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Abstract: This paper addresses automatic speech recognition (ASR) for multilingual audio contents. Con-
ventionally, ASR has been performed independently, namely, language by language, although multilingual
speech, which consists of utterances in several languages representing identical meaning, is available. We
previously proposed a bilingual ASR framework based on statistical ASR and machine translation in which
bilingual ASR is performed simultaneously and complementarily. In this simultaneous recognition frame-
work, ASR systems use not only acoustic and language model scores but also a translation model (TM)
score. In this study, we investigate a suitable TM modeling and an efficient calculation method of TM scores.
We compared several TM models, which are trained with matched /unmatched domain corpus, and TM score
calculation methods. We confirmed the effectiveness of IBM model-1, model-2 and model-3 based TMs and
the significance of TM training with large amount of matched domain corpus. We significantly reduced
processing time for TM score calculation without any degradation of ASR accuracy.

Keywords: automatic speech recognition, multilingual audio processing, translation model, fast calculation
algorithm
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HH L ZOEROBEIEFPFHTES) L FHETSH
CIEHRL, EFERBROSKBEAEZHNELT, Z0L)
B D ATIE T % Rt B MENER 0 € 7V & v T AR
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I LEEOH EERAL DD TH S, FFERIAALT
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T A 720 OFTEMOBEMEIEE 7V (Translation Model;
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B S DI 5. FETRRMEIROIE 2], [3] R H#IER
FREOWIFE [4] T4 O TM PSRE SN TV 525, £5
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Fig. 1 Overview of bilingual speech recognition framework.
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LEED.
J = argmax P(J|X,Y) (1)
J

AL 21T &, UToXpfHons [1].
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J
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T W ) BE e KL 25E THF 2R % 17 > T N-best
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(2) *FREFEFF A P& TM ZH TR (3) 12D T
N-best D) A3 7 %479 . ZOWFEIIBNT, FHr D
TMBEFTFaA—=F 4 27T NT) XLDILEEIT) .
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i a=60% ZIIAREROFHT— 4 (3.1 HiZH) 124

THEF R ENRRE R AL L7z, vy X RICEEY

FT1EL, SIEEEET— 2 D—#%HWTTM (IBM €5

W 3) AR L-EFREREIT, BUVRREREES SO N

TABIZERE L7,

3.1 FHMET—%

T — 2 2R 1 ISRT. ZHULBATIIZE [1] & Rk
REi T — % ThH A, HAFET FA L& 2D E 7 5 HFE
7 ¥ A M, [The NEWS HOUR V) 2= 7] [5], [6] #*
BEIR SN BT OHFERAS 60 LT Db 0 50 X7 (JE
Sa-AFFEOEIREIL EZOMR ; BUA, BE, HE
DRALY) THAD (1], BRGFEF, HAENGEGSS S
Y% 50 L& FiA LT 7= (G250 %55) TH 5.

3.2 X=X BEBEB AT L

KWFFEClE, BT v ¥~ Julius rev.3.4.2[7] & ATR %
BEEE ST — I R—ADLFE LT/ 74 Y HFHET
WV, FMEFE T 0o LTSIV (Ui & HEE
3-gram E7NV) ZHVCTEFBRHK T AT L2 L7,
ARERTE 74 v 2MATHHMIL, 1) RERRY A7
WBIFANIA 74 v ETFTVERMB LS HRETIIW D
JER R D5 1A T OREREERAH 95% L < 1], T™M %
HAVERIREEZHSICAETE R VD, 2) EBROSHES
Za— A0 LEEGHE O (8], [9] TIEAED S A2
(FiA LG TR T—RIIBEDIMRL, Ky 2
JTE) T A YETNE AN EHEE Y AT LDERD

®1 FHliT—%
Table 1 Evaluation data.
FF A b HAGE, 3EEE& 50 3L
HEEE 711 (HAFE), 476 (JEE)
Fe 5% (AARGERGERSE) OTFA b
w1 (Bt 250 583%)

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

WLEEORMDO Y A7 LiinweEZLN, EELWnEE
RBIZOTH 5.

3.3 BREFINEFZEF—4
3.3.1 BERREFIODFEETF—4

TM D8 57— %121, ATR-SLDB &&i#E 85 X U
T — ¥ X—Z[10], [11] (&5F) &0 A ¥ — HHERLFAHIHR
I—8A [12] (FE%) & HIEHERIEIIEM T 75 [12]
o) o 3HEEr V. —E2R 28T, B, %
B — 41213130100 HFELLTOXLOAZERH L7-*2, %
72, FET -y WO WBUEE 2 LT O BRI R MGEHE
UNK & L CHEE 2T, TAMNT—F FORAGEICIES
? UNK D% 5.2 7.
3.3.2 BIEREF I

