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Over the past decade, significant progress has been made in speech recognition. Current state-of-

the-art Chinese speech recognition systems are capable of achieving character accuracy of 80% on

continuous speech recognition tasks using 29,000 words (from IBM, 1996). While the size and

performance of modern speech recognition and understanding systems are impressive, current

approaches to continuous word recognition utilize little linguistic knowledge in phonological,

lexical and syntactic level. We believe the use of phonological and lexical knowledge through

lexical access, as well as syntax knowledge through language model would be beneficial to speech

recognition.

This thesis presents an algorithm for the construction of lexical access model that attempts to speed

up a large vocabulary isolated word recognizer. Additionally, we describe different Chinese

language modeling technique of a large vocabulary system at the character level and word level.

These language models provide a powerful constraint to the recognizer. Finally, different kinds of

n-gram smoothing methods are studied, with the aim of solving the problem of uneven distribution.

The results of this thesis support the argument that linguistic knowledge is beneficial to speech

recognition.
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&KDSWHU���,QWURGXFWLRQ

In this thesis, we describe novel techniques to solve the large vocabulary problem of speech

recognition. We investigate the usefulness of lexical access for large speech recognition. Moreover,

we investigate problems of building probabilistic language models for Chinese.

In this chapter, we describe the popularity of Chinese in the world’s languages. First, we discuss

specific problems for Chinese speech recognition. Secondly, we explore different kinds of

knowledge that can be used. Finally, we identify our target research area of Chinese speech

recognition.

Chapter 2 introduces fundamental linguistic knowledge, which would be useful throughout this

thesis. Chapter 3 describes a method of lexical access by broad classes features. Our analysis of

Mandarin broad class is compared with English and Cantonese. In chapter 4, two different kinds of

language modeling approaches are studied. They are character level language model and word level

language model. Smoothing methods for improving the language models are introduced in chapter

5. Four different kinds of smoothing techniques are compared. They are Witten-Bell, Good-Turing,

absolute and linear smoothing. Detailed algorithm and its underlying inspiration are also presented.

An experimental continuous Mandarin speech recognizer is also developed. Chapter 6 presents the

conclusion of this thesis.
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����/DQJXDJHV�LQ�WKH�:RUOG

Mandarin is the most popular language in the world. There are 864 million people speaking

Mandarin. Cantonese is also a popular Chinese dialect. It is spoken in the southern provinces of

Guangdong and Guangxi, Hong Kong and Macau, as well as throughout Southeast Asia in such

places as Singapore, Malaysia, Thailand and Vietnam. There are 63 million Cantonese speakers.

Table 1 shows the most popular languages in the world.

)DPLO\ /DQJXDJH *HRJUDSKLF�DUHD 5DQN 1XPEHU�RI
VSHDNHU

6LQR�7LEHWDQ 0DQGDULQ 1RUWK�&KLQD ��� �����������
,QGR�(XURSHDQ (QJOLVK 1RUWK�$PHULFD��*UHDW�%ULWDLQ�

$XVWUDOLD
��� �����������

,QGR�(XURSHDQ +LQGL 1RUWKHUQ�,QGLD ��� �����������
,QGR�(XURSHDQ 6SDQLVK 6SDLQ��/DWLQ�$PHULFD ��� �����������
,QGR�(XURSHDQ 5XVVLDQ 5XVVLD ��� �����������
$IUR�$VLDWLF $UDELF 1RUWK�$IULFD��0LGGOH�(DVW ��� �����������
$OWDLF -DSDQHVH -DSDQ ��� �����������
6LQR�7LEHWDQ &DQWRQHVH 6RXWK�&KLQD ���� ����������

7DEOH����7KH�GDWD�UH�FRPSLOHG�IURP�WKH������:RUOG�$OPDQDF�DQG�.DW]QHU��>�@

Although there are twice as many Mandarin speakers as English speakers, the development of

Mandarin Chinese speech recognition is still lagging behind than that of English. In addition, the

development of Cantonese speech recognition was not started until recent years. The motivation of

this thesis comes from the huge potential need for Chinese speech recognition technology, and the

relative lately development of the technology [3].
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����3UREOHPV�RI�&KLQHVH�6SHHFK�5HFRJQLWLRQ

There are some technical reasons for the late development for Chinese speech technology. Chinese

has her unique features, which are very different from western languages. The major obstacles for

large-vocabulary Chinese speech recognition are listed below [4].

������8QOLPLWHG�ZRUG�VL]H�

There are about 10,000 commonly used Chinese characters. One to several numbers of characters

can be combined to form a Chinese word. The combination of such characters gives an almost

unlimited number of words, in which at least some 100,000 are commonly used and can be found in

different version of dictionaries and texts on different subjects. Hence, it is extremely difficult to

include all Chinese Words in a speech recognizer.

������7RR�PDQ\�+RPRSKRQHV�

Chinese words are formed by a combination of characters. Each character in turn maps to a syllable.

The total number of phonologically allowed Mandarin tonal syllable is about 1,300. In other words,

a limited number of syllables maps to a much larger number of monosyllabic characters. Hence, the

problem of homonym is very severe. On the average, each Mandarin syllable is shared by about 7.7

(10,000/1,300) Chinese characters. This one-to-many mapping introduces many ambiguities in

speech recognition.

The Chinese speech recognition algorithms must then be able to distinguish between Chinese

homophones. In English, it is unusual to find three words which are homophones e.g. two, too and

to. Homophones are much more common in Chinese. An analysis of Callhome Lexicon shows that

only 85% of the Chinese words can be uniquely specific with Mandarin tonal syllables.

������'LIIHUHQFH�EHWZHHQ�VSRNHQ�DQG�ZULWWHQ�&KLQHVH�

There are many differences between spoken Chinese and written Chinese. It is rather surprising to

notice that nearly 40% of the words used in a single case of court proceedings are not found in the
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overall list of 43000 words used in Hong Kong newspapers for an entire year [6]. It reflects a vast

gap between the language used by the Cantonese speakers in Hong Kong and the language they are

expected to use in the context of written language, as found in newspapers. Mandarin Chinese has

fewer discrepancies between its spoken and written forms. However, the problems still affect the

performance of a speech recognizer, when its language model is trained on written text or when its

acoustic model is trained on read speech.

������:RUG�6HJPHQWDWLRQ�3UREOHP�

While words in western languages are separated by white spaces, there are no delimiters between

Chinese words. A language model is typically trained by segmented text. The segmentation

ambiguity of training text in Chinese may hurt the frequency counts of the language model, and

hence adversely affects the recognition results.
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����'LIIHUHQW�W\SHV�RI�NQRZOHGJH

In order to solve the unique problem of Chinese speech recognition, we propose to use additional

linguistics information in the recognition process. Linguistics knowledge can be divided into

phonetics, phonology, prosody, morphology, syntax, semantics and pragmatics.  The acoustic

model of a speech recognizer captures some of the phonological effects. Morphology, syntax,

semantics and pragmatics could all be incorporated in the language model. On the other hand,

speech knowledge can be classified into two dimensions [7]: the linguistic level of knowledge and

its validity across different type of situations, such as prior knowledge, conversation-dependent

knowledge and speaker-dependent knowledge. This classification is shown in Table 2. Most of the

knowledge in the two lowest rows (parametric and phonemic) can be captured by the acoustic

model. However, all the other types of knowledge could potentially be handled by lexical access

and language model.

��7\SH�RI
.QRZOHGJH

3ULRU�.QRZOHGJH &RQYHUVDWLRQ�
GHSHQGHQW�.QRZOHGJH

6SHDNHU�GHSHQGHQW
.QRZOHGJH

3UDJPDWLF
DQG�6HPDQWLF

3ULRU�VHPDQWLF
NQRZOHGJH�DERXW�WKH
WDVN�GRPDLQ

&RQFHSW�VXE�VHOHFWLRQ
EDVHG�RQ�FRQYHUVDWLRQ

3V\FKRORJLFDO�PRGHO�RI
WKH�XVHU

6\QWDFWLF *UDPPDU�IRU�WKH
ODQJXDJH

*UDPPDU�VXE�VHOHFWLRQ
EDVHG�RQ�WRSLF

*UDPPDU�VXE�VHOHFWLRQ�RI
WKH�VSHDNHU

/H[LFDO 6L]H�DQG�&RQIXVDELOLW\
RI�WKH�YRFDEXODU\

9RFDEXODU\�VXE�
VHOHFWLRQ�EDVHG�RQ�WRSLF

9RFDEXODU\�VXE�VHOHFWLRQ
DQG�RUGHULQJ�EDVHG�RQ
VSHDNHU�SUHIHUHQFH

3KRQHPLF
DQG�3KRQHWLF

&KDUDFWHULVWLFV�RI
SKRQHV�DQG�SKRQHPHV�RI
WKH�ODQJXDJH

&RQWH[WXDO�YDULDELOLW\�LQ
SKRQHPLF�FKDUDFWHULVWLFV

'LDOHFWDO�YDULDWLRQV�RI�WKH
VSHDNHU

3DUDPHWULF
DQG�$FRXVWLF

3ULRU�NQRZOHGJH�DERXW
WKH�WUDQVGXFHU
FKDUDFWHULVWLFV

$GDSWLYH�QRLVH
QRUPDOL]DWLRQ

9DULDWLRQV�UHVXOWLQJ�IURP
WKH�VL]H�DQG�VKDSH�RI
YRFDO�WUDFW

7DEOH����'LIIHUHQW�NLQGV�RI�VSHHFK�NQRZOHGJH�GHILQHG�E\�5HGG\�'�5��HW�DO��>�@
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����&KDSWHU�&RQFOXVLRQ

