#3% FRFWE

Ag e AR PR TS 7 4 A Chen et al. 2004; 2005] + £ ¥ 4
BT R ATR Y AL ATE (MATBN) # Sje % 2 ¢h 3 3 K33 © B td
PIEA 3 ShamTi = 58 o

MRS R AR AW R Y E S PR AR g 5 A2 (Front-end
Processing) ~ %% #-%] (Acoustic Models) ~ # £ 2% * (Lexicon Construction) ~ 3% 3 #-73]

(Language Model) 1 % 3% % #H4F 3% (Tree-copy Search) & % i»

3.1.1 5 23 2

Ak SLR AR EE ¥ T i(Mel-frequency Cepstral Coefficients, MFCC) 1 2 £ B4
4 M #w) & 47 (Heteroscedastic Linear Discriminant Analysis, HLDA)%c * & * 4p (7 &
M i # (Maximum Likelihood Linear Transformation, MLLT)[Gopinath 1998; Saon et
al. 2000]% B 7 F cF | Fac S lice R ¢ o0 NP RS BT B S
FIRE AN EFIPE O RBIREF  Hm ML R TR ES L

Frfe £ B < AP R SR RS F R Pk -

3.1.2 &5 #73)
& uie 112/ &5 4 2 51121 %2 (INITIALs) » 38 % $5 (FINALs)% 11 #% 3
(Silence) = 151 Bt & % B £ & ;% § ¥ % #3](Continuous Density Hidden Markov

,T/PQ@A’

b

(‘p’ [3
I
gk

\rn'.

>
h
o

Models, CDHMMs) o & B3] ek i 3 3261 2 & > & Bk |

5\

HY ZBFLRELGHBHEA S LITI28BF 5 o ptob > Ft B2 fofp 2 X 0 8
=403 7 e ek A § & (Base Syllables) °
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3.1.3 @ a2 2 2 3F 3 HAIDI MR
AEAATR Y Al AR R 3RS - B F oI FWHAF SR
FEORETE 0 R L F W AEAY AT EE g it eht N A A ATehif &

(Compound Words) o #73 4F & 317 38 Plde™ #3034 P @ L Ap Al ened B3P

(W, w;) » & &35 v g B (Forward Bigram) % & Po(w; [w;) &2 (& i

(Backward Bigram)# 5 P, (w; [w;) » # r % {$ it (Forward and Backward Bigrams)

b

s

4

<o R H B F i5(Geometric Average) FB(w,,w;) = \/P (W |w)P,(w; [w;) » iF

s (w,w) & F & H ik gy o g5 F 3N St 1% 2 (Iteration) 11 2 7 e e0f®

@ (Threshold)st %+ A2 97 + B = 1 L F i &30 » & (95 i o 3y s

NF-F-oFB-2EFEe

i
1

*k Fuié 2P gl (Bigram) 2 39 = it (Trigram)id 3 #-73] 0 # Hrie H R eI i L
JE P 4 i 34k (Central News Agency, CNA) #2001£22002 & fFjc & 3|0 - - + §
BP 2 FFAELFFF 3 H3](Background Language Model) 573" st 7 AL [LDC] © @
Bh 3 ARy o d TR R § U T 3F $H55(Spontaneous Speech) it i
7 % 3 7 o (Disfluency) et § 35 B4 el 4 0 F|p MT‘ LR T T i S 2= <
200k s A ek g Gk E L g ¢ 3 $ 2 F S R (Mandarin
Conversational Dialogue Corpus, MCDC)[Tseng and Liu 2001 ]#8~— & # * 3% ¢
A b E e E EF ORI PGE R Y F A 0 (T 5 AP e A7 (In-domain) 53F 5 HE
U FGER o R 3hv ¢ amE T AR Y KatziF 3 B0 SR 500 33 B0l