RIF7ECTIE, TM & LCTIBM €7V 3[13] #$RH L 7.
RKEAZIZBWTTM ICEEFNLDIE, WROSFEITHIE
TOHENHAEEIENTM A7 25252 ThH
H. 7282 [@)ILADCAEFTEFo>TnSE] Lo
AREEFFH IR T 5 FERFHFE I “car” DMFIET 5 & Z 12
RS [KADPE TR ->TWD | I L TEWAIT 4,
“come” WAFFET A L ST [ KA L T TR T
WL ITHLTEWAIT 25252 8THE. 51,
FFRICKHIE T 2 HEEDSHAE L e WG, 728 21 TRA
2] o [25] 1SS T 5 HES WG, B, difsp
DHFEFHRBOHFEIAILT 286, 728 21E, “wait” 2%
[Hfo T WA | I TAEAICLBETICE VAT %5
ZAHZEDRDENL, FEIEDO AR ZIZDOWTIE, K
FRRICBWTHiA DET MU RESNTE Y, HMELE
TVHHFET A, HED L) BEFET OMMEIER T30y
ICEETHL DD, LEihEH OFEERERIZIE, FEHA
NWEZIZOWTIRESRETFT VT b ELONE., &
D& HHEE»L, IS5 a3 TM & LTIBM €7
V3 &AL, IBM EFV 3 OFMIC oW TIERE: %
THkRB. B, KX T, LVEHEEFVTL 5
PEBET LD IBM E7)V 1 L IBM £V 2 il
95, IBMETINVL, 2BLU3OENIIOWVWTIE 5 ET
FEL (IR,

XIZ, IBM ETFI 3 IZOWTiHRRS, FIRREF VI, JHS

x®2 TM¥ET—%
Table 2 Training data for TMs.

TM 25— 5 o HERE gt A X
H B H *

(1) &5k 63k | 567k | 484k

(2) L& 56k | 1.6M | 1.3M | 37k | 34k

(3) #ri 179k | 5.3M | 4.9M

2 REBRTHWASE Y —VIEF 7 4V b TIE 101 HEEL Fosr
(G RAARVAL O
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| borrow a book

watashi ha hon wo kari masu

M2 7944k A= (10402 2) OFl
Fig. 2 Example of alignment: A= (1040 2 2).

FEOHGEY E L HIEFEOHEEY J OxIGA a7 P(J|E)
#525FEFNVTHA. IBMEFILVTIE, ELJDT T
A A (BEEIR) A%z, P(J|E) 3_XCOT 74
AV MY BT &R P(J,AE) Of1E LTK (4)
THET.

P(J|E) = P(J. AlE) (4)
A

JASREHGE L HREHFED 151 1 7213 1 3£ 03 L
WEZGNWIEETDHE, TIAAY MIAWNSEDOHGE
Bo2BERETHRI PVAELTETIENTES.,
A0 i FHOES A, Offld, HWSFED i F HOHEI N
LTV REHEOHEFIMORERTTHL. Thbb
HEEHO i HHOHFEDPHESFFEO j HFHISFIG L Twie
L&, A= kb, b, BEEHISHIET 5 HES R
BAIEY I —HEENULL I LTwb e L, A, =0¢
Th, TIAAYFA=(104022) OFI%E 2 |Z7RT.

IBM €7V 3 CTld, X (4) 25tHT 2720 TOET
VeHwa.

Fertility model

Fertility model (&, JSEDHIE E; 25 ¢; O HI S35
D HFEIZIIET % B n(¢|E;) % 52 AETNVCTH 5.
Fertility model 2 27 F, 133 (5) TIN5,

F, = Hn(¢Z|EZ) (5)

NULL generation model

HISREIIE DT 2 REESFEOHFESAE L B WIGE,
JHEREIC NULL 24 A L, NULL & HWSREO HAED
GO 5N TWDH E# 2 4. NULL Generation model I3,
& B HFEDHRIZ NULL A SN DR Pyyrr 525
ET NV TdH%. NULL Generation model A 27 N, 125
(6) TEINDL., m IESHEOHERTH L. d, Kbt
72Tl Pyyrr, =0.02 & L7,

Ny = Pyprp® - (1 — PNULL>m7¢0 (6)

Lexicon model

Lexicon model &, R SFEDOHEE EFx, DHWSFEDHEE J;
IR S N D BIAREESR t(J;|Ea,) 2525 ETVTH 5.
Lexicon model A 27 Ly 133 (7) THEN 5.

Q:IIMLW&) (7)
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Distortion model
Distortion model I3, HEEE u DR FFED j & H OHEEDS,
"%ﬁvm@améﬁmiﬁau@@¢%%$d<,‘)

b )

G52 5ETNVCTHAH. 72721, [NULL] I3ESETOFE
HiZhHbETDH, HLTIAAY NARGzENZEEZD
Distortion model A 17 D, 1, B#FH LY j=A, THDHD
<, L (8) THENS.

p.=]J« ( — ) (8)

IBMEFTILV3ITIE, 794 A APz EE
OIIGE P(J,A|E) 3RD L) ISRHH SIS,

P(J,A|E) = Fs- Ny L - Dy 9)
AKEFFETIX, TM OB GIZA++[3] Z V5.

