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An Improved Attention Based Acoustics Model with Minimal Gate Unit

LONG Xing-yan QU Dan ZHANG Wen-lin XU Si-ying
(Information System Engineering College, PLA Strategic Support Force Information Engineering University,

Zhengzhou, Henan 450001, China)

Abstract; The acoustic model based “encoder-decoder” architecture with attention mechanism suffers from large scale,
slow convergence and inaccurate distribution of attention due to the noise. In view of these problems, it is proposed to uti-
lize Minimal Gate Unit to reduce the model parameters the training time. Then utilize the adaptive window function and add
the pooling layer to the convolution neural network to improve the recognition accuracy as well as the accuracy of alignments
between phonemes and acoustic features. The results of the experiments in English and Czech corpus show a certain de-
crease in quantity of parameters and the phone error rate, and the recognition performance outperforms the hidden Markov
model based acoustic model and Connectionist Temporal Classification.
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MR HZ bR W, AN B 7S 410 sk F R & &R
P A 5L s MM AR i - i | ke SRR
RREAHIIE T AN,

HFRAS HMM BRI SR , SCHR(2 ] 42t 7E GMM-
HMM HESE bR P91 X0 v ) B i Y, 52y

HGUH . R QAR (61673395, 61403415) 5 TR H AR 34 (162300410331 ) 1 H % 1)