$# * SRI Language Modeling Toolkit (SRILM) [SRILM 2000] -
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3.1.4 3 % Atif Wiw®

i gt d 2 3+ (Left-to-right) ® 5 1=k # (Frame Synchronous) i & #iHif %
#% 2 ;\[Aubert 2002] - 37 @& ez ’f?s&r'gl 3-1#%777 o fif¢ = B A = (Arc) it & —
%= (INITIAL) ~ #5 # (FINAL) 2 # 4 (Silence)#-4] o d #1142 & 2(Root Node > B 3-1
e A F o B4 P oo & 2h(Leaf Node > B 3-1¢0[f]A)F < BR)en R — iF = RS
REA - BaA- BB FAR R o d BRI hE - BA I FHBI R FG-
EEEHA] R AT WAEF AR F B AR P Bk R AT/ (Tree
Copies) > @ # %@t & K p 2 FaE 3 fre & 4] (Language Model History or
Constraint) e 7 fF — P3P R AL > € 27BN S 7 2 #5030 i & =< (State Level) 4%
W (Viterbi)# L 2R A130F o« A AEEF Y 0 N3 A4 D E B A RS
- BREFS P o T FLFAARFTHINEL LG BFRRAS W KA
B STR PR N & ZEPF > P € 32 17 % & (Recombination) ¢ ¥ G H ¢ 4 dick 4

TEHRFTT RGP AT R F PR J{AEF o Ra > B AT TR T2

‘I‘A

TRA N AR KRR - PR L AL L 0 DA R

(\x

BET R ERSE T A AR G S B B (A PR G e R A e B2
oGk R R)e T b S g od RE R SR R R RS
£ 0 A & I 12k L T 35 (Beam Pruning) $ -4 #ioi (X Ak i & 2RAT 3 el (T o
BHE BRESEREFELATRE > R &8 7 I NESE S~ HiF
= ficA L LR 4 #(Unigram Language Model Look-ahead Score)[Aubert 2002]% #-
B 11 LR & Bc(Acoustic Look-ahead Score)[Chen et al. 2004; 2005]# 3 3 $ 22 & ¢h
Ry oot AR BFAE I TR R WAE E S I(R R T iz ER)
MG EE T RAEY B BAa et E BT RS BE TR 22 4
221/ & A7k D) e Bl o @ (8 # F L B FEAEE S A 0 4ot = i & P e i@ (Fourgram)
EoHA o Y (AR EE R > 4oz i § % (Triphone) » & (73 B HF
[Ortmanns et al. 1997] > 35 M1 G 93 B 7] o« r#h~ P > PR WF g L5
PR D] RAEF RN AR Y R dE e i e
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ti ian

o

Silence

B 3-1 30 % At 6

EEP #HE BRD BOREW TRD HF@ | &

OB -0-H@E o Juee aeE o - oo w1
Fiis i} |ej itp 4140 122 185 189/ A TEN_SetDetinitiondd i TEN_IR/Tum/Default him j BE
msn’ - | cl| s - 2EERT | JEE | GO HEHRERE (1) - o Hotnail 33 Mesenger | 2 580 MSN

| NI MEHRE A% o #story

M4 B Y waus | wEUH  wdwg T2 ATHT
&
& M @ & CARY| OxmH AR S| exmm
C IR0 AT WA
C(AIBRE |Tom 2 o | omrns
o 2 T ez &z %
—MATENZCOZiiiéSUZIG PTSHLA0OMIOY ] || T2 fan:ﬁi IE2E] R’;‘jj CEEA | fra Red
M ATENI003-rs- 20050216 gg%%ﬂg TEE d | e i In?:];'j"e = e
R Hertttei Foyrrvemyrery uknown | [|Studio_Anchor - I'ﬁ—
PISNDIOONIZ ] | gy o[ z
4 - | »

|»