4. FEFEZERHBICH T 2MMERBBERKEET IV
J1) X L

BHETEO RS F RIS B T 2 SO G Bk
I SEDOHEREFEATLTVNITY XL, $hbbya—
TAYTTNIT) XLV THERIT). ZDLIRT
VT X BTN T B - FAE S MBI A S T HT
EAYT B BRI, HRET 5 SHEORMEH (7%
A N) LMEFEORREM (FFA M) BOTM A3 70
BILREORPEHHE & ZDRRIZOVTIERD.,

4.1 BERETFNLZAIT7OEMEIEFE

FEEROHGEY E, HRHEOHGEZ J L LzL &,
IBM E7WVICED CFIRA 2 7RME T, X 4) 1IRT &
BY, $XCOWTRERT T4 A M AT LT P(J,A|E)
RROTEOME L ALENDH L. FSiEHE L HWEY
FED L1 F23 1S OIS LAE R BVEEL, BHE
FEAYu HEE, HWSHED v HEEN O 2556123 (u+1)°
WYODT TARXAY MPFEET D, TOZLITHEFOES
W&o TREMICHHEESHENT 22 L 2R LTwA. K
WFZEClX, TM A3 7 2% =RIICEH T 5 HEaRET 5.
4.1.1 #ETHIRSREIERICH I B BERET IR I T7EHE
FETRURRMEIRIE, HEEY) J 52 ohizk Zi1C, Fifk
MR P(E|J) ke T A E 2 Ao pMMEE L
<, X (10) TEAfLE B,

E = argmax P(E|J) (10)
E

P(E|J) 34 X% W< P(J|E)P(E)/P(J) L&) 5.
GrBE P(J) 135X (10) DAL O R A EEEE 52 %\ 20
BT A EHTE, X (10) 13X (1) IKEETE .

E = argmax P(J|E)P(E) (11)

IBM €7V & HWga1E, X 4) 2 CALT, DTo
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(NULL) I borrow a book
L 0 7.25% 1073 0 0 1.25 % 104
B 247 %1071 | 1.24% 1072 0 0 1.07 %1073
EN 0 0 1.3%10°° 0 1.19 %1072
% 3.07 % 10~ 0 0 2.02 % 1074 0
0 0 0 1.40 % 1073 0 0
ESc 0 0 1.07 %1073 0 3.14 %102

3 15 M DBl
Fig. 3 Example of matrix M.

E AN OEZOMEIIFEREDOHETIAZ C, FP DLV R T b L) B0 LTVE.

XM L& HIR

E = argmax P(E) Y _ P(J, A|E) (12)
E A
EBITE, S5ICMERAMTE X #2722 (13) <
MEE LT, EHI N5 [14], [15], [16], [17].

E = argmax P(E) - max P(J,A|E) (13)
E

FlEE 2D P(J, A|E) %Kk 5 Z L IZB LTI, ABF7E
EFRLTH%. IBMETFV 1 L 2 WAt max P(J, A|E)
1RO THRETROSN W20, R TIZ0H7
TA XY MEREY, ZIhO—HOHERNILEE AN &
BORED AL EOHMATCOREREYTT® L) [15] %,
W7 74X PHLRAL, k#k B & AZKCHIZH
DR LR Z T30 258 (16], [17] % EPFRM ST
B, M7 T4 XY M, 72E2IE, EORHEEIXFOH
FEORERFERDRAD JHOBFEIIE L TWwA E R L
THERT 5. %8B, BMEIERTIE P(J,AlE) O K%k
WHILNERHANTHY, Y P(JAE) xkobZk

RLOEPEHE wa:zu:.‘

4.1.2 REEUFE

KT, RFFETRETAIBM ETIVIDOAIT
> P(J,A[E) DEWEET LT XLIZDWTHARD,
A

(1) BWSHEX B, FEEX J OHGERE 2 enT L F
DEEL, vx (u+ )T M 2Eh. 72720, —3
EDFNZ0FEET 5.

(2) 475 M DK ZFH M;; Dl Lexicon model A 27 &
Distortion model 2 3 7 OF&, t(J;|E;) x d (j ZL v)
AT 5. o

(3) BATIZOE XU THWEEE 1 DFENT 5. Bk L
D, STHIAITHR0ICELHRNT T4 A M A%#E
PRI LT EITHYT 5.

(4) (3) THRONIEFZOWZ KD, AITHIET 5 Fertility
model A2 27 B & ¥ NULL generation model A 27
EOfEE LY, P(JAE) LT 5.