fi

740

%

b H 34 %

)RR A B AR B LA B U VA . 7R
GMM-HMM HEZL A %805 51) X3 o DU 3 465 e K .
fZ BN (Maximum Mutual Information, MMI) 3%
SR K AR B (boosted MMI, bMMI) | Jie/)s
B 28R (Minimum Phone Error, MPE) Fil5 /)N Il
7 XU ( Minimum Bayes Risk, MBR), 3k
(7 5 HE 7~ MM 9 DU %) R 808 5 15 ) 288 R T i B
Ji et GMM-HMM R 4i PR, SCHRE8 ] 72 DNN-
HMM #ERI b 5] Ay 51 X 43 Ve, i — 20 38 Tt 75
AR R BIMERE . Graves 258 A4 H 1 2 I 4928
& 31! ( Connectionist Temporal Classification, CTC) ,
SR B RHIE P B R E 9 4 B g, S Ak
F CTC fysi R s 7 AR SOk 11 ] £ B LA
FaE i A FRAR SR 518 5 BB 25 5 0T H
THELTEE N, AT HMM 22 BRUA L, v 3]
IR R AN B SR B0 5515 AT SRR S A0 IR, O
SR R A A N G AT LA X & LY
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Cho % N —Fh B T8 B 22 X 45 1Y G LS -
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2.1 ETFIEFRRETHEFHERE
BB A1 22 DO 2% ) P 8 22 R AR A5 4, BRIV > i s 221
B 2R b, v IR DLAT— B 2B & 2 RS b,
HES RTINS Z0 5 A x, o AR &, (1) frs .
h,=g(x,h,_) (1)
Hor, g P28 25 1) 4% 326 oR B30, 5 d G B o 22
P25 L (2) M 1 R
g(x h_)=W,x +W,h,_, (2)
Hor, Wy, R B T2 N ARAR B A0 1, W, R e A2 B
B R AL I R
JE KBRS TR b, VR E A sigmod REE N
O RBO TR B IR y, , i (3) iR,
(3)
WFFE 2N i T RNN SR R 2R
A A AR R AR SR 1 J7 A% 1 Py S AR R, S EO 2k
b AR PTG S 1w e R IS S BB R T SR RR AR AR
B M), Joi A UL B K HCAZAE B o il Pz )
Wi, Hochreiter 2 H % F K 48 B} ic #2 ( Long Short-
Term Memory, LSTM) 876 Ay 28 F 4o ™)
LSTM # 1% i eR 4 g J&— DR AR B AR IR ehi K, N
PRBCEICIC R TTIC % 0 AR S, A 1) ek A i
SR BTERRE I 2 2007 2 Fa & IR, AR IR
KIHE R A G . T LSTM N ER45H 2 4%,
Cho 42 1 195 ¥4 B4 0 ( Gate Recurrent Unit, GRU)
GRU &5ty HAR B 2 1T e H A& B AMC A R
G, AEHLES BIPE I P RE AL T LSTM
HERHERFS (%, ,X,,...,%;) ,GRU LIxX (4) 1F
i R B B 2P S (hy b, .. By
r,=g(W.1[h,  ,x,] +b,),
z,=0(W_[h,_ ,x] +b.),
h, =z,Otanh(W,[r,Oh,_ ,x,] +b,) +
(1-2z,)0h,, (4)
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by, 535 g KRR B Al ) &, o F tanh D005 BR
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B, izt R AT FCA(S) .
h, = GRU(x,,h, ) (5)
2.2 mONERT
5T GRU FATGIY 22 JZ2 10 B0 i 22 I 28 A o T
T L ORAF A G 1 S5, S BURRIAG T R AP
238 WSS P eNE . BE XL, SR I SCHER (19 ] 42
/M T B G ( Minimal Gated United, MGU ) 4544
BARFIAE) GRU 2514, MGU 25k BA /D RIS%L,
It HAEEMGAR S 1 5 R B3] S50 552 55 v ) P g
5 GRU $3E" . SCHR [ 19 ] v AR A T8 3 UM 45 sk
Froes , AR SO MGU 85449 97 1586 113 587 A i 2]
Uit P 2P AT S U P PR RE
MGU Z5#97E GRU Z5#4 55l | AL S & ] r, FI
B z, B, HAL 1 B (6) B
z,=0(W_.[h,_, ,x,] +b.)
h, =z, Otanh(W,[z,Oh, ,,x,] +b,) +
(1 -z,)0h,_, (6)
SRR, HENGRAE I EN W, W, |
W2 W, W i3 S 1/3. MGU
SEF AL s R AT TR IC S ()
h, =MGU(h,_, ,x,) (7)
2.3 FEAVH
TR P AR e 51 31 e 91 B A A v 3 3ok A8
WAL, i A FAE 7 371 v 32 35O RURAIE
105 % NS IEINS Ik L U iy SRR S SR TR S
G (h, by, k) B> H AR ef 3% H bR 0]
RS b AT AT IR 4, AT S A K
A7) 38 ] K R Ok S 1R AR 4 5 B ef VRSO il i
PEER I 28 B 28 32 > 7H 5 B B OIRZE P 9 (s
Sy seeesSo) s IKAAT BN FFIN (Y1 Y00 0Y0) o
SCHRL 12 JFEBL & BPRAT 55 ol e S0 i 20 T 1Y
FRIE by VBN BARI B et =h, o XFPEEICRRIE Y
T3 BRI R AE 7 51 HAt I 204 B 15 S, PRI &
TERE S ZBR o SEBR 3 3 21 3 1 A 1) v, 51 G L
ar BN & U, RS R TR B S A F
G E TCRAFTEXT LG AR, TR T T ML
AR 2 HUBE 98 V1 M 45 8 A0 T3 F o6 1 56
AU REE AR I E o e (1,
2,.., O XN BRI & of, EFEANT

e TR R ST — L R R R s,
SIZ ¢ BRRIE R OCIREE , 1= (8) R
on =a(s,.,h,) (8)
Hpa()REEE T FME , ERRST - PMRE)ZE
1) 2 R , Al 2R (9)
e,, = tanh(W[s,_ ,h,] +b) (9)
Horp WA b iy A JZ 3 5 2 AL HE R A 1)
i, o0 B2 B D 2 A E R
SRJE X8 A I R ) O EB B A T B0 — 1k
H—Ab 5 BB AT R ) 24k, = (10) R :
exp(e,,)

Y. exp(e,,)
5 BB R BUE AR, X BT A B 2
FRAE AR AN, 45 207 & ST AUE T 6t )7 50 & o

By HARmE et,, (1) PR
ct, =y a,h, (11)