In the previous sections, the popularity of Chinese language is mentioned. In addition, the issues in

Chinese speech recognition are highlighted. Furthermore, various types of speech knowledge are

introduced, with the aim of solving the problems of Chinese speech recognition. In this thesis, our

main emphasis is on the use of lexical and syntactic knowledge. Lexical access and language model

will be employed to handle the problems.
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&KDSWHU���)RXQGDWLRQV

����&KLQHVH�3KRQRORJ\�DQG�/DQJXDJH�3URSHUWLHV

������%DVLF�6\OODEOH�6WUXFWXUH

Chinese is different from many western languages in that it is monosyllabic and tonal.  While there

are more than 10,000 monosyllabic Chinese characters, there are typically only about 1,300 tonal

syllables in each of the Chinese dialects.  Thus, many Chinese characters share the same

pronunciation.  However, often depending on the context, each Chinese character may have

multiple pronunciations.  Consequently, Chinese is a complex language with many-to-one and one-

to-many mappings between the characters and the syllabic pronunciations.  The notion of a Chinese

word is also very different from many western languages. While the syllables and characters are

relatively well defined, the Chinese words are composed of a variable number of characters.  Since

a Chinese word can be formed, in principle, by any combination of ~10,000 Chinese characters, the

vocabulary of a speech recognition system can be huge.

Each tonal syllable can be considered as two independent parts, tone and base syllable. There are

five lexical tones: 1) high-level tone, 2) mid-rising tone, 3) falling-rising tone, 4) high-falling tone,

5) neutral tone. Moreover each base syllable can be divided into Initial and Final parts. Table 3 and

Table 4 list all Initials and Finals in Mandarin.

� � � � � � � �
�M� �FK� �VK� �U� �W]� �WV� �V� �J�
� � �� �� �� �� �� ��
�J� �N� �K� �ML� �FKL� �VKL� �G� �W�
�� �� �� �� �� �� ��
�Q� �O� �E� �S� �P� �I� QXOO

7DEOH����7KH����0DQGDULQ�LQLWLDOV�LQFOXGLQJ�QXOO�LQLWLDO
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&DWHJRU\ 0HPEHU
� 1XOO
� �D����DL����DX����DQ����DQ�
� �R����RX�
� �H����HK����HL����HQ����HQ����HU�
� �X����XD����XR����XDL����XHL����XDQ����XHQ����XDQ����XHQ�
� �LXH����LXDQ����LXQ����LXQ�
� �L����LX����LD����LH����LDL����LDX����LRX����LDQ����LQ����LDQ����LQ�

7DEOH����7KH����0DQGDULQ�ILQDOV�DUH�FODVVLILHG�LQWR���ILQDO�JURXSV�DFFRUGLQJ�WR�WKH�PLGGOH�YRZHO
VRXQG

Each Final can be divided into Medial, Kernel and Coda. There are only 3 Phonetic-like unit (PLU)

can be act as medial. They are /i/ /u/ /u:/. Kernels , however, includes all the vowels. Codas has 2

vowel and 2 constant members. They are  /i/ /u/ /n/ /ng/. Table 5 shows the structure of the Initials

and the Finals in term of 33 PLUs. Thus, the 33 PLUs can be used to construct Initials and Finals,

and hence base syllable.

,QLWLDO� �>FRQVRQDQW@
&RQVRQDQW �E���S���P���I���G���W���Q���O���J���N���K�

�M���T���[���]K���FK���VK���U���]���F���V�
)LQDO� �>PHGLDO@�NHUQHO�>FRGD@
0HGLDO �L���X���X��
.HUQHO�YRZHOV �D���R���H���L���X���X����H���HU�
&RGD����YRZHO�����FRQVWDQW� �L���X���Q���QJ�

Table 5: The structure of Initials and Finals in term of 33 PLUs

Tonal Syllable, Base Syllable, Initial & Final, PLU are the common units of speech recognition.

Table 6 summary the hierarchy of Mandarin words.

:RUG�����������
&KLQHVH�&KDUDFWHU���������
7RQDO�6\OODEOH��������

%DVH�6\OODEOH������ 7RQH����
,QLWLDO����� )LQDO����� 7RQH����
,QLWLDO����� 0HGLDO���� 1XFOHXV���� (QGLQJ���� 7RQH����

3/8����� 7RQH����

7DEOH����7KH�KLHUDUFK\� RI�0DQGDULQ�ZRUGV��ZKHUH� WKH� QXPEHU� LQVLGH� HYHU\� EUDFNHW� LQGLFDWHV� WKH
WRWDO�QXPEHU�RI�WKDW�NLQG�RI�XQLW�LQ�0DQGDULQ�&KLQHVH�
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����$FRXVWLF�0RGHOV

������$FRXVWLF�8QLW

The major goal of speech recognition is to transcribe the input speech into word strings. To

accomplish this, one may wish to create word-level acoustic models for speech recognition.

Nevertheless, word models are difficult to be realized directly when the vocabulary size is very

large, as there may not be enough training data to train each of the words. This problem can be

solved by creating sub-word models, which may be at morpheme level, syllable level, initial-final

level or phoneme level. Hence, the training data can be shared across different words. The choice of

units for acoustic modeling is actually one of the vital issue in speech recognition [8][9]. However,

syllable and phoneme models are the most commonly used sub-word models for Chinese speech

recognition. For Mandarin Chinese, there are about 408 base syllable and 34 phonemes. In this

thesis, we have chosen base syllable as acoustic model for our speaker independent large

vocabulary Mandarin continuous speech recognizers.

������+LGGHQ�0DUNRY�0RGHO��+00�

Once the acoustic units have been chosen, we should look for a method to model it properly. There

are two popular methods to model the acoustic units. They are neural network and hidden Markov

model (HMM) [12][17]. Currently, the most popular method is the HMM. In fact, most exiting

speech recognizers on the market use HMM to model the acoustic units of speech.

As shown in Figure 3, HMM can be view as a state machine. The states are indexed by numbers.

The machine is then able to follow the arrow to change state or loop back to the current state. The

state transition is actually a random process. A probability is assigned the each arrow such that each

transition is base on the probability. After each transition, one output will be produced at the current

state where the output set is finite. The output of a state is called an observation. The process is then

referred as observation emission. If the finite states of a Markov model are not known (hidden) and

only the output signal can be observed, the model is called a hidden Markov model (HMM).
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)LJXUH����,OOXVWUDWLRQ�RI�VWDWH�WUDQVLWLRQ�DQG�REVHUYDWLRQ�HPLVVLRQ�

The use of HMM for modeling acoustic units is illustrated in Figure 2. The HMM presents a word

by imitating the speech production process. During the speech production process, a state is moving

from left to right following the arrows. Segments of speech are generated by states in form of

observation feature vector. The feature vector can be MFCC, CMS, LPC parameters

[10][11][15][16], which is able to describe a speech signal. To facilitate good speech stimulation,

accurate HMM parameters must be estimated which is known as training process. After training,

the model is then reliable.  The output of HMM will have similar acoustic features as the original

signal. Once the HMM parameters are found, we can make use of the HMM to trace back which is

the most likely acoustic HMM state, given an speech signal as observation. A search algorithm is

then need to perform the task.

)LJXUH����,OOXVWUDWLRQ�RI�+00�IRU�PRGHOLQJ�DFRXVWLF�XQLWV
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����6HDUFK�$OJRULWKP

A search algorithm is employed to find the most likely HMM sequence of the acoustic unit, i.e.

syllable in our case. There are two commonly used decoding algorithms. They are Viterbi decoding

algorithm [18][19] and stack decoding, and we choose the Viterbi algorithm for our recognizer.

The Viterbi search is essentially a dynamic programming algorithm, consisting of traversing a

network of HMM states and maintaining the best possible path score at each state in each frame. It

is a time synchronous search algorithm in that it processes all states at time t before moving on to

time t+1. The operation of Viterbi decoder is illustrated by the trellis diagram, which is shown in

Figure 3. Each dot represents the possible HMM state at time t. Except from the initial state, all the

dots are pointed by a arrow, which is the survive path from the previous state. The survival path is

the path with the highest probability from the previous state to the current state. When the operation

ended at time 6, the system would trace back which is the survival path from time 5 and so on. Such

that the best state sequence is found, in this case, to be 1-1-2-2-3-4-4.

)LJXUH����,OOXVWUDWLRQ�RI�9LWHUEL�DOJRULWKP�IRU�ILQGLQJ�WKH�EHVW�VWDWH�VHTXHQFH
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The most abstract problem involved in large vocabulary speech recognition is to define an

appropriate "language constraints" for the recognizer. Language constraints are generally concerned

with how words may be concatenated, in what order, in what context, and in what context meaning.