(5) (3)IZRY, oA TRWERDOM (TF74 X2 1)
TEIRT D, SR TIE, RED.
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(6)(4) TRKEF- 7T RTOMHE P(J,AE) D% &Y,
P(JIE) £ ¥ %

JFEFESC “I borrow a book” & HWSFEL [FITARZfE
DET] 2BNCEVFHT L. INED2H47H M %A
TLERB3DEHIHE. K3 DX IATHI M OEFED
% IIMED 0 £ B 7280, WEERT T4 AL b (u+1)" ¥
NCEFHETHLEE R, FHEEE2 KRICHIRTE 5.

COFHETICELTEANTL VO THNE, $T
DU R MATDOMEROINL, BITIZOVWTHIZ L > TZF
NHOMEROMT L. LAL, A7 v 7 (4) TRT L&
B, Fertility model A 27 & NULL Generation model
AATIEAZPRDIZOLIZRELIZD, TNHLORAT %,
BHENATHI M ICFFATE T, ZOFET VT X L1diH
HTE%Ww,

COL)BRERICEDE, KBFFETIIATY M OFHERE
M BIE THRES, o %A L CEBPGEHE%4T) 2 & T,
AR OMMEE 5. BARMICIE, BlEEoT7ra) X
L0 (2) DB, DWTOFELENT 5.
mi)ﬁifmﬁkﬁn?xMﬁ%ﬁbé.
(2.2) 70 l2BVT, FHEHE M;; (j=0,---) ITHFLT

DT %479 5.
M;; =0 if log M;; — logmjaXMij <THRES,
(14)

728 218, THRES, = -2 E%ETH L, K3 OFITIZ
2ATHIZ O W TR AAEIX Moy = 2471071 TH B 7250
My, =0 L R SNTEE»SBP NS, FRkIC34THIC
DVWTD My =0, RAesNhs, Z0XHi, FI5EENH
WAELNS.

S 512, MR S P(J, A|E) O % ek A
ITICEESWRZ DL ETH D, EBICIZ, F, & N, DFIE
HbULETH LA, RWfIETIX, Ly & D, 257525175 M
DEATORNEER ZNEIERT LI L TRl T 74 R
YMAGRERLAER L, EiET 5. B, ZHUEER
FE (2.2) 1I2BWTC, THRES, =0 &34 2L TEHT
&5,

KFEFL, WHIT IA4 A FEERL, ZIHh5—HD
HEEd o e ANBEZ LSO fi7-%T7 94 2 v M &EHE L T
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WA BT, HETOEMEIR TOR a TEE LR L TH S,
72720, WEMREMEIER T, RBERTIA A M EFD
LEDRAATEROLOPHNTH B7-0, AATHFD
LHENDOHED ANEZ (TI4 XY bOVEK) & %D
IABTIARAY N TCOAATEHERRITLIET S, K
e Tix, > P(J,AE) DL, $%bb, MHT I 14X
Y I OMERFIREERG L, BEATTH Y, P(J,AE) D
e LD HIE L TWA, Z0720, IWETHEIR

HAERASN TV IR TRELT T4 A b@&%@x:
TEDENEWRTATTHH-TH, BEAITAOEG)
BEIBRLDTHNIFEZIT)I L) FTHEELR->TWAE,

4.2 BREFNZIT7OERYETEDTIR

T™ 227 OEPFHEOR R ZMAL 72, BRI
PRI E R L7 HARGE G A adik o BT, fis o
THRES, ¢ &M\, aHRERE & HARRE S AR O
DERERR. 22T, T EILRL AL D
—HTEH57—% (E202)iH) THTHFELLETM
(%%%4f:ﬁ$%&& Wik 15k) &, KR&EWH A XD

7 (F£20 (1), (2), B)TXRT) #HOTHEELL:
TM( Tt 4 A L HARGE 37k, #5E 34k) o 2 HiH %
w7z,

WEasE 4 X 5 1R Y. M4 Ot THRES, .,
DM 1 RS20 O TM 2 2 7EHEREH (B), 4
OHEIHMSE 1 HEDH 2V O TM A a7 %% LT
W5, FETF— 5 BLOERY A AHRKENTM DI H°
TM A2 7HEn s, BXOR L THRES, Th->T
DL VFIENEMAELEE T L D005, T2, TM O
YA X2 hrbod, BPEHEEZIT) 2L TAaTEER
MzEHETELLOD, TM AT T7HETT 2 L0505 h
%. ¥FICTHRES, o 75 —0.5 £ ) b k&wk 2 ATIE, 5
BRMIZITIEALEDLL VWL OD, TM 227 DETE
BV RKENWT EWG0nD

B 5 OREENE THRES, ¢, 7EOHtHNE 1 531H 720 D
TM A a 7EHERE (B), A O3 & a2mkik R o ek

18 34
14 log TM score / 35
\w size ‘S:I =37k, E-34k))
_ 12 3.6 E
£ Tog TM sco A}
g voub flze (J 13k, E=15k))
£ 8 3.8 g
$ ®
3 6 . 39 §
8 s
4 — 4 F
calculation time
(TM vocab. size (J =13k, E=15k))
2 calculation fime 4
< (TM vocab. size (J =37k, E=34k))
0 ; - - 42
©09 -08 07 -06 -05 04 -03 02 01 0
THRES o