KRR LS H AR 1) i i A, AT R
W HR(12)
ct, = attention( [k, ,h,,....,h,;],s, ;) (12)
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I A ORI E AR AL R S R A BT,
AT RE Y TR R A A AT FESE T
TE T AL 114 3 380 i o T Rt A SO s g el
SEVERRIINIE 1 Bz A5 ply B 1o 245 A0t 1) 225
TER T P28 = AR Al 4t fith 19 28 R T 28
MGU BICHITRIZIEEP 2 W25, H 227 > T2
T ERFIL 91 BRI JS OISR & S G 7 1 w5 )2
fiE, SE SRR 1 2 3% ) FIIX 231 5 A 5% 1 45 o 5
MGU HAIT LI PR 28 19 28 1 maxout [ 2% 1% 42 1]
S, F AR AR TE B LIS B B A i 5
INEANAE EITA SR ARG RR. EEN
TR —DREZNZZ A, AR E—
H 20 B B, S ) 00 2% 1 1 A A I 4% 1) i
— B RS R R R A

e
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Fig.1 Structure of attention based encoder-decoder model
3.1 ETHRDITRTTHIHRED M % N
TR0 1R A P 4 o AT R h, = [h; hi] (16)
GRU FynE et MGU T, H RIS HOEE 3.2 BEF&DITATTAIRG K%

FIYNZREFIE] o 2% g At I 2% ph W 40 356 T MGU HLo0HY
ZIZ I LG AR, 4 551 R i 1) P 28 R 1) 1)
2 o L] ) 45 18 45 4 RE W ] B A% 38 4o 25 TR R 1Y
G B PRUER 2 FE (S B . M H AN R G
BRI (y 2,50, 20) i 0 o8 5 )2 RRE T 571
(h,,h,,....h,),

TERTZ ¢, 555 ¢ JZ2 AT ] 28 R ] 1 28 i B 7
JZIRASI B By A By AN TS 2 T B
J5 VAR, 6 A%k eR R o o = (13 ) FaXi(14) o

h! =MGU(x, k) (13)
h! =MGU(x, ,h.,,) (14)

T 1v1) X 8% R I 1) 9 24 >R FH 4% 1) ) A% 328 R 50T
T T2 52 2 (8] B9 R AE AL 3% , 4% 3k 1 2 vp 78 i 45
FHEATRERAE LR B A R A H bR LA W)
W28 R 8] K 2 (7 ) AR Ry ST pRE, s A RRAE P 51
(xy,..,x) AR ENE 1 ZBREZRE (b, hy)
FHE, B -1 ZREZERETIEL c ZREZER
B(h .. by RS RE S 2R A (1S) FR

h; =MGU(h;, k) (15)

PEEETT 0] X 2% A ) 25 156 ¢ J2 R En IR,

PR B Gt P 28 FE I 21 ¢ 0 5 )2 RRAE Ry, X (16)

RS N 45 35T MGU BOIE PRSI 26 il maxout
WI2% HRIEZH . B G 5 I 28 1 554 B Y 2 R
eSS Chy by .. k) VERS TS 50 (s
Yar¥o)o ¥, R FFIIMLE o EITAERM
Ja ey, AT

TG, RS 28 1 T N 48 TR B H AR
i ct, fFREET MGU BLICTE I 25 4 A
IR (17) THHETE M ML BB & 2R s, o

s, = MGU(s,_, ,ct,) (17)

IRIG R E TR 25 ) B T2 IR AS s, e R VB
BASRATT il maxout PZR ARG R i WG
AR I . maxout 2% BB Z AU £
AMEBEFATT , % 48 M R B S K BT R
o AR (18) L (19) Frs

h"(s,) = max z, ; (18)
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z,; =8, W, +b,, (19)

Horp d A AR R s, M4ERE XN B2 5
JUEH W, e R™™* F1 b, e R™* >k maxout [ %% %
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e, N (20) B, it maxout [ 2% %) =
Ly, .y, 50 DR RRE TS o
MIE EEER R

y, = [ e o] (20)
3.3 EEAVEIKEH

JE G TE R R T ) 2% % BT A I )
) 1o S AP R T 5 DI BE , T Hy 7 56 B 75 A B A i
PSR B R & R, S 2E R Y
B RAEZ I 2 R AR A B Y SCIE 2, DT
T T B o3 BICTE B 158 10 R E DX I8, 52 o 00
AEo SCHRL 16 3 2k 14 I 7 ek PR a2 11 5 7 X A
TN AR 22 W 2% 5 | N FR BCRRAE B O il T2 ) R
TBATYSRAF AL 7 0 55 AN HERS HU A% Bl o 76 b S il
b FRATTRA A SR B O T8 RO AR
TR 2 AL 2, i — 25 38 T1Z A B A
FEREE T E R . R B I VT BE Y 7T e B0k £
TR 0N R ) o Ak TR O L
D TR T XSRS Y B G, T 4R T R 5 OR
RIMUET L . 7RG B Pl 28 I 28 T A 72 Ak )2 B
ok A Mg P X Y T DX A Y T 0, DA T 4 5 A
BB RRTE
3.3.1 BHENEENERE