Language model is the most common method to realize the language constraints in a recognizer.

Hence, a large-vocabulary speech recognition system is consisting of two parts: the acoustic model

and the language model. The acoustic model turns the utterance into a list of candidates that are

exported to the language model as its input. The language model determines the most possible word

sequence.

������&RQWH[W�,QGHSHQGHQW�/DQJXDJH�0RGHO

Context-independent language models assign probabilities to words without considering the

context, i.e. history information. The simplest context-independent model of syntactic structure

would simply let any word in a lexicon to be equally probable. Given the vocabulary V and for any

word w, the occurring probability is:

9
Z3

�
�� =  ,where |V| is the size of vocabulary

This model does not have any probabilities to estimate and therefore does not need any training

data. However, it is of little use to speech recognition because all words receive the same

probability. It will therefore have no influence on the ranking of the words.

Another way to construct a context independent model is to estimate the probability of each word

based on its relative frequency. The use of relative frequency method is also call Maximum

Likelihood Estimation method. The equation of the relative frequency method is:

Ê
=

Z

ZI
ZI

Z3
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��
��  , where f(w) is the frequency of word w
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Hence, the model has only one static probability for each word. There are only V parameters to be

estimated. Although it is a very simple language model, it is actually being used in commercial

speech recognizer. Because it is a special case (n=1) of n-gram models, it is always referred as the

unigram model.

The advantage of context-independent language model is that it requires very few training data, and

uses relatively fewer parameters for the speech recognizer, which is very desirable in practical

systems. However it has the inherit difficulty in predicting next word based on history information.

������:RUG�3DLU�/DQJXDJH�0RGHO

The previous context-independent language models have only one distribution for each word,

independent of context, while the simplest form of context dependence is a word-pair language

model. The word-pair language model simply consists of a list of valid word pairs. All valid pairs

are equally probable, and other pairs are impossible. Although the language model is very simple, it

works very well in some tasks, such as the Resource Management task (RM). When the task has

very rigid grammar, word pair models have sufficient coverage with low perplexity.

������1�JUDP�/DQJXDJH�0RGHO

If we further improve the word pair language model by adding probability to the model, so that

words follow other words with differing probabilities, we get bigram model. If we then condition

the probability of a word not just on the immediately preceding word, but on the preceding n-1

words, we get an n-gram language model. The difference between bigram, trigram and other n-gram

models is just the value of n. The parameters of an n-gram are thus the probabilities:

����_�
�� -QQ
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Q
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N-gram model can be view as partitions of data into equivalence classes based on the last n-1 words

in the history. Such that, a bigram induces a partition based on the last word in the history. A

trigram model further refines this partition by considering the next-to-last word. A 4-gram model

further refines the trigram, and so on.

The hierarchy of refinements introduces a tradeoff between detail and reliability. The equivalence

class for bigram is the largest, such that the estimates of bigram are more reliable. While the

equivalence classes of trigram are more detail but numerous, such that many of them contain only a

few examples from training data, and many more are still empty. However, the differentiating

power of the trigram is greater, which means that it should result in lower perplexity for the

language model, given that it is well trained. Since the number of parameters in n-gram models

grows exponentially with n, n-gram with n>3 is not realizable in a practical system.

The advantage of the n-gram model is that it captures the information provided by the preceding n-1

words. Judging from its success, this is an important source of information, especially for fixed

word order language like English. Its disadvantage is the enormous amount of training data needed

for obtaining all the probabilities.

������%DFNRII�Q�JUDP

To model longer term dependencies, we would like n to be as large as possible. However, as n

increases, the number of observation samples for each n-gram becomes less. Backoff n-gram can

help to reliably estimate the probabilities. In the backoff method, the different information sources

are ranked in descending order of detail or specificity. During recognition process, the most detailed

model is consulted first. If it contains information about current context, it is used exclusively to

generate the estimate. Otherwise, the next detailed model in line is consulted. The backoff method

is simple and compact. For example, assume that there are not sufficient statistics for a particular
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�_�
�-QQ

ZZ3 , we can look to the unigram ��
Q

Z3 .

Let NM

N

M ZZZ ���= , the backoff n-gram model is then defined recursively as follows:

Ó
Ò
Ñ

¼
¼-

=
-

-

-

-

-

�_�����

��������
�_�

�

��

�

�

�

���

� Q

QQ

Q

QQ

Q

Q ZZ3ZF

ZFZFG
ZZ3Q

a LI

LI

���

���

�

�

=
>

Q

Q

ZF

ZF

where ��
�

QZF is the frequency of word string QZ
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occurring in the corpus, G is the discount ratio, and

a’s are backoff weights.
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The major problem with standard n-gram models is that there are insufficient samples to train up all

n-gram parameters. Thus, the resulting language model may assign a zero probability to some

perfectly acceptable Chinese n-grams. This is known as zero probability problem. The task of

reevaluating some of the zero-probability and low-probability n-gram, and assigning them non-zero

value, is called smoothing.

Let us consider a small example, which uses a standard bigram. Let our training data S be

composed of the three sentences:

(Roger read Mao Zedong Writings. Desiree read a different book.  She read a book by Chris.)

To calculate p(Roger read a book). We have
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Hence,

p(Roger read a book)= ����
�
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Now, consider the sentence Mao read a book. We have
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So we have p(Mao read a book) = 0. Obviously, this is an underestimate for the probability p(Mao

read a book) as there is some probability that the sentence occurs.

Smoothing is used to address the problem. The simplest type of smoothing technique is additive

smoothing [20] which is to pretend each bigram occurs once more than it actually does.
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����
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where |V| is the vocabulary size.

p(Roger read a book)= ������
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p(Mao read a book)= �������
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It is noticeable that the probability of "Mao read a book " is no longer zero, which is more sensible

in practice. Actually, a more detailed analysis on smoothing can be found in chapter 5.
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Developing a recognizer with extremely large vocabulary size has been a challenging problem. The

use of linguistic knowledge may improve the performance of the recognizer. This chapter describes

a model of lexical access using partial phonetic information. Over past two decades, a variety of

broad class representations for lexical access has been proposed in the literature. Yet often these

proposals describe the effect of broad classes representation for western languages only.

A number of researchers have evaluated the effect of broad representation. David W. Shipman [22]

investigated the statistical properties and constraints of the phonemic structures of large lexicons.

Their results demonstrated broad phonetic labeling could be very useful in reducing the number of

potential word candidates. For example, categorizing the sound segments in terms of six broad

classes can uniquely specify about one third of the lexical entries for a 20,000-word lexicon. Daniel

P Huttenlocher [23][24] described the theoretical approach to implement a large-vocabulary

isolated word recognizer. The system consists of three stages. First, the classification stage

produces a sequence of broad phonetic classes. Second, the sequence is used to retrieve a set of

word candidates from a large lexicon. At the last stage, the subset is further extracted to identify the

actual spoken word. Luciano Fissore [25] presented their large-vocabulary isolated-word

recognition system which makes use of broad class pre-selection. By adding the pre-selection

process to the traditional direct approach, the complexity of the new system can be reduced by 73%

compared to the direct approach, while the recognition accuracy remains comparable.

These studies have provided much valuable information on the analysis, implementation and

experiment results of large isolated word recognizer, which takes the advantage of broad class pre-

selection process. However, broad class analysis of Chinese Language has not yet been explored. In

this chapter, we will investigate the phonological and lexical characteristics of the most commonly
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spoken language: Mandarin. We will compare the results with Cantonese and American English. In

addition, the implementation method for a large-vocabulary isolated Chinese word recognizer will

be proposed.  We believe that the broad class pre-selection process will enable us to deal with the

large-vocabulary recognition problem in an efficient manner. Section 3.2 presents the motivation of

broad classes representation. Section 3.3 introduces the model of broad classes representation. In

Section 3.4-3.5, a model of broad classes representation is presented. Section 3.6 presents the

analysis of the broad classes representation. Section 3.7 proposes an implementation method that

makes use of broad classes representation. Section 3.8 concludes this chapter.
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Human speech is a highly constrained system. It is known that there are various sources of

constraints. 1) Production constraint: There are less than 50 phoneme in Mandarin Chinese. A

person cannot speak Mandarin using another phoneme. 2) Speech recognition constraints: Different

phonemes in a language tend to be distinct in perception. 3) Natural language constraints: There are

syntactic, semantic and discourse level constraints for a language. We believe that constraints at the

phonological and lexical levels are as important as the syntactic, semantic and discourse level.

For any language, speech is produced by a limited number of phonemes. In addition, the sequence

of phonemes can only be combined in a certain way to form a meaningful word. Native speakers

possess the knowledge about the word formation rules of their own language. For example, there is

a set of syllable formation "rules" which governs the formation of base syllable from initials and

finals [30]. Regarding the combination of an initial and a final in construction of a syllable, some

restrictions are shown in Table 7. Initial /f/ cannot be followed by final starting with /i/. Therefore

syllable /fing1/ is not an allowable sound in Mandarin Chinese. This information would be very

useful in speech recognition. For example, initial of a syllable is either /j/, /q/ or /x/, then there is a

79% chance that the final starts with a /i/ medial. Also, there is no chance that the final starts with

null medial or /u:/ medial. The example is certainly uncovering the power of phonological

knowledge.