4 TM Aa7RIHERHEE 1 BFEH) OB TM 237

Fig. 4 Times for TM score calculation and averaged TM scores.
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0% (WER; word error rate) %3 L CTW5h, JiBEH
THOW WA OHARGEG AR (R—2A7 1) DR
(WER) 13 12.58%CTdH-7:. TM A3 7 EKIZZA 2 T7HE
TN T A =% THRESo \Z32 %2755 D0, 3R
T (TM) W E R TIEZ0REIIRE %],
WER I, BLZ11.8%05 12.0%DH, BLZ
10.4%5 5 10.8%DBIZINE > THE Y, TM %W 55 5H
BHALND, ¥:12, K& THRES, %52 & TR
WA AR 7 F FERMEREB O KIE R EiEDSTTRECTH 5 2
EDGH B, RFELIZTM A2 7 OEPEFHEREICED,
AHBEERECETEEL I LR EE X P E2EIET
EB Db, THRES,q % —0.5 LLEICERE L7128
H121E, TM OFEEY A X2 & A EHEER OB Ko
INELHZ 6N Z DA, BB, TM A7 HEE
WP Z T O IR E RO & ) T 56 (THRES, o
%@@&<¢é<%ﬁﬁé%a>i,ﬁéa%uiﬁ,
ME%%U$?&L10«u+U% DFMEIA bR LEL
L, XBEWHAICHEN LM TEHETE 2w, EBIC
ﬁ&xafiﬁ@ﬁﬁfféﬁﬁ#ﬁb%&#ot
K2, TOEETED TM 2 2 7EMERF & WER ©
BTz, BARIIZIE, BIWEFED 1 XH720 125 %
NABERIZL>T420 7 V=I5 L7: (R 3).
T, £20(1), (2), B)ITRTEAVTFELL
TM GEFcd A X . HAEE 37k, 35 34k) 272, #E3
X6 X 7 IR, M6 TlE, BAS THRES,.,
WhASTM 2 2 7EHEIR (B)) THhs. K7 TIE, BEss

16 128
& WER wio English information (baseline) | 456
14 124
WER w/ English information 122
(TM vocab. size (J =13k, E=15k)) |
12 ¥y 12
N -r\/\/\/\ 18
3 .
210 116
® \ 1114 8
£s 12 &
5 WER w/ English information {11
- (TM vocab. size (J =37k, E=34k)) 108
% \ 1 106
4 calculation ime 104
(TM vocab. size (J =13k, E=15k)) 1 102
2 rd calculation time 10
& (TMvocab. size (J =37k, E=34k)) | 9.8
0 r : e . . . . 9.6

-09 -08 -07 -06 -05 -04 -03 -02 01 0
THRES rel

5 TM A2 7 FlHRR & 35 5 FURkA e
Fig. 5 Times for TM score calculation and speech recognition

performances.

*® 3 AT — 7 O0A (HRSHLOHRERI L)
Table 3 Evaluation data distribution (Number of words in

target language sentence).

1 XH7zh) OHGE |
1-10 75
11-15 85
16-20 55
21-30 35
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18 \
16
14 ¢
E 12 21-30 words (sentence length)
(2}
to \ <
£ 10
S
(=]
§ 8 - \ \
B 6
8
. 14-15
2 -
1-10
0 T——
-09 08 07 -06 -05 -04 -03 -02 -01 0
THRES rel

6 WOREITLD TM A2 7EHHEEEEFHARE
Fig. 6 Times for TM score calculation for each length group.

14
1-30 words (sentence length
N /\Z>¥gt)f"
12
£ 11-15 -~
Z 11 4
wi
3
10 ;'10
S
9
8 T T T T T T T T |
09 -08 -07 -06 -05 -04 -03 -02 01 O

THRES rel
7T XORESZTEO TM A3 7ML Hralakki gt
Fig. 7 Approximations of TM score and speech recognition

performances for each length group.

THRES, ., 75 ai#kkiE (WER) Thb. 77
7 EOBTE, BWSED 1 LICEINLHEOHERL
TWwh, M6 251, THRES, % —0.5 Ml EIZRRE L
WAL, TM A2 7EHEREMIZOWT, XoEE (B
SROHGER) T BRENIILEALELRWZ EN 0D,

THRES,.; % —0.5 £ ICE&E LS EI101E, ASn
THRES, ., ®HWADIZE 7o T, EVWIZBWTLD
% OFERMPLETH L EWenb. —F, M7 H
5lx, KEWTHRES, o %\ CTWE e %47 - 72
ELTH WER DRELIRIEAONL N EWGH 5.
IO LIF, IR—ETHTM A 27 O WEHE L
DES (i) CRBEL27, I, RUIHLT
HTHHILERL TS, THRES, o # —0.5 75 0
DRICHEE L CGEUETRE 21T 2L T, BHAROBEL
BFXE2I L%, TM A2 7GR O & #L AT fg
ThHHIEERLT.