TEHEALE o & RGN, 5 1 H T &
R (m,=wym+wy ) o Hop,m, S G,
wy AR, wy WA, R R EOBRE (21)
B«

I,m, —w, <ism, +wg

W,, = { (21)

0, else
BIR 5 S 1 i, A I 221 1 J2 R AL 1] ) DG HK
JEH
e, =W, e, (22)
HEENRE o, N2 ¢ B, W5 1 rp
O m, IACEEE, nsX(23) frs o
m, :2 o, , (23)

TER B0 OIS0 wy, wy BEERE R 500,
JE R R A SR B AE A% 9 10 ms, 100 {58
% D REE A 1 s WIFHMEE R . — T ERNE
T EA0.2~0.5 s, Ff LR ELH G = 5

XIRESC B T 1 ~2 8 R AR, BB PRI
J1 2B AR A IR P

DR DAy 2 e 28 A A I e [ R A 7
FRIH T RER L AT AR 2 Hh B IR] 10 3 R et i+
PHER R A S RGP TERE. [H I
FEBOTREG R AT — D EF R SR IEN SRR A
ShREEE N SE A B A W 2 R, AR s
RPN 2R 8 Al m B m B (R RS G T
ZEBER wy, BT 3 n0(24) Pos

3m, , —m,_
w, =min(m, - ————— ]2 2 w) (24)
m, M.,
2 w,
—L —_—
L i | H |
mn-2 mv-l mo

2 BT

Fig.2 Calculation of window width

3.3.2 HERBERMEMEPIGMtLE
o P R 22 10 2 2 BT 3 ) 2R BBURPAE I,
HEN R & o, ol AR, i —
e RUZ, H AR AR T R & B 1A X P
B N\ T 30 2R ) DR I — A R )
I B0 280, st (25) P o
@, =L, s Qi ) (25)
Forb, i TR ARG 2 A IS, BT LA
i =0,
WAL JZE R FF Bt Al A IE A% A AR Dy 1x
3, MALHTE 1) AR R AR A . B RUZE R B R
KN Ix2w+1) I8 AR ECH 2y j, RO 2R
same padding, DI Gt R AT L X (26) ,(27)
IR :

aufl,m“_]fw :aofl,m“_lfwﬂ =0 :aofl,

_ + +
O[n_l’[ — ao—l,i—l ao3—l,t aa—l,t+l (26)
lo :L ®ao—l (27>

Hi e, 2 EEE I RZ o, (te[m,_ -
wom, 4w ) Y 2w+ 1 4Ea & L jx(2w+1)
FEFE GRS HRE 1, IS jx(2w+1)

IR I K A R 8 I 4 1 o T T BT
FEA5r, = (27) R
='tanh(W[s, ,,h,,l,, ] +b) (28)
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B S BSF 1 B P S AT D EZIT i 8
3.4 EEL£HRD
SRR vh T ) 1 I 4% i e 6 2% 1Y 3 4
S BUERARGG A (A AR 10 i B AL AL F A pR R 77 X
YIRS R A A N el 0 Py 31 BE R,
SR A P92 LAY BeamSearch LR
XEFE N BofE B g BRI 2R R
TREESR H AR BRI B /MEL, H AR BRI s (29)
%N

N

S

. ] n n n n
6 = arg min NZ = logP(p},....pp, | x},....x5 ,6)

(29)
Ho n NEE S, pl -, py HIZTEE Y IEW &
RIREFA X1, x0 RIZIE S B RHEFE S, 0 Al
RU A TR S50, B g 5 0 28 | A 0 ) 28 R 78 00 F
) 28 v i A 1R AS R A Rl 5 ]

BEAY R TR XT e 9 R A 7 B, iy AR BB S

SRR X=X (30) iR

P(pi,....p) | x},....x5,0) = P(p}

P(py | x),....x5 ,0) x = x P(pl | x},...,

=Y XYY X Xy (30)