B AT 04:18:13

[#irs 2818 g

BdmE A S 28831 15T 4 ( 480.519 &) ( 8009 4hef)
EEAE 103,843 #

fEEEs 016 &

[#FebxF 129825 F

Particles £ Hkde 0 &

s 198 R | mrswaws
e AEE 178 A | ETEEEN
— —_—
€=

-
P e

Bl 3-2 457 F1 9t 24T AR £ 5 5 46 % 3 9 (Sub-term) et T3

A2 AT % hd B R F M p 2 RATH 2 (MATBN)[Wang et al. 2005] > 2
BRI AP TRTMANY 2 TN LR KE U] E[SLGlERZ £ E R 7

Ao [PTS]E (Pde 2 & o Bt 5 ST ATH » BE X HERY 5 - B
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> = 44 E
FHEAT A Zf %zgjg TEER A (%)
£ Em-i g 36 452.20 0.50
ﬂaé EVRETE: 3 g 427 5,298.10 5.70
B
_PTSND20020226 - : 790 0.008
Il AL 4 89 1,407.40 1.50
EED-F %A & 155 1,443.60 1.50
B4R = 225 3,208.20 3.40
AR g 35 465.60 0.50
FPP-AdE ~ 175 2,932.60 3.10
TP -4 & 5,101 78.,584.70 83.60
FRledr-F % 13 + 17 213.80 0.20
3-1 LARERA A
B Jodr 1 198 % 3T iR % 2001 & 7@ 30 ) BF ~ 2002 £ 146 ) pF

% 2003 & 24 /] pF o 975 ﬁﬁ%fﬁgﬁﬂ;m; HiwmehA 1B M E B v R F A (4

FHE A PRM B EHP IR A EF K RE AR S B
1 H 8o * DGA&LDC i 8 % (Transcriber)[Barras et al. 1986] % =
SN

AR BAENEF L SRR FREEL - AL G T

i
=\
<
«:
4y
Ry
F_‘-
g
<k
o

* o e 3K & (Information Retrieval) ~ < i 4§ & (Document
Summarization)s #% &7 AR EHRT S MATHRFR AR I T AN HZ A BN
o M HINA AR LR B4 #5(Studio Anchors)efiEE L 0 R RN BT A LR
i (Fleld Reporters) £ < 2% ¥ # (Interviewees) 57733 Flo A EFRELE ¥ EA3TH
g 1R R - ASTHEE S Aok 31907 0 EP FAOE N A AERE

KR oG A RS a84% o B H#-R 7R % I v 3 40 & (Speaker-dependent) £77k
Bode P A A0 Ay A 3E5E A 94% » iE 2 0 28] 48 ik (Gender-dependent)
SR AL dek O A RER S T o A2 R EEF R A AR T EORTER o

AR LAER A AR D E e E R Y G R o AT
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Bol | R (2) ERFRRL (D)
72 766.69 21.68
-2 766.79 65.23
3032 e A YIRB TR A
EER A [FR Rk £ o T e
ER N
(%) (%) T ()

IR 48.69 877 0.07
R ;ﬁ‘ 29.33 18,991 2.03
R 21.98 771 0.12

LRy g

TRER G A AL

% 3-3 RV I IR H

4L 21
U

*

2 R A T AE S P % 7 A HMATBN T

FRF A & A[NTNU 2004] 0 4] 3-2977% o b k AT e % 3 0

ER I A RN RBERE D

AT K70 2 & I B o' B (Training Set)2 3% # (Evaluation Set) °

[ Eeai®i £(2920 0 B3RS

3.2.1 iﬁ—ga—ﬁgﬂgf}:ﬂ
i a e e r e €y EAL &
34,9641 & i B-F WA R * )fe LS )
DFEF 2 ) H P § LTl gr L,

1220023 # HATHE FR 0 @ P FE A AR AR T

e F MAc A 3-2977 o PTREE p 2001

Plo i E

40

&

%3

4

525.5] B chn SR B (57746

T i 3% F [Wang et al. 2005] »

[$% 4 3 2005]

AT A

R P E T

v Lo

‘% Sy 2y P
B A



125 PTG (A) FERFERE ()

72 269.03 25.91
-4 259.22 10.53

% 34 hEFRXPHVREFTREFHL G A

322 “hEE P EH

g P HFHRPN FARE e AR o Ao 33 A 0 R e g
T AMER o dok R oA W R e 1T 0 A B JRHTG ¢ 7 F RN
Wik o Bt AR T AGERE GRNTIR 0 M A RGER A RS R 235 A4
EF RDVRBEERAT G AT K TPt o A fRALIERRE > AP B e
FAY - A R AFRRR R LY 2 F (P MAE 58T A e 8
REFRHA AP BT E T X 530 A & B (2,002 570 18 k2 3] 9,764 1
EARE )L E K 36 A 48(196 )T B oo B m e A 34 40 o b K