FTRTCOFFR Ty TEH L TM 2L &2, B
WRWE Z R TEFRBOBES ELFEE 8 12
AT, “How”, “change” ICX->T [Z2H9FEVTWS ] %
[E9ZEZ TV ITBIETETWAEZ LR, “room” |2
Lo CRFERERE [Tl & [t 220805 4]
EEIRTETVWEZENghD,. B9 ICITHEEMET LA
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(57 N
B EIXZ D L) RIRRE L) EZTHLDTL LI »
(*#R “How would this change that”)

YRBEW A L

HHFEE X Z0 L) RN ) FENTVWDLDOTL )2
WERTEwRD 1
\_ B E X 20 L) RIRNESIEATWLKDTL &9 2

/
(s A
ZNTIIEHITHFGERAMNAL D o L WEE 2 75 4
3HBHDTL L9 P
(XFR “And is there room for Congress to still step in

and do more itself”)

PRRTEH A L
ZNTIEH S SISHIFHESHPNAL S o LEWEE 2155 TH
WFHHETL &9
YEHHRD D
ZNTIEH S HITHEIBESDBNAL D o LIIEE 2 1E 2 it
\_ EH->7=DOTL & 9HH» /

8 FEEHTEHE 7z HARRE S A Rk X 2 G L) bl
Fig. 8 Successful examples of Japanese speech recognition with

English information.

(s N
L LAEES TITRERIZEDNATLI I L
(4R “But it’s already been used on food this year”)

PEREE A L

LA LAEETCIBREICbI T LEnE L
PEEEIRD 1
L2 LA T TIOREDIEDbNTLENETH

N J
- \

78

B

ZODLITH L IFHFHEEISET A ETL LY
(KFER “After that we will get to remedy”)

PeREEH A Lo
ZODOHIR T HITHFEEIET A2 ETL LD
PEEERD 1
\_ ZODOLIHHIHFIEEICETEHIETL &) Y,

9 FEFEHHE 7z HARRE S ARk IC X B RS 6
Fig. 9 Unsuccessful examples of Japanese speech recognition

with English information.

BlzRs. EoflTiE, “But” & [ Lw)igik
HoEAFF NI ERBLEZ LN, T
DBITIE, LFEI%E “get” PEEEHICH Y, [~~~z &
Do) EVIERD [ETL] L0d [~35] 23R
ENEEZOND., ZOX) BEEEIIONTIE, ¥
F— Y EPRNE L TWAIREEDZEZ NS,
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12.6 ] < WER w/o English information (baseline)

12 ~*0%WERinEnglish
l - =m10%WERinEnglish
16— 20% WER in English
3 l =#30%WERinEnglish
g 112 " \WERs w/_English information
v

9.6 T T T T )

-09 -08 -07 -06 -05 -04 -03 -02 -01 O
THRES rel

10 SEFRTERBEHICEAD 2 ET & 20 TM A 2 7l & FUakAS R

Fig. 10 Approximations of TM score calculation and speech

recognition with imperfect information in other lan-

guage (English).

4.3 BFRREF IV IT7OELUEEICSE 1T 2 3ERIEHRDER
W DRE

R, xRS RE AW HARESERRICBWT,
JFUEBHRICEE D BEETNL5E60, TM A a7 ORMiEHE
DEMER AL L 72, BRI, SFROTEFET F A b
D—EHOHFEZHIFR E 72 SR HEEEICER L, ARAFEL S
WHEEZ AT S 2 & T, R 2 EOREET ¥ A b
(BN 72 5 TR ARRRAS R IS Y T 2 BT F A ) AR
L, TNzl THARE SRR LT o 72, WRIEREOR
D OEE (WER) 38 X% 10%, 20%, 30%& 7% 5 & )%
gL,

A2 10 IRT. 22T, TRTOFEEF—7 0
SFEELETM ZHWTWDS, 0 % &t fsiEms
VTS, dAREFEEFRE A VEE (R=Z2AF 1 V)
ICHART, HTHRMBELSETELIE»Gh b, R
PFFEORY (A 0%, 10%, 20%, 30%) (&, HAGEH
PRI IR E L CTHW AR D 1I2BWT, BTk
EL VWS EDRSDL. E5IC, WRBRICEYIETN
TWABAED AT 7 HEMEIEIZ X B HAREGHRBRADOY
BIREL L, HRBRICGEVPEEFN TR WEED
WRELERETH LI NG o7z, IN6DZ &,
FFEORMEEZRL TN,

5. BRREFIEFE

RKIZ, TM DETMEFEORE 2T o 72, £EEE~
DOFEEFEFRICBITA TM & LT, Al F TIZIBM
EFNVIEMVTEL[]. 2MiF 332 HTHERLE
B, ZESEEFORBEBRIIBVTTIMICOZEINLD
X, FEEZ BT ) RICE TSI T 2 HEEN D 2556107
WTM A7 %5 2528, BEO1WEOHETIE &t
JBHEEDS 2 WISEEICD WY AT R 5252 L TH LT
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HTHbH. 72721, IBM ETN 3 13dh LEEEMRET IV
Thh, ZEEEFOMIEHICE > TOTMIZ L) #5
BETNVTH TR RESH L. 20 L) mETIVETE
FOWMEHLIINE TTHHITbIL TR, Led> TK
TECIE, IBMEFNV L, EFIV2, EFN3DLBELT).