Hrr 0 e {1,2,..., 0 AR f i idh 19 28 A6 1

A RS o A 1) B R p, S
AR

fif A e 51 28 1L £F 1Y BeamSearch 557 1 27
i O 4% ) i 1 R SR R A SR AR Y B Dy
fih o AP EARYEY— 2 beam _size
FPONES , BRI RS P8 e —1fL,
SR i e 4 R B i 1) beam_size NP SR B AE S A
H, BRI LA 1,

Horb tmp SR B S TG beam S BTL4E
PFHIRIEIE R T I , done 2 E A LA <eos >
JFHVEE4, phone Sy fifk ith I 4% 76 A0 B b F 25 % L 1)
JE Y HEAE , phone_set Jy T A & R FIZL L FF <eos >
L5 best 1EFERARM FMER(E , m_length 77514
EERR

EiE 1 W& IEAF Y BeamSearch f#i% 57k

BN BMIENEREERMEY ..

w AR EERERTS Py,

WG4 :beam={ &}, tmp =, done = &F , best =
19, m_length=1e4

1. while beam={ ¢J| and i<m_length

2. i=t+l, tmp=J

3.  for sequence in beam

4. for phone in phone_set

5. newsequence. list=sequence. list+phone

6. newsequence. cost =sequence. cost+y"""

7. tmp =tmp+newsequence

8. beam =&

9. THEHES tmp H L <eos>ZEH ) FI N
AFEA done,

10.  XEEAH done [P FIFERE cost THFHET o

11. N done[1]. cost<min_cost NI best =

done[ 1]. cost,

12, 2R IEZE 50 2D best A BB, M Bk
while {F# .

13, % tmp H LR cost FHTHET

14, B tmp H1 cost fz/NY beam _size 47 4]

IMAZES beam,
15. end while

16. K done[ 1]. list F R P8I 4 - i

T B UE A SO U5 v 1A Rk, 95 HMM
PR AN GEAR N 3 0 ST R AT X b, AR
T U I R A B T TR R P A S TR TR
REHEEFE R BURE . RFESRIBCR AT Kaldi ™" JFJ5 T H
0, S B AR R HE LR R G5 R Theano ™' JF 5 IR i 2
> PEREHE
4.1 SLIHIE

TIMIT T 85 P o 5 A vE
ez —, B 6300 BIGRMIRHAH . LK
BEHK 3296 ZRIEAIVE A ZRER , 192 5 A4 R il ik
4,400 Z5IE M RIT R A

Vystadial_cz 2 IF IR BE O ifi bR, B 15
JINIS FL T A T A 5 MR P NS T T, TR0 3 A
%o IZHEA 22566 Zifrhy, MIKEL NI L HE 4 H
2000 i),
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4.2 IWEE

FRUESR IR 155 15 5 RAEAR I 16 kHz  RAEAL
16 bit, {8 ] Hamming % AZb3 , K 25 ms, Jif% 10 ms,
WUME R 0. 97, K & f AFFAE 18] 5 R A 40 4
fhank FFAEFIRE 5, FFPFH0 B — B F1 B 2243, 3
123 45280, XTI R AL, i eI g gk
O R N AT U9 — Ak, £ 454> 0 A IR AR 9 1 25 0
A, A VNS 1 1H — 1 2 8O0 4R F0 T & 4R
FRIEIA—fEAL B,

BRI U AL, < I8 BR A 25 0 28 AT B 0 0 B
DIBRUE IESSRELRA: , i B 10 R0 461 0, N FRIR S (EL
KFHYME A 0 75 224 0. 1 iy sy = e A I R AL o

B2 50 2 B I 265 19 B 5 TR AR S R iy
200, TR T M 2% 1 45 B 28 ) 2% 58 38 B0
10, BETE P ~AASTRY fif it o0 46 i 114 1) 5 150°H 63 4, 73
BIXFRE 61 A8 2R 45 FAF AL 51 28 1045 19 )5 36 M
R T TR P AR IR i A O 2% S [ By 44 4,
GrRIRERE 41 A EEFOE B, 25 AT R S Y
G RAF BRI HE R . maxout [ 4% 4 1 38 B 7% J2
BHBHN 64,