On the other hand, /de1 shi1/ is a permissible sequence of syllables in Mandarin, but is not a word

because it is not in the lexicon. Hence /de1 shi1/ should not be an allowable output for a recognizer.

Therefore, if we have sufficient information of what are the potential words in the lexicon, we can

further constraint the sequence of syllables for a recognition task.
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Hence, the phonological and lexical knowledge is presumably important in speech recognition,

particularly when the acoustic cues to a speech sound are missing or distorted. Thus, we are

concerned with how such knowledge can be used to constrain a speech recognition task.
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Many phonological rules are specified in terms of broad phonetic classes rather than specific

phonemes. For example, the nasal-stop cluster rule in English specifies that nasal and stop

consonant must be produced at the same place of articulation. Thus, we have words like "limp" or

"can’t", but not "limt" or "canp". Rather than performing detailed phonetic analysis, a word is

characterized in terms of broad phonetic classes. This partial description is then used to retrieve a

small set of words from a large lexicon.  Our lexical study is based on Mandarin Call Home and

English COMLEX obtained from the Linguistic Data Consortium. The Chinese lexicon is consisted

of 44,000 words, and the English lexicon is consisted of 52,000 words.

In selecting a representation for lexical access, we try to find a classification, which can be

extracted from the acoustic signal irrespective of local context, speaker characteristics, and other

environmental variability. There are two common methods to classify phonemes into broad

phonetics classes, that are grouping them by manner of articulation and the place of articulation.

Table 8 shows the members of Mandarin consonants in each group.

3ODFH�RI�$UWLFXODWLRQ ,QLWLDO�&RQVRQDQW
/DELDO �E���S���P���I�
'HQWDO�$OYHRODU �G���W���Q���O�
*XWWXUDO �J���N���K�
3DODWDO �M���T���[�
'HQWDO�6LELODQW �]���F���V�
5HWURIOH[ �]K���FK���VK���U�

0DQQHU�RI�$UWLFXODWLRQ ,QLWLDO�&RQVRQDQW
6WRSV �E���S���G���W���J���N�
/DWHUDOV �O���U�
1DVDOV �P���Q�
$IIULFDWHV �F���]���]K���FK���M���T�
6SLUDQWV �I���V���VK���[���K�
*OLGHV �\���L���Z���X�
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In our experiments, the six broad phonetic classes are formed based on the manner of articulation.

They are "vowels, stops, fricatives, affricates, laterals/glide, nasals" in the Chinese dialects and

"vowels, stops, strong fricatives, weak fricatives, laterals/glide, nasals" in the English. This set of

manner classes is used, since it tends to be relatively invariant across different speakers and

phonetic contexts. Zhang [26] made comparison on intelligibility of a consonant to the effect of

Mandarin syllable perception.

Figure 4 shows that manner of articulation plays a more important role in identifying a syllable

correctly.
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Figure 4: Manner/Place Recognition Rate vs Consonant Intelligibility [26]

In the experiment, the researcher prepared some single-syllable sound files. The subjects heard a

consonant segment from the sound file and they were made to identify the consonant. The subjects

then heard the whole sound file and they were made to identify the syllable. The process was

performed for each prepared syllable.
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Since manner of articulation consistently results in a higher syllable recognition rate than the place

of articulation at the same level of intelligibility, it suggests that the manner of articulation would be

more appropriate for speech recognition.

Once we identified the classifying method, we can re-label the transcription in term of the broad

classes, so that it can be used for broad classes analysis and recognizer training. Broad phonetic

classification can be viewed as the partitioning of the lexicon into equivalence classes of words

sharing the same phonetic class pattern. For example, the characteristics of Mandarin, can be

represented in terms of:  1) Tonal syllables, e.g. /nin2 men5/ 2) Base syllables, e.g. /nin men/ and 3)

Manner of broad classes e.g. [Nasal] [Vowel] [Nasal] [Nasal] [Vowel] [Nasal].

For example, there are only 23 words in a 44,000-word lexicon have [Nasal][Vowel][Nasal]

[Nasal][Vowel][Nasal] broad classes representation. It was found that, even at this broad phonetic

level, approximately 1/5 of the words in the 44,000-word lexicon could be uniquely specified.

Tonal syllables and base syllables are usual forms to represent a Chinese word. However, our

experiment showed that broad class representation is also very useful in speech recognition.
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In this section, each of the lexicons for the three different languages is represented in multiple units,

including tonal syllables, base syllables, phonemes, and broad phonetic classes.  In order to explore

the characteristics of the languages, multiple measurements are made, such as coverage,

uniqueness, expected and maximum cohort sizes.  Since words in a lexicon may have very different

frequency of occurrence, some of our measurements are also weighted by the frequency of

occurrence.  The frequency of occurrence for English is obtained from the Brown Corpus, whereas

the frequency of occurrence for Mandarin and Cantonese are obtained from the Call Home

database.

Table 9 shows some of the basic measurements used in our study.  The maximum cohort size

represents the largest equivalence class size given a particular phonetic / syllabic description,

whereas the expected cohort size represents the cohort size with a frequency distribution.  Notations

for different measurements are shown in Table 10.
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In all languages, some words occur much more frequently than others do. The occurring

probabilities of a word in the lexicon are very uneven, words like “the”, “I”, “and” occur more

frequently. It would be interesting to see the frequency distribution of the words in a language.

)LJXUH�� shows the cumulative distribution of the most frequent words for Mandarin and English.

For example, the set of the most frequent 4,000 words cover over 92% and 77% of all the texts in

Call Home Mandarin and the Brown Corpus, respectively.
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This section describes the properties of broad classes. Table 11 shows our results for Mandarin.  It

can be seen that if the lexicon is represented in terms of the tonal syllables, only 85% of the lexicon

can be uniquely specified.  The remaining 15% of the lexicon contain words that cannot be uniquely

specified by the tonal syllables.  This low percentage of 85% reflects the fact that many of the

words in Mandarin are actually homophones.  For example, all of the following Chinese words

have the same tonal-syllable representation, /fu4 shu4/":

When the lexicon is represented in terms of the base syllables, i.e. syllables with no tone

information, only 65% of the lexicon can be uniquely specified.  Similarly, only 19% of the lexicon

can be uniquely specified by the broad classes.
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Table 11 Analysis on Mandarin broad classes

Table 12 further describes the problem of homophone of different word length in Mandarin

Chinese. The analysis was done based on a 70,687 words lexicon. It was found that 50% of total

homophones are single syllable word.
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Table 12: Analysis of uniqueness Mandarin words in term of tonal syllable and base syllable
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On the other hand, Table 11 also shows the discriminatory power of the broad phonetic classes.  By

using only six broad phonetic classes, the expected cohort size (ECS) is found to be 62.4.  In other

words, if the lexicon is represented in terms of the broad classes, on average 62.4 words would have

the same broad class representation.

Table 13 shows the characteristics of Cantonese.  We can see that 87%, 70%, and 16.7% of the

lexicon can be uniquely specified by the tonal syllables, base syllables, and broad phonetic classes,

respectively.  These figures are quite similar to those for Mandarin.

However, the expected cohort size in Cantonese is 107.9, almost twice of the corresponding size in

Mandarin.  This shows that the broad phonological structures for the two Chinese dialects are quite

different.  It also suggests that the six broad phonetic classes are not as effective in differentiating

the Cantonese words in the lexicon.

7RQDO�6\OODEOH
%DVH�6\OODEOH
����SKRQHPH� 0DQQHU�RI�$UWLFXODWLRQ

81,4 ����� ����� �����
(&6 ���� ���� �����
)�(&6 ���� ���� �����
0&6 �� �� ���
/(; ��. ��. ��.

Table 13: Analysis on Cantonese broad classes

Table 14 shows our analysis for English.  It can be seen that over 93% of the lexicon can be

uniquely specified by a set of 43 phonemes, in contrast to the 85% and 87% for Mandarin and

Cantonese with tonal information.  Furthermore, the expected cohort size is about 74, which is

comparable to the corresponding figures in Mandarin and Cantonese.  These experimental results

for English are very similar to those reported by Carter.  We have found that the largest broad class

cohort is [fricative] [Vowel] [fricative] [vowel] [fricative]. This cohort has 648 word members, such

as "thesis".
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���3KRQHPHV 0DQQHU�RI�$UWLFXODWLRQ
81,4 ����� �����
(&6 ���� ����
)�(&6 ���� �����
0&6 � ���
/(; ��. ��.

Table 14: Analysis on English broad classes

In order to compare directly the lexical characteristics of all three languages, Table 15 summarizes

the results when the base syllables (or 38 phonemes) are used for the Chinese dialects, and the set of

43 phonemes is used for English.  It can be seen that the characteristics of the three languages are

quite different.  First, there is a major difference between the UNIQ’s for the three languages,

ranging from 65% for Mandarin to 93% for English.  Second, the relative cohort sizes can differ by

as much as a factor of 2.7, since the RECS for Mandarin is 0.0057% and the RECS for English is

0.0021%.  Finally, the RMCS can also differ by an order of magnitude, since the RMCS for

Mandarin is 0.12% and the RMCS for English is 0.0096%.