% IBM E 7V [13] DR % LT IR T,

e IBME7 V1 P(J, AlE)##Z, Lexicon model (Hi
SEOFRMERT T I)V) &, ¥J—7 Distortion model (7§
RTOHFEOFEIEANE: 2 O (Distortion model
AAT) REHRETDETIN) RHVDETV

e IBM E7)V 2 P(J, AlE) 552, Lexicon model
&, HERDOFEMANE 2 R % F R $ % Distortion
model 3% W5 E 7). ET)V 1 & Distortion model
DA D .

e IBM E7)V 3 P(J,AlE) #tHFIZ, Lexicon model,
Distortion model, NULL Generation model, Fertility
model x HHWAET I, ETFTIV 1, ETIV2 LIRS
&, NULL Generation model G&FERAx e d 2 HEE
DIETE L 2 \WHS4) & Fertility model (1 %% D Hizh
WIE) FEEBLTWDLEPRLD.

%B, IBMETFIV1EETIV2 TR, ESHELOESE
HUWSEOXLDOESTRKELM e xERBTLLEDND 5.
BHARMIZIE P(J,AIE) DA 3 TRIMEREZ € 23 U5 LED
HAHEY, REBRTIIH W 1 ERR2T). I, eld
J & EDREEShiUIERE LD, RERTIEINB) D6
TRMTEAHLEZLTOTHA.

5.1 TM EFIVEFEDHE

TM OFEFHOENIZ L B EEIIOWTRA L7, EfEZR
WD 72012 TM OFERIZTRTOT— ¥ THELZZDLOD
& L7z (AARGE3Tk, ¥iE34k). 22 THHTM &l
EEIZBWT, X (3) DEEAL LT3 HETHRZT T +
VME (=6, =1, y=1, §=5) #Hwiz. Fi
X (14) OBME%* THRES, ., =0 & L7:. $2bb& TM
fpuwyﬁ%@mlAm)tﬁw%ﬁw,754xyb
AHEEZ 1NE Lz & (RedsaE) OfRE I,
RKAIZETM EH W E RO RET LD L, N—
ATA YT AT A, ThbLMOFEOERE A2 Wit
FDEFRBY AT LIZLE D WER X 12.58%TH 5. =
KL, WFRFF A E TM 2 VS5 8HR R%TF
) T, EOTM #HWTH WER OUEIESNS 2
EDGE D KFRIEHICERD 2 & F h VA (EREOHGE
SN 0%) T, OHEMAE TM THHIBMET L1 %
JAWZ4Th WER 286.1% (12.58%—11.81%) i3 &
iz, £#TM 2 W74 SRR T L/ 25,
IBM E7NV 3, 7NV 2, 7NV 1 DJEIZE - WER »3%

*3 5V 3 @ Distortion model & FHERWIZFHE U TH S, SiENX
7 O E A O E T IV, Alignment model EFRENS,
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]

® 4 SESHEFEECBTL TM 0T FVLTEOLE (0 AR
WER (%))
Table 4 Comparison of TM modelings in multilingual speech

recognition (WER (%) in Japanese speech recogni-

tion).
MFRBEFREO HFEIR ) %
T™ 0% 10% 20% 30%
IBM EF ) 1 11.81% | 11.87% | 11.81% | 11.93%
IBM EF )L 2 11.47% | 11.73% | 11.82% | 11.99%
IBM €7V 3 10.82% | 10.71% | 11.08% | 10.97%
%L (EFE#EOM) 12.58%

TM 87— 5 | &5k + iLH + #ik

x5 EHITLOTERHEEE (WER)

Table 5 Speech recognition performance for each speaker

(WER).
e | MERETARL | IERETVHY (IBM E7)V 3)
A 15.69% 13.87%
B 14.25% 11.82%
C 11.22% 7.97%
D 5.68% 4.40%
E 16.03% 16.01%
Ave. 12.58% 10.82%

¥ OFUGEE RO 2 L

bh7z. IBMEFL 3% TM & LTHWAZ LT, WER
D 14.0% (12.58%—>10.82%) DOLLFHEHMFH N7z, AR
IZRR D 2 E UL E (EFBOHEERD =, 10%, 20%, 30%)
THTRTHTM T WER O EHNE S, IBM EF)L 3
WL 2RV WER 25% 5 17z,