R BGE R LE R 2001 2 2002 & SEk o a3 RE PR B R LT

>S\

#E #2[Wang et al. 2005] -

303 @ EER S N
AT EHGCRIEE S SRR AL S L - BERIRE S TR
(i) s R

FRENEBFPECRE  F PR ERBECCAMELI A NA T AR

T A A 01 5 1 FE(Correct) 2 4% 3%(False) o ig (7 3w RIEG - 8 ¥ € 3

4 3 fadsE 0 — 8 A4 545 X (False Acceptance);~ ﬁ* ¥ e T S | PE M
FE o ¥ — 7 ¥ 45324 % (False Rejection);~ ﬁ} AFFRL 8 SENE - SRS A

AR TR S F s> L 6% MRS Ol R EIRG ks A §

Fi4e;m T AR TOPHEE S Kahgg s PIAPE o Fb o A SFends i € 1T A% Teh

41



FAR(%)
100

oK
80
0\
60
50 N
4 I\
0 Nl
20
0 N

0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
FRR(%)
Bl 3-3 WORIEFR S MR G
PHER M7 ka5 97 §7P~44 (Trade-off) -
A~ k- BanTLEER * 2.0 R 4% % (Confidence Error Rate) » H
¥ Ao N (3-1) 5

45 3%-4F '3 (False rejection) 1 #c + 45 3%-4% < (False Acceptance) i #c

Y Y TEE
4 B ol I
S L 1B

(3-1)
Mo B EF A #H R B % (Baseline) | E_ g & e T

3 » (Insertion) B #c + 3 * (Substitution) B ¥

o AN BT (3_2)
FEAI B

<

PSR G-I RRT IR e R b § R P AR R P

WoF s AR R LT AR PP F R R - PRI AR

>_L

REPF B o AL ERe Y 2 L BRI YRR Y s B-1,000 07 ()
0.74] PF)% 5007 (X045 ] )3 (TBhzEER » R BT LR TIFPIEE AV RES

HF b e R B ES -
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A Yy - BTG RE R E R4 R R & ¥ 4 B (Detection-error-tradeoff
Curve, DET Curve) > W R[45352 5 & RBILEH 3 B P EEH 7 LG AR
45 3% 3% % ¥ (False Acception Rate, FAR)% 45 3%-4F % & (False Rejection Rate, FRR)(%i_
Pho B35S F s $FER ) AoB] 33977 o A B R R HES I
B 4oV (3-3)% N(3-4) 1T

45 355 % (False Acceptance) B #ic

! > ? = i S — 3-3
e \5;*5- =+ euev @5 F;_m‘_,p I[ﬂ;ﬁi; ( )
o odE o & 3%-4F %% (False Rejection) & #c (3-4)

FEA T FE e B i

(i) 7988 % Ll FEs .

IR E P ALY 2 R R RIR 22 Jjis ¢ o (National Institute of Standards and
Technology, NIST)[NIST]##37 * T 3 {1 % i& (7 & FE 5 % crii B 71 28 552830 B 7]
L g o PTG ARE E R @ % # i AL F (Dynamic Programming) &k 3 B 7 vt # (S i*u
H2.5.4) & #r4k Tl chilevenshteinfEdt) o d *+ & ¢ < € 5 €739 73 - RO AL > Flet &
Ame P o? LRI NF LV HER c L H LAY REPAFEIERPE I H
is 40 F= (Match)snF cnp e~ | 7 L2 R 7)) § A3 ~ (Insertion)enF enBdic~s N 5

FEE KPR AIhF i e I FER R S0 RS (Accuracy) st B Y 5 G

H-I

x100% » @ 4% 3% (Brror Rate)f] 2 1-T FE 5 o A7 AR F ' P » T

(Substituion)4s %74 ) 18 £ (Penalty Weight) 5 104 » & » 2 § 'J% EE R Y 5 T4 o

43