0DQGDULQ &DQWRQHVH (QJOLVK
81,4 ��� ����� �����
(&6 ���� ���� ����
0&6 �� �� �
5(&6 ������� ������� �������
50&6 ����� ������ �������
/(; ��. ��. ��.

7DEOH� ���� &RPSDULVRQV� RI� FKDUDFWHULVWLFV� EHWZHHQ� 0DQGDULQ�� &DQWRQHVH�� DQG� (QJOLVK�� � %RWK
0DQGDULQ� DQG� &DQWRQHVH� DUH� EDVHG� RQ� WKH� EDVH� V\OODEOHV� �RU� ��� SKRQHPHV��� ZKHUHDV� (QJOLVK� LV
EDVHG�RQ�D�VHW�RI����SKRQHPHV�

We have also compared the lexical characteristics of the three languages using the 6 broad classes.

Table 16 summarizes the results.  We can see that their characteristics are more similar than those

using the entire phoneme set.  First, it is observed that almost 20% of the Mandarin lexicon can be

uniquely defined by the broad phonetic classes, compared to 15.7% for English.  Second, the

relative expected cohort sizes are quite small for all three languages, with the highest one at 0.24%

for Cantonese and the lowest one at 0.14% for both Mandarin and English.  Third, while the
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maximum class sizes for all three languages are still quite low, they differ by only a factor of 2.  For

example, the RMCS for Mandarin is 0.67%, whereas that for English is 1.25%.

0DQGDULQ &DQWRQHVH (QJOLVK
81,4 ����� ����� �����
(&6 ���� ����� ����
0&6 ��� ��� ���
5(&6 ����� ����� �����
50&6 ����� ���� �����
/(; ��. ��. ��.

Table 16: Analyses on Mandarin, Cantonese, and English for six broad classes

The effectiveness of the broad class representation for the three languages are compared, Figure 6

shows the relative expected cohort sizes (RECS) as functions of the lexicon sizes.  It can be seen

that the RECS decrease monotonically.  With a lexicon size of 4,000, the RECS for all languages

are below 1%.
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Figure 7 to Figure 10 compare the characteristics of Mandarin and English as functions of the

lexicon sizes.  We can see that most of the curves are quite linear with the lexicon size and that the

characteristics using broad phonetic classes are quite similar between the languages.
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Our model of isolated word recognizer involves three distinct stages: The first stage is classification

of the acoustic signal. Second, this sequence is then used to retrieve a set of word candidates form

the 44,000-lexicon. Finally, a detail feature recognizer determines which of those words was

actually spoken. Figure 11 shows the block bigram of the algorithm.

The recognizer has two major features. First, the classification of the speech signal is in terms of

phonetic-size units as opposed to fixed rate labeling. Second, there is no attempt to perform detailed

recognition of the acoustic signal until after lexical access.

Figure 11: System Flow of the Isolated Word Speech Recognizer

Performance of the system can be measured by: 1. The number of word candidates returned in

lexical access. 2. The probability of the correct word that appears in the candidate set.

By using these two separate criteria, the tradeoffs inherent in the choice of representations are more

explicit. If very broad classes are extracted from the acoustic signal, then the error rate in

recognizing these classes will be very low. However, a large number of words will match each

sequence of the broad classes. If the classes are detailed, the error rate will be higher, but fewer

words will match each sequence. We believe the 6 broad classes would be a good option for the

first stage of the recognizer. Since a large vocabulary isolated word Mandarin corpus is not

available in public, the mentioned system is not actually built for experimental testing.

�%URDG�&ODVV�
&ODVVLIFDWLRQ6SHHFK�

�&DOOKRPH�
/H[LFDO�$FFHVV

'HWDLO�
5HFRJQLWLRQ

:RUG�
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SRWHQWLDO�
:RUGV�
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In this chapter, we demonstrate a method for partitioning a large lexicon into small equivalence

classes, bases on phonetic constraints. In our two-stage recognizer, word classes are represented in

terms of manner of articulation. The benefits are: 1) These broad phonetic classes are relatively

invariant across different speakers and phonetic contexts. 2) Only a tiny subset of the words in very

large lexicon matches a given sequence of the classes.

We demonstrated that broad phonetics classification of words could, in principle, reduce the

number of word candidates significantly. It is found that the Mandarin broad class representation

can uniquely specific 19% words in a 44404-word lexicon, and the expected cohort size is only

62.4. Thus, a subsequence recognizer only need to search 64.2 words instead of 44404 words. It is

also marked that the percentage of uniquely specified word (UNIQ) of 6 broad classes are very

similar for the languages, they are 19.0%, 16.7% and 15.7% for Mandarin, Cantonese and English

respectively. Since the broad class recognizer only makes use of the broad features of an input

phoneme, minor change in the acoustic realization would not affect the result of first lexical access

stage. Thus, the representation is both powerful at differentiating between words, and robust with

respect to acoustic variability.

Therefore, lexical access, through the broad classes feature, is undoubtedly a feasible way to cut

down the computation time of a large-vocabulary isolated-word recognizer.
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N-gram language model simultaneously encodes syntax, semantics and pragmatics. They

concentrate on local dependencies. It is especially effective for structural languages, such as English

where word order is important and the contextual effects among neighbor words is strong. On the

other hand, n-gram language model processes inherit deficiencies in exploiting long-range

constraints. Researchers have tried different approaches to solve the problem [31][32][33].

However, these attempts have yielded little improvement at the high expense of computational cost.

Thus, in this thesis, we concentrate on n-gram language model only.

People tend to speak more freely (less constraint in syntax or grammar) in telephone conversation.

It makes the building of language model even more difficult. Not much work of language model has

been done for Chinese large-vocabulary telephone speech. IBM [39] has presented their

experiments of Call Home corpus. However, the detailed analysis of the language model has not

been published. In this chapter, we analyze and compare the characteristics of Chinese word

language model and character language model.

While word language model has been found to provide powerful constraints for speech recognition,

it is also known that word language model suffers from out-of-vocabulary and sparse data

problems.  These problems are particularly severe in Chinese, as new Chinese words can be created

with a high degree of freedom.  Furthermore, as there are no clearly defined word boundaries in

Chinese, some forms of word segmentation procedures must first be performed before word

language model can be applied.  In this chapter, we explore the possibility of using character

language model, which can potentially alleviate some of the known problems with word language

model.
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While many researchers assume that word level language model is better than character level

language model. Few researchers compared the performance of both language models. The

motivation of the chapter comes from the fact that the assumption may not be true, and it is worth to

have systematic procedures for the comparison. In our experiments, the performances of language

models are compared based on the perplexity.

3HUSOH[LW\

The most common response after experiencing large-vocabulary speech recognizer is "It doesn’t

make sense!". The better the language model we have, the lower the occurrence of nonsense

sentences. How can we identify a better language model? Language model is commonly measured

by "perplexity" which is the extent of constraints of a given language model in a recognizer. This

term roughly means the average number of branches at any decision point during the decoding of

the message. For a simple language model, in which all of the V words is allowed to follow any

word with probability 9�� .  The perplexity of this model is 9 . This concept can be extended

further, where the probability of words following each other is not uniformly 9�� . From Rabiner &

Juang [34], perplexity B, is defined in term of entropy H. +% �=

 And we estimate H over Q words of data to be Hp:

����ORJ
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In practice, we can only estimate probabilities using some test data, and thus only an estimation of

perplexity can be obtained. The more data is used to train and test the language model, the better

this estimate should be.

For speech recognition, fewer possible words means an easier task for the recognizer. Hence, a

language model with low perplexity is more desirable. It will generally result in faster and more

accurate recognition. The relationship between perplexity and word accuracy is not guaranteed,

although we expect models with lower perplexity introduce better recognition results.
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Our study is based on the second release (apr95) of Mandarin Call Home corpus [37][38],

distributed by Linguistic Data Consortium (LDC). The CallHome Mandarin corpus consists of 120

telephone conversations between native speakers of Mandarin. All speakers were aware that they

were being recorded. They were given no guidelines concerning what they should talk about. Once

a caller was recruited to participate, he/she was given a free choice of whom to call. Most

participants called family members or close friends overseas. All calls originated in North America.

The corpus is a large-vocabulary, conversational and telephone speech corpus. Speech is

transcribed and time-aligned with human intervention. Conversations take place in an unprompted

manner with no specified topics for talker to follow. Each recording is 10 to 30 minutes long. The

transcription is in native orthography, covering 10 minutes of each call. Unlike Switchboard [40],

transcription in Call Home is time-aligned interactively by speaker turns instead of on a word-by-

word basis.