BRI LLC(29) 452 H A ek 21, £ FH BE AL
A N B 325 (Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD) X4
RISHCGERT . IR R o0 R WA B B - 28 —Bir
BUREAHE & R/ (batch size) Jy 8, H A2 i Il 25K
BB S HUS PSS 5 B BeRE AL & )
N 1 BN GRS 25 B S M A, H A A 1 s s Y
TON BB PEFI TR RE ) o
4.3 TEMIERR

TIMIT s S RN 45 R & K751, 2% T8k
SIS K B A A A5 30 1 P 51 5 6y 41 LA
B RAENHA B ITON O TE Al AR 15 (1) M ER
FER (D) FEAUAE IR (R) o AP &4 N )
I, W Z5E1%2 (Phone Error Rate, PER) Jy.

pPER = Lt D +R

Vystadial_cz B fe r)PRA5 R R 45 R HE 5T
FHTIN R RS A R AR A D
AHICGET H A B 15 (Word Error Rate, WER) ff:
PSR R o

x 100% (31)

PRI B R TR S B B I gk
RS B Boh b s KN 1 R, IR EER
JIF A FEAS TR 285 1) °F- 1 JE 38 ( epoch ) 75 S 3
Wriets o
4.4 LHERMSH

(1) 5T MGU B G GRU BIC RS M HEXT L

R T R AN TR ot i R et e RE I, 7E bR
#E TIMIT $E R AT & RPN PO R S84, 3R 1
25 M7 TIMIT U3 v, 2 6 1 2 Hh 47 B0 b 26 ) 24%
12 3 JEE, 4051 A GRU Fil MGU R & B i
LMK IEAITI I PERE. B 1 ATRLE W F
[l RE AR TR S5 4, S B & 2 2 B H , R MR
SIMEREAS ZIFE T (0 R G A S HORBL I 255
W FTE. A ZECE ,MGU (S50 15
BACFEIMCT GRU, 2.2 A 4R 31 B J2 4k g A W)
) MGU RS EHLE S GRU fy 2/3 , [H] I 214 4 A5
LRIZEHE N 1 26, GRU 2544 2 50 15 1 s 2
MGU %5851 1.5 £, Mgt W4 2500 3 26T,
MGU S E L R B 39. 0% , - 349 3% 48 J5 101 F B¢
14.7% , T R4 1 & R AR 0. 1% . DL b
S0 5 RIE PH A IR 1 T 7 1 it 38 ity 7 AR R v
fii F MGU e GRU RefS 76 FU 1 BB R 5/ N i
PR, A 8080 S BRSSO

(2) et IR S REMEREXT L

S IEAF 3.2 A e AL 2 A K
M, 43 I4E TIMIT F1 Vystadial_cz 155} B4 75 24 4
FUHEATSEY . R 3 J2 GRU G54 1 4 i X 28 /E K
FR ARG, SR I K 8 0 RIS AL 2 1 46
FEURf 28 IO 248 of 3 2 T LR AT LAk, %0 9 BE o
100, A0 28 W 2% ) U8 I e 4 B 13 B 105 7143 31
SR FH I8 IV TE B 0 1 bR ORI A b A 2 1 A R
ZME T, 322 WSS AR, X T TIMIT ik
e S JE B R AR O R A MR IR T, AE
DAL b o o 3R B2 T/ e X M A A R 1Y
Vystadial _cz $H8}PE , R H 35 W 98 BE 19 % oK EICRN
Bt Al 2 e 0 A 1 2R R R S et
FEHUAH LT R 1. 06% 1 0. 68% . 3X JiF B ot i &
BT 7 AR i A0 B O b T R 2R R 4 D R 4%
RRAE () S TE B, 41 A S8 2 0 1 B Rk i 7 A
SR
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Tab.1 Performance of different models in TIMIT datasets

o Al FR%E 4 SR TFHEA

45ty HRE/ % HRE/ % /M JA 1/ min
GRU 20. 65 21.83 1.986 36
: MGU 20.24 21.66 1.530 30
GRU 17.49 21.14 2.570 55
2 MGU 18.67 20.39 1.920 47
GRU 17.06 19.57 3.155 75
: MGU 17.23 19.67 2.310 64

322 TIMIT F1 Vystadial _cz HFRHE T AR RGN & H () HDeR
Tab.2 PER(WER) of different systems in TIMIT and Vystadial_cz datasets
PR S RYE TR ERRTE/ % MRREERR T/ %

