TEBRICHED TR T & [14][15]. Thix L RBFFETIE,
EECHEMEOLEL BML L -EFAMET I, BEE
T OHBE L RO ABEIKED > B FERBOFMERETH
5 [BEADEX—7—F#&VWE (WKER)| DB/MLEEZ 5.
Thbbh, BELAO2EXF—T7—-FERIFCED CHREBEHREANA
LTUTOR (14) TEFZH#LTERLT 5.

§(X) =argmin »_ WKER(W,W') - P(W'|X) (14)
w W

CIT, ELDEHEFE PWIX) B4 XHICEDY

P(W', X)/P(X) Lt T&, 4580 P(X) iRX&tko /Mt

BT RIZE VO, X (14) RO L IERTES.

5(X) =argmin Z WKER(W,W') - P(W', X) (15)
w W

SO [14) TEMHESFRSNTVE LI, ATITER
D= DDINTA—5 N BEATDHILICELD, RERINIK
AN RD L HICFRRABTES.

5(X) =argmin 3" WKER(W,W') - P(W', X)¥  (16)
W

BB, TA-T A SBICREL BET W R EERD 50
HEETH 2720, KFETIE, FTFRN-AF5(4  DEFIHF
BN LD N-best ) A b EAEKL, RICEK SN 72 N-best ) A
FDVRAT) T %ITHTET, "NAX) AV B/MET a—
FAUTETD

#5 EADE¥—7-F#EYVE (WKER) BMLFI—F 127D
#E
Table 5 Result of WKER minimization decoding

Key sentence indexing
WKER (%) | accuracy (F-measure)

ID 1-best— MBR 1-best— MBR
A04MO0123 | 42.19 — 42.20 0.555 — 0.535
A04MOI121 | 41.19 — 41.16 0.482 — 0.498
A04MO0051 [ 9.38 — 8.85 0.630 — 0.630
A01MO0056 | 10.66 — 9.73 0.529 — 0.532
A01MO0035 | 41.90 — 40.67 0.533 — 0.526
A01MO0007 | 8.91 — 8.76 0.600 — 0.600
A01MO110 || 35.15 — 35.19 0.629 — 0.629
A01MO0141 | 26.31 — 26.39 0.508 — 0.484
A01MO137 || 43.56 — 42.93 0.537 — 0.545
AO01MO0074 || 34.47 — 33.89 0.508 — 0.522
A01MO0097 | 4.09 — 3.15 0.547 — 0.533
A03MO112 | 15.90 — 14.95 0.506 — 0.507
A03MO0016 || 38.03 — 36.99 0.564 — 0.551
A03MO156 || 39.76 — 38.11 0.446 — 0.452
A03MO0106 || 53.64 — 52.60 0.485 — 0.479
A05MO0011 | 49.83 — 49.39 0.558 — 0.585
A05MO0031 || 22.57 — 22.48 0.621 — 0.639
Average | 25.57 — 24.96 0.545 — 0.548

£6 BAOEFDRFEOLEK
Table 6 Comparison of decoding methods

key sentence indexing

minimization target | WER | WKER | accuracy (F-measure)

WER 25.69 | 25.00 0.545
WKER 26.10 | 24.96 0.548
baseline 25.94 | 25.57 0.545

4.2 ERBER

FAMEy b (FSERLTHE) PHVT, ¥-TU—-FR&
WEREAMETI—7 17 (N-best ) A7) 7)) RUZFR
KESCEEMBEOERY To7:. RFETIE, BFEI LIS
N-best ) A} (N =1000) %2 4%KL TEBRZTo7. Y R2
TVUTNRG A= NI TFRERCEDE 18 ICEEL

REWLELRDEXF -7 —FRIVER/MLFI—F 1270
MRETRT. REFHEICLY, BEADEF T FERYE)
25.57%7% 5 24.96% - K E Sh, REFEIEDIHEIEL TV
BT b ol

RK6IIZ, EADEF—U-—FBRYVKFMEFa—F 1
7 (REFE) LEBRVERMLTI-F 1 v V2RV
EOEFZBBERVEEHMEEELRYT. EL0&5F—
T—FEYERMETI-F A I ERVIEEIR, EAOE
Fo—U-—FRIEOHFIIL bAV, EETHMBHE (FE)
b 0.548 ICBESN . —F, BEBRYERMLTI—-T 1~
TERAVWSEL, BERVFOWEFEIRONLA, EELH
HEEOYEIRON 2 h o7z, TOZ LI, HEIODOF—
T—FIZESCEETMBICHL T, REFETHIERDE
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F——FEYVRBE/MLFa—-F 1 v IDREHTHBI L ER
LTWw5,

5. b K

BERLEDOFN ALV ZBRELAVELEESFOSFERL
BoE L EFRBOFMREL ZBFEOVWTHELT-
2. ¥, BRAHBOEAOFERE L EETHH O FMRE
L DORRE RN, EEXHRBICEEOKREVEEICERRED
BRIl EDCERAEMHG L [BEADEF—T—FEIK] P,
EEHHOBELHEITREVI L 2HELL. KRIZ, 20
BEAOZF -7 FBRYVFEEZRMLTI7I—7 1 v 7 Fik%
RE - FHL, FH2iTo%. RRLALEADEF-—T-FH
DVEBMLT I =T 4 27, F—T—FICEDEETHH
(BFER) RIS H L ERL.

A%iX, VRaT7) Y TBOBADEBIRES, BADY X
ATV T FEORE - BT To TV FETHS.
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