Because of the Call Home corpus speech is collected over international connections, there are

channel noise and distortions to deal with. Moreover, handsets and speakerphones are often used in

the case of multiple talkers on one end. The average number of speakers per conversation in

Mandarin Call Home is 2.81 instead of 2 for Switchboard. In view of poor quality of telephone

speech, not all the transcribed speech from conversation is suitable for training. After the non-

Mandarin speech, laughter and corruptive channel noise are removed, the usable portion of training

speech is about 9.0 hours.

There are 80 conversations in the training set and 20 in the development test set. The training set

contains 19K sentences and 5744 unique words. The average word length is about 1.39 characters.

Detailed statistics of the corpus can be found in Table 17.
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7UDQVFULSWLRQ 7UDLQLQJ 'HYHORSPHQW�7HVWLQJ
��RI�GLDORJ �� ��
��RI�VHQWHQFH ������ �����
��RI�ZRUG ������� ������
��RI�FKDUDFWHU ������� ������
��RI�XQLTXH�ZRUG��Z�YRFDE�� ����� �����
��RI�XQLTXH�FKDUDFWHU�F�YRFDE�� ����� �����
$YHUDJH�ZRUG�OHQJWK ������FKDUDFWHU�ZRUG ������FKDUDFWHU�ZRUG

Table 17: Detailed statistics of Call Home Corpus

������7UDQVFULSWLRQ�7H[WV

Mandarin Call Home exhibits strong characteristics of spontaneous speech with lots of disfluencies,

hesitations, repetitions of phrases, and word slurring, which makes human transcription

complicated. Unlike Switchboard corpus, no conversation topic is specified in Call Home. Talkers

speak in a more relaxing manner in Call Home than in Switchboard because they are family

members or close friends. Moreover, proper names such as human names and abbreviations for

organizations frequently appear in the context.

The speech is transcribed in native orthography, Chinese characters, by human transcribers. There

are several problems for Mandarin transcription, which do not occur in western languages. For

example, word boundaries in Mandarin are ambiguous and cannot be clearly distinguished by

simple rules [41]. Some examples of texts used as test sentences are as follows.

<s>       </s>

<s>         </s>

To have better analysis of my testing result, the characteristic of usable portion of training speech

data and transcription of IBM’s experiment [39] and those of my experiments are compared in

Table 18. It is notice that IBM include less transcription for training (7.7hrs vs. 9.8hrs). It might

account for the small variation of our results.
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��RI�5HFRUGLQJ�7UDLQLQJ��'HYWHVW� ����� �����
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��RI�7XUQV ������������ ������������
��RI�:RUGV�IRU�/0 ���. ���.
7ULJUDP�3HUSOH[LW\ ��� ������

Table 18: Baseline perplexity compare to IBM
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A bigram language model can be seen as a VxV matrix of probabilities, where V is the size of the

vocabulary in a specific task. The bigram and trigram probabilities can be estimated by the simple

relative frequency approach.
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where the function c(.) counts the number of string in the blanket

The use of relative frequencies as a way to estimate probabilities is known as Maximum Likelihood

Estimation (MLE) [35][36]. Table 19 and Table 20 show the bigram and unigram counts of 7 words

in Call Home corpus. The relative frequencies are then calculated by normalizing the bigram with

their unigram counts. Table 21 shows the bigram probabilities after normalization. Note that ’N/A’

log probabilities are caused by zero bigram counts, which is undesirable. Actually, we have chosen

7 sample words which are more related to each other, the majority count of full-version bigram

matrix should be zero. From the Table 19, we also notice that the disfluency problem is very severe,

for example, there are 259 number of bigram - , 73 number of bigram . !and 17 number of

bigram! - . Generally, those bigrams would not be appeared in written text. However,

people tend to repeat their words in telephone conversation.

:Q�� :Q

��� ��� ��� � �� � �
�� � � � � � �
�� � �� �� � �� �
�� � � �� �� �� �
� � � � � �� �

��� � � �� � � �
� � � � � �� ��

Table 19: Bigram count for 7 words (out of 5774) in Call Home Corpus
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8QLJUDP
&RXQW ���� ��� ��� ���� ��� ���� ���

Table 20: Unigram count for 7 word in Call Home Corpus

:Q�� :Q

������� ������� ������� ������� ������� ������� �������
������� ������� ������� ������� ������� ������� �������
������� 1�$ ������� ������� 1�$ ������� �������
������� ������� ������� ������� ������� ������� �������

1�$ ������� 1�$ 1�$ ������� ������� �������
������� 1�$ ������� ������� ������� ������� �������
������� 1�$ ������� ������� 1�$ ������� �������

Table 21: Log-probabilities of bigrams for 7 word in Call Home Corpus

As illustrated above (N/A entries in log-probabilities table), a bigram/trigram language model

would give zero probability to string W which contains an unseen type of bigram/trigram. If the

bigram/trigram missing-rate is high, a large number of word errors would be introduced in a

recognizer, which operates with the statistical decision criterion:

:

:$3:3:$3:3 �_���PD[�Ö_��� =
)

Actually, we found that 58% of the word trigrams and 26% of the word bigrams appearing in the

test set never took place in the training set. One approach to solve the zero probability problem is

using backoff technique. In the model, the probability backoff from a trigram to a bigram, and then

to a unigram estimation.  The ideal is incorporated in the approximated formula.
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a

 is a discounted version of bigram and trigram. The discount method used for the simple backoff

bigram in our experiments is shown below:

��

���

��
�

��_�
a

�
�

�

�

�

-

-

-

- ÜÜ
Ý

Û
ÌÌ
Í

Ë
-=

Q

QQ

Q

QQ ZF

ZZF

ZF
ZZ3%LJUDP

An intuitive impression for the quality of the language model can be conceived from Table 22. The

simple backoff language model is used to predict the potential words for the sentence #=t?! !

! ! ! ! ! ! ! !=0t?#. Table 22 manifests all the words that are predicted to

be more likely than the actual word, given the language model has perfect knowledge of the

preceding word. For example, knowing the preceding word " #- the language model estimates

that the most likely next word is " ", and the word - … are all more likely than the

actual word " " which is estimated as the 219-th likeliness, given that particular past.

We observe that the language model is quite effective at predicting most function words (e.g.

, , ) but that is uncertain about some content words  (e.g. - ). Another observation is

that the language model provides powerful constraints to a speech recognizer. In the above

example, the correct words are always within the top 800 candidates, instead of 5774 words. It is

quite amazing that without any acoustic information of the current word, a recognizer is able to

predict accurately the potential words. Thus the searching time for the recognizer can be greatly

reduced. Of course, we cannot make the conclusion merely based on the example. An objective and

quantity measure of language model quality would be presented in the following sections.
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Out-of-vocabulary (OOV) rate and perplexity of different character language model are analyzed.

There are 156 out-of-vocabulary characters in the test set, some of them with higher OOV count are

listed in Table 23. The total number of OOV word token is 298, which represents 0.62% of the total

number of words in the test set.

Count �� �� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
OOV
Count � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
OOV
Count � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
OOV U

Table 23: List of top frequency out-of-vocabulary characters

Table 24 exhibits the perplexity and OOV rate of the simple backoff character bigram and trigram.

Figure 12 visualizes those perplexity results. Eight language models are compared in Table 24.

They are divided into two groups: cheating and fair models. Cheating models are included in the

experiments to give a wider range of perplexity analysis. Since bigram and trigram language models

are the most common types of language model implementation methods, both of them are employed

in the experiment. Smoothing techniques are also included, aimed at further improving the

perplexity of language model. More detailed analysis of smoothed technique would be presented in

Chapter 5.

Cheating language models are language models, which are trained from testing transcription. Hence

the cheating language models has better statistic information than fair language models, which

trained on training transcription. The cheating language models always have lower perplexity than

the fair ones, and would normally perform better in recognition tasks. Each group contains four

members. They are bigram/trigram language model with/without smoothing. Since many possible

Chinese character trigrams w1,w2,w3 never actually take place even in very large corpora of training
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text, it is noticeable that the simple backoff character trigram  (Perplexity, PP=96.03) has a higher

perplexity than the simple backoff character bigram (PP=63.13). It suggests that there is insufficient

training data for trigram language model. Hence, most of the subsequence experiments are worked

with bigram language model.

It is also noticeable that smoothing technique reduces the perplexity of fair language models, but it

increases the perplexity of cheating language models. It suggests that the smoothing technique

would not be usefully if the target language model already has good statistic information.

Furthurmore, it is found that OOV rate of character language model is only 0.62%, while it is

4.15% (shown in Table 26) for word language model. For a recognizer without using statistical

language model, each of the 2098 character is equally probable to follow any word. As described in

section 4.2, its perplexity is 2098. By using the simple backoff language model, the perplexity is

reduced from 2098 to 63.13, i.e. 97% improvement.
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The advantage of using word language model is that it provides a better description of the language.

However, it suffers from large out-of-vocabulary (OOV) rate. There were 845 OOV words in the

test set. Some of them with higher OOV count are listed in Table 25. Most of these words occurred

only once. The total number of out-of-vocabulary word token is 1441, which represents 4.15% of

the total number of words in the test set. We notice that most of the OOV for the character level

language model are rarely used character, while the OOV for the word level language contains

many frequently used word, such as - /

Count �� �� �� �� �� � � � � �
OOV
Count � � � � � � � � � �
OOV

Table 25: List of top frequency out-of-vocabulary words

Moreover, Chinese has no clearly defined word boundaries. Thus, some forms of word

segmentation procedures must be performed before the word language model can be applied. In

addition, the Chinese lexicon contains more than 40,000 words, and therefore there are potentially

40,000n n-grams, making sparse data a challenging problem.