£ 515, IBMETFV 3 2fHLGE0&E 54)
AT 2GR FERIEGEEORED 2 L) 25 L b, §XT
DFEFEIH L TIRETHEICL ) HFFEAMERs M E LT
W5,
IBMEFLL, EFL2, EFL3ELTM ELTHR
THAHI Dy hol, RFEETIE, IBMETIV3ICZLAS
WERES RO RKE» 72, IBMEFNV 1 EETIV 2,
AENED ANE R ETIVOEMES IZOWTORRR L5, 1l
BEMVLESEEEHFERTIRELEIALON 5T,
CHZEiE, IBMETN3IPOFEEANEZ DAL S 51T
B LZZETVTH A IBM ET N 4 BLOETIL 513
7L SRERNE AR TIE, S5 KEN EES
SN W REEZ RB L TWwa, IBMEFIL 2 EEF
V3 DI 5, THEOKE AR SANIL T 5 HEEDS
WG L IS OHERICEER L CWAHThDLI L
o, TNLDEFIMLLSL SERE S EMICE > TH
BWChDHIEIRBINT. EREOEENEEZEETE
HEFN (722 71V —XFFRETI) L IBM EF)
4, EFIV 5 EED & IBM 7NV OB 21T\, #EL
T2ETNEHSPIZL T LESZERL 2.

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

£ 6 TM OFHT— 5 L LR
Table 6 Comparison of TMs trained by different training data.

TM 538 7 — % OffjE ™ WER
%L (ASR O&) %=L 12.58%
e 13.19%

L IBM-model3 | 11.65%
Al 10.62%
it + iLE 4+ Hi 10.82%

HORFRIGETMORRY 74 L

6. BRRETINDFERT —2DOZE

R, ARG ERBO7ZOD TM O5FE 7 — 5 1200
TORFEZ#ITo 7. BAMICIZ, FEF— ¥ LEiT— %
EDFAL v O—HEDORE, BIUOPET - DEDOR
BAREL, 0L AL, FREE SRR O Pl A
ZBWTIE fThN TV,

ZZTIR, E2IRT3O0FETFT—FE120F 7213
BEAEA T TM 058 217w, REi2iTo72. 2hb
D) BEFET =71, FHMliT—5 E RELERDL N ALV
DF—=FTHY, LHEF—¥ EHHET— 7 3T — 5 &
FLHHMEHEDO R AL U THLDBTFANT =7 A AN
KRELELZLIDOTH L. B, TMIZIIHETRD BV
WEFELN-IBM E7 0V 3 ZHW, FEREIZTRTO
TM CHE— L7z (HARE 37k HiE, 55 34k HiE).

INEDTM 2 WV THEFBERET o2/ RER 6 12
Y. 22TH, X (14) OBMEIZ THRES, ., =0T®»5%.
B DL WAL Y (KFF) OF—%TTM 258 L7254
X, TM 25 2L IZ L A EUEFGEON RN LA
Girotz. RAA YOt A7—% (i, #HH) ©TM
B LAE, TM 2 HWE Z L0 L o THEEWED
o, BFHT—F LV IFHMT - DIEIHT— 5
AADKEL, BHHTFT—FPoFH L TM ZHwh 2 L
BEOVENTHAEI DT E., TXTOT—F &[T
TM 2B L2 ZOFFRHMGERDE 6 O FERITRS
NTWD., AL U —HTDLT—512, FAAUHPERL
H7—% (&) MATHREE BN ERGHh b, 2
NoDZ L3, LEHEEFOFEIEEICIBNTH FAAL»
N—HTLEREDT—F TCTM 2FETALILPEETDH
HZlrRLTW5D,

7. BbVIC

4 SEEFE ORI BIT S, TM A2 TRHE O ®E
1k, TM ®E 7ML, B LU TM OFEF— 12OV THE
a7z, TM A a 7EHEOEHEICDRE LTV, HFH L
DUREE L OO E I A M FHIKTE L2 & E R LT,
TM & LT, IBMEFV1IHSEFN 3 T TTNTHER
ThoI e, KERTIE, IBMETILV3IZL) K
bEVIEEUENMG LN, EHIC, TMOFE -4 L
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T — % D R AL Y H—FH L7 KEDI—/XATTM %
FET LI OEEEEMEIEL.

KRIFFETIE, DO LOILD L NI FREEHE % F T
EEB e To7c. T2, BEEREEFICIIENRERIRD OL W
Ty RIS R ER LT - 2wz, Ak
(&, EBEORELSEES (FREBRER) & A7 FEREE
PRk Y AT LA O, B L OEEESEOR—HNEREHD
HEIS LA & 2220 < HEFRRROFHIi 2 47> T <
FETH 5.

BE AWFZEIXEMIIEE (21700210) OBhEL % 0 Thrb
NzbDTHhsh.
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