HERG 17.0 19.57
[ 28 140 PR+ TC Ak 2 16. 87 18.06
TIMIT 38 Ly 7 PR+ TE AL 2 16.42 17.91
I 2 i bR AL+t b2 16.52 18.03
SECYNA ISRy SRR f 16.51 17.90
HLRS 61.12 60.33
[ 22 74 PRI+ TC Ak 2 55.41 54.53
Vystadial_cz 38 Ly 7 BRI+ TE AL 2 52.97 53.47
[i] 1 77 pR B+ AL R 54.46 53.85
38 L 1A R AL R 52.27 53.20

T I E MR RS R AR AL, BRI b GMM-HMM KR, SR ] sMBR 54K DNN-HMM 5
Vystadial _cz {FRHE P —BOf & ATENIHBRL RS BUNEET RNN-CTC 81, JE T3 500 A 0 3] o 7 2
SR JH [ 2 B R B O 5 OB NI R+ AT R BRI ZE R GT, SO R R L S A AR
OZ" AR RE B A & R SRR e od, RSB MGU B0 )5 B BGHERR
3 M 4 s B RS R P8, B F3 Ayl TAS SO R AR B A Vys-
FORFRFFAEWOR, CRBIERE R REE IR tadial_cz a4 LS AR . kPl
BRI o H1 T 2 08 0 28 X RS AL AT MR AR AL B, il FEAR ST A v, SR TR BE 1 22 1 45 71 sMBR
rth 9 SR WU SEPRTE B WU MY r 2 — ol EDDG AR A AR e R T R A e, A I a4 Y 1 R
XSS AT IR B, [ 3 R pE s PR SILETE I PIHERE B EUEEL RS, BT RNN-CTC K
AR W BT 0 AP B DTS A A, T ) A A TR R RN R A L A S R

4 hEE T R B R o P AL IZE I TR BT RE A L 7 k.
(3 ) S 2 i 7 = A T AR TR ] L P T 7 9 S 1) S 7 S A T AR T A 5 A

RSO HE T S AR 2 TR AL s PERES AR, IR RE SN T 0 2 ) AR A
S AR A PR e B AR O TR F R B P RS R, I ELRE LE 3 R R Ak B o A
BELEEF PSS R R PERE , LURAIEIZ B BRI xf 5. ik R GRU BT i i MGU
AR RN XY LB FE AR RARE BT Ju)a, BRI B R 2 RO R 4R T I SO
=T GMM-HMM #8Y SRH] MML i GMM-HMM - e 5k 1 /208 20 UG R, 15 1] 5 1R AR AR AR T
B SR AT bMMI ffif GMM-HMM #28, R T MPE fff HoAt 7 22 8
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Fig.3  Alignment of unimproved system between phones and features
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Fig.4 Alignment of improved system between phones and features

%3 Vystadial_cz VERHE T 44 R IR

Tab.3 WER of different contious speech recogniton system

EX TERARAERE/ %  MHRGEHRE %

GMM-HMM 79.11 65.87

GMM-HMM MMI™ 76.08 67.38

GMM-HMM bMMI™ 75.54 66.94

GMM-HMM MPE"’ 73.97 63.08

DNN-HMM sMBR'®! 69. 56 57.74

RNN-CTC! 77.72 69. 05

e WAL XL 55.41 54.53

S WA g ki 52.27 53.20

T TG (MGU) 53. 64 53.32
5 #it

ARSCWFFE T 56 T 08 T WL 4 s 39 i P = A
T MR R G RI SR I, ek MGU 40 GRU
VRN AR f 22 0 45 BEAS B0, AR 308 2 U0 AR B AR 1
OUT B TR S B AN Rt o] o AR s i
AR TR A L 3 R B BE A B e M A T
A RN A BRI R A8 B 2 R 45 TR AL =
2w TR R ME R R . FERE SR TR R
JE IS AR S 6 R I A i A TR i R ) R AR T T
HMM 7 2B IS T CTC BySi R Si R, R —4
(RIS T5 17 2 4R i B SR IG5 AL U7 ik, T4
R R GT N FERGS A AN iz 0] LR AR S 52 A0 B2, 42
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