An perplexity and OOV analysis, which is similar to the analysis of character language model (in

section 4.5), is done for word language models. Table 26 and Figure 13 exhibit the perplexity of the

word language models. Similar to character language model, the improvement in perplexity is very

substantial for word level language model. The word perplexity reduced from 5776 to 175.13,

which is also 97% improvement. Moreover, the simple backoff word trigram  (PP=313) has higher

perplexity than the simple backoff word bigram (PP=175). By comparing to the Table 11 and Table

12, it is found that both character and word language gives similar effects when similar changes are

applied. Such as changing from bigram to trigram or applying smoothing technique on unsmoothed

language models.
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The perplexities of language models presented in Table 24 and Table 26 are on the two different

bases.  Perplexity in the Table 24 is based on a word-level analysis, whereas perplexity in Table 26

is based on a character-level analysis.  In order to compare information on the two bases, we define

/
:&

3333 = .

ZKHUH
:

33 � LV� WKH� DYHUDJH�ZRUG�SHUSOH[LW\��
&

33 � LV� WKH� DYHUDJH� FKDUDFWHU� SHUSOH[LW\�� DQG�/� LV� WKH
DYHUDJH�OHQJWK�RI�D�ZRUG��

Let the entropy of a sentence is E. Sentence entropy is equal to the sum of character or word

entropy, ie. ÊÊ == (Z(F( . Since the average word length is L character per word, the L times

the average character entropy ( F( ) would equal to average word entropy ( Z( ). Hence,

F(/Z( ¼= . By translating the entropy formula to perplexity formula, we provide 
&

3333 = .

After normalizing the perplexities to the same basis, we found that word language model has a

better performance on perplexity, while character language model has a better performance on

OOV rate.

Hence, we need to adjust OOV rate of both language models, such that the two language models are

comparable. The easiest method to adjust the OOV rate is to change the vocabulary size. Table 27

and Table 28 describe the effect of vocabulary size on the two language models. Figure 14 and

Figure 15 present those data in graphical form. For both language model, we found that increasing

the vocabulary size reduces the OOV rate. However, increasing the vocabulary size also increase

the perplexity of the language model, which is not desirable. In other words, increasing the

vocabulary size of a speech recognition system has two conflicting effects. 1) reduces the OOV

rate, which reduces OOV related recognition errors; 2) the added lexical entries increase the

average acoustic confusability of words, which results in recognition errors. Hence, compromise

must be made on certain vocabulary size, such that the problems of large OOV rate and high
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perplexity are minimized. In this thesis, extensive recognition experiments have not been done to

found the optimal vocabulary size. Nevertheless, OOV rate and perplexity of language models with

different vocabulary sizes are compared.
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Figure 14: Effect of vocabulary size on Perplexity of Word & Character Level Language Model
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Figure 15: Effect of vocabulary size on OOV% Word & Character Level Language Model
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Figure 16 compares the word perplexity of the word-level and character-level language models, as

function of the OOV.  As usual, we notice that increasing the vocabulary size always reduces the

OOV rate.  We also found that the word-level bigram consistently results in lower word perplexity

than the character-level bigram, suggesting that the word-level language model maybe more

appropriate for speech recognition.
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Figure 16: Perplexity vs. OOV % for Word Language Model & Character Language Model
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We are estimating a language model for the specific domain task, Call Home speech recognition,

where the amount of training data is limited. There is actually a large amount of data available from

another domain, such as newspaper. A language model trained on the larger corpus may be more

robust, but will not match the target domain. A simple solution, which take advantages of the large

corpus language model and the specific domain language model, is to interpolate the parameters of

both language models. In this experiment, we make use of another text corpus from LDC, which is

HUB5 corpus. A HUB5 language model is generated base on the corpus.

������0HWKRGRORJ\

The probability of a given sentence assigned by the interpolated model is defined as a weighted sum

of the probability assigned by the original models:
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+%�/0�VWDQG�IRU�+8%��/0�

The weight a is found by using the estimation maximization (EM) algorithm [43], which minimizes

the perplexity of the interpolated model over the training data. The Interpolated Language Model

Bigram is then generated through the formula above. There are four possible cases, i.e. both CH-

LM and HB-LM has the bigram, only CH-LM has the bigram, only HB-LM has the bigram, both

CH-LM and HB-LM do not have the bigram.
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Both perplexity and OOV rate can be improved by interpolating the Call Home language model

with HUB5 conversation transcription. By using the Estimation Maximization (EM) algorithm, it is

found that the perplexity is optimized when a=0.2.

Figure 17 shows the change of word perplexity at different interpolation ratio for simple backoff

language models. There is 6.3% improvement in perplexity.
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Figure 17: Word Perplexity of (Call Home & HUB5) Interpolated Language Model

The improvement of perplexity and OOV rate is less significant in the smoothed language model

but it is still noticeable. As shown in Table 29, our interpolation methods have successfully reduced

the OOV by 6.8%.  In addition, the perplexity improves from 90.88 to 88.90.

/DQJXDJH�0RGHO 3HUSOH[LW\ 229
6PRRWKHG�):% ����� ����
,QWHUSRODWHG�DQG�6PRRWKHG�):% ����� ����

Table 29: Perplexity and OOV reduction of Interpolated Language Model
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In this chapter, we demonstrate a method for implementing language model for a large vocabulary

speech recognizer. We compare the performance of language models by an objective measure,

perplexity. The simple backoff character bigram reduces the perplexity from 1468 to 63.13,

whereas the simple backoff word bigram reduces the perplexity from 5776 to 175.3. In other words,

both bigram language models reduce the perplexity by 97%. This shows that language model

provide powerful constraints to a recognizer. By comparing the language models at wide range of

OOV and at same perplexity unit, it shows that word level language model always gives a lower

perplexity. It suggests that word level language model is more appropriate for speech recognition.

We also demonstrate an interpolation method, which further reduce the perplexity of language

model. By using the interpolated language model, we achieved 6.8% reduction in OOV and 2.17%

reduction in perplexity. Furthermore, some perplexity results for smoothed language mode are also

presented, and detailed discussion on smoothing techniques can be found in Chapter 5.
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&KDSWHU���1�JUDP�6PRRWKLQJ

����,QWURGXFWLRQ

The problems discussed in the previous chapter are related to the estimation of P(wn|wn-2,wn-1) for

trigram or P(wn|wn-1) for bigram based on the relative frequency f(wn|wn-2,wn-1) and f(wn|wn-1).

Although backoff technique helps to solve the zero probability problem, the backoff model is

incapable to estimate the actual probability of unseen events well. We have found that there is a

severe sparse data problem for both language models. For example in language modeling for a

6000-word vocabulary, there are 36 million possible word bigram. Nevertheless, for a specific task,

the training corpus rarely has more than 2 million words. A direct approach to improve the language

model is to derive it from a much larger training corpus. However, this approach introduces other

problems. First, we may not able to get a sufficiently large corpus (e.g. hundred million words).

Second, the resulting language model would still be confounded to a specific domain, from which it

was extracted. They are the two major motivations for researchers to work in a better smoothing

method.

To overcome the drawbacks of the conventional maximum likelihood estimation and the

incapability of the simple backoff n-gram, a number of different approaches have been proposed.

Such as floor method [44], discounting technique related to the Good-Turing formula [45][46],

Witten-Bell discounting [47], linear and absolute discounting [48]. However detailed comparison

for the effectiveness of those smoothing methods on Chinese text has not been done.

In this chapter, we describe our work on the smoothing of n-gram models. Four smoothing

techniques, which significantly improve the existing trigram models, are explained in detail. We

also present and extensive empirical comparison of the smoothing techniques, which was

previously lacking in the literature.
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In this chapter, we describe and compare different smoothing techniques. Smoothing is one of the

most important technique to solve the zero probability problem of language models. Many

smoothing techniques are proposed by researchers. The motivation of performing series of

experiments in this chapter is to identify the most appropriate smoothing method for Call Home

Mandarin speech, and perhaps the result can be extended to other Mandarin telephone speech. Four

faovous smoothing technique, which is developed for western language, are borrowed in the

experiments. They are Witten-Bell smoothing, Good-Turing smoothing, linear and absolute

smoothing.
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Any language model can be seen as a probability generator. It predicts the probability of next word

base on the statistics in the training data and the preceding words of testing data [49]. However, the

training data is always limited, so that it fails to observe some typical event classes. Let us denote

the event class under consideration by .N ��������= . Their sample count is then denoted as ck,

which means the number of event k observed in the training text. The corresponding probability for

event k is then denoted as p(k). In other words, we then have C independent trials with K possible

outcomes, where the sample counts Nk denote the number of trial resulting in outcome k.

The maximum likelihood estimation for p(k) is 
&

F
NS N=�� . However, most of the events k are never

seen in the training text because there are many more event classes K than the number of observed

event & . Thus most of the event classes has zero outcoming probability, due to Ck = 0. The

problem of sparseness of data can be captured by the following equation: .F&F <<<<
��

.

Since all event classes k with the same sample count c must be assigned with the same probability

and are therefore grouped into the same equivalence class.  Therefore, we define nr as the number of

class numbers. The value nr is then referred as count frequency because it is the number of classes

that was observed exactly r times.  Except add-one smoothing, each of the smoothing technique

described in throughout this chapter makes use of the value nr. Table 30 summarizes the frequently

used notation in this chapter.
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Each of the mentioned smoothing methods assign a non-zero probability to the unseen events by

discounting each count c(k) > 0 , then redistributing the discounted probability mass over all n0

unseen n-gram. The first one to be introduced is the add-one smoothing method. Add-one

smoothing is also called floor-smoothing method, which give each n-gram a floor count 1. Add-one

smoothing is very easy to implement, but it is a poor method of smoothing. The weakness of add-

one is that it is worse at predicting the unseen n-gram probabilities. Gale and Church summarize a

number of problems with the add-one method [50].  The next mentioned smoothing method is

Witten-Bell smoothing method. It is only slightly more complex than add-one smoothing but gives

much better results. The main idea behind the Witten-Bell smoothing is that "Use the count of

things you have seen to help estimating the count of things you haven’t seen." This idea gives a

simple but useful estimation for unseen events. A more complex smoothing method call Good-

Turing smoothing method is also introduced. The basic idea of Good-Turing smoothing is to re-

estimate the low or zero count n-gram by looking at the number of n-grams with a higher count.

The last two smoothing methods are absolute and linear smoothing. They are sharing the same idea

that each original count is subtracted by certain value. In the case of absolute discount, the

subtracting value is an ’absolute’ constant. Therefore, we have ’absolute discount’ as her name.

Simultaneously, the subtracting value of linear discount is ’linear’ to the original count. Hence, we

have the name ’linear discount’. To give a rough estimation of the complexity of each method, Table

31 manifests the number of lines of program code for each of the implementation.

6PRRWKLQJ�PHWKRG /LQHV�RI�&�FRGLQJ
$GG�RQH ��
:LWWHQ�%HOO ���
*RRG�7XULQJ ���
$EVROXWH ���
/LQHDU ���

7DEOH�����,PSOHPHQWDWLRQ�FRPSOH[LW\�RI�GLIIHUHQW�VPRRWKLQJ�PHWKRGV
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A simple way to perform smoothing is add-one smoothing. It is by just taking the matrix of n-gram

counts and adding one to all the counts. Although this algorithm rarely used in smoothing of

language model, it introduces important concept that would be used in other smoothing methods.

An example of add-one smoothing is shown below:

Add-one smoothed bigram probability are computed by normalizing each row of modified counts

by recalculating unigram count:
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where c(wn-1, wn) is the bigram count for wn-1 followed by wn, and c(wn-1) is the unigram count for

word wn-1.

The add-one smoothed language model can also be described in terms of discount ratio (dc). It is the

ratio of discounted counts (c*) to the original counts (c):
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Table 19 shows the add-one smoothed counts for the bigram mentioned in chapter 4. Table 21

shows the log-probabilities of add-one smoothed bigram. You may notice that the simply add-one

smoothed solves the zero probability problem in original bigram. For example, the original

language model would give zero probability to a string "   ", since the P(  | ) equal

to zero. It would introduce recognition error if the string were really appeared in the testing

sentence. With add-one smooth technique, P(  | ) is now equal to 3.35E-04 instead of zero.
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Table 32: Add-one smoothed bigram counts for 7 words in Call Home Corpus
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Table 33: Log-probabilities of add-one smoothed bigram for 7 word in Call Home Corpus

The effect of add-one smoothing can be manifested by reconstructing the count matrix from the

probability in Table 34. Each probability in Table 34 is multiplied by its original unigram count, so

that the number of smoothed unigram count is then preserved as original. Note that add-one

smoothing has made a very big change to the counts: c(  ) changed from 259 to 158.27. The

effect can also be seen in the log-probability table: P(  | ) decrease from -1.5058 (Table 21) in

the un-smoothed bigram to -1.7715 in the add-one smoothed bigram. The big change in the counts

and probabilities is due to large portion of probability mass is moved to the unseen events.
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Table 34: Add-one smoothed bigram counts (reconstructed) for 7 words in Call Home Corpus
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Witten-Bell discounting [47] is based on a Poisson process formulation for the appearance of new

tokens, which was originally introduced to estimate the number of unseen biological species [46].

Later it was applied to estimate the rate of appearance of new words in natural language text [51].

Witten-Bell can be viewed as a generalized Laplace’s of succession, which only deal with binary

event. Supposing that there are k of event types instead of the two. Out of complete set of C

observations, it supposes there are c1 of type 1, c2 of type 2 and so on. These random variables are

related by: &FFF
N
=+++ ���

��
.

Witten-Bell estimates the total probability mass of all the unseen types with the number of observed

types divided by the number of tokens C plus observed types R:

P[next token will be of the ith type] =
5&

F
L

+

P[next event will be novel] =
5&

5
+

We can apply the Witten-Bell formula to our smoothing problem. For example, the probability of

an unseen bigram wn-1wn-2 is calculated by using the probability of seeing a new bigram starting

with wn-1. Note that the number of seen bigram types R and the number of bigram token C are

conditioned by the previous word wn-1.
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where Z is the total number of bigram with zero count. Each of the formerly zero bigram now gets

its equal share of redistributed probability mass. For the non-zero count bigram, we then discount

them through the same manner:
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To calculate the Witten-Bell discount for 7 word Call Home experiments, we need the number of

bigram R(wn-1) which has been seen in the training text. The values for the selected words in the

Call Home corpus are listed in Table 35.

%LJUDP�ZLWK�3UHIL[
��RI�%LJUDP ��� ��� ��� ��� �� ��� ���

7DEOH�����7KH�QXPEHU�RI�VHHQ�ELJUDP�IRU���ZRUGV�LQ�&DOO�+RPH�&RUSXV

Since the vocabulary size is V, V=5776, and there are exactly V potential bigrams which can begin

with a given word w, the number of unseen bigram is Z(w) = V - R(w).

%LJUDP�ZLWK�3UHIL[
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Table 36: The number of unseen bigram for 7 words in Call Home Corpus

Table 37 shows the re-estimated probability of Witten Bell smoothing method. For comparison

reason, the bigram count of Witten Bell smoothing method is re-constructed on Table 38.
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Table 37: Witten Bell smoothed log-probabilities for 7 word in Call Home Corpus

:Q�� :Q

������� ������� ������� ����� ����� ����� �����
������ ����� ����� ����� ����� ����� �����
������ ����� ����� ������ ����� ������ �����
����� ����� ����� ������ ����� ������ �����
����� ����� ����� ����� ����� ������ �����
������ ����� ����� ������ ����� ����� �����
����� ����� ����� ����� ����� ����� ������

Table 38: Witten Bell smoothed bigram count for 7 words in Call Home Corpus
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The Good-Turing (GT) discount method is suggested by Turing and developed by Good [53]. For

certain n-gram occurs c times, Good-Turing re-estimated it to c* with the formula:

F

F

Q

Q
FF ����
 ++=

Nc is the number of n-gram that occur exactly c times. Hence, N0 is the number of bigrams with

zero count, and N1 is the number of bigram, which occurred only once. For example, the modified

count for unseen bigrams is then estimated by dividing the number of singleton by the number of

unseen bigrams. Table 39 gives an example of the use of Good-Turing discount to the bigrams for

the Call Home task. The first column is the original count c. The second column is the number of

bigram which has the related count c. Thus, 2677 bigrams has a count of 3. The third column shows

the Katz Good-Turing smoothed count.
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7DEOH�����*RRG�7XULQJ�VPRRWKHG�ELJUDP�FRXQWV�IRU�ZRUGV�LQ�&DOO�+RPH�&RUSXV

Since we assume the large bigram/trigram counts are reliable, the discounted c* is not used for all

counts c in our experiment. We adopt the Katz [45] modified Good-Turing model for our

experiments, in which only counts less than eight ( �� �� F ) are modified.

Since the total number of smoothed count must not be changed after smoothing, a remedied

equation is developed to preserve the total count.
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Table 40 shows the smoothed count of 7 words in Call Home Corpus by Katz Good-Turing method.

The log probability is shown in Table 41.
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Table 41: Good Turing smoothed Log Probability for 7 words in Call Home Corpus
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The probability Pr for absolute discounting and linear discount [48][56] can then be written in a

general forms:
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where gr is defined as the differences between the original count c and the smoothed count c*

For absolute discount, EJ
U
=  where b is a constant. Intuitively it is equivalent to sample

subtracting the constant b from each count. For linear discounting, 
UU
FJ a= where a is a constant.

In other word, the original count is subtracted by a value, which is in proportion to its original

count. Unlike the Good-Turing method, the discounting function is applied to all non-zero count.

Absolute discounting define the probability as,
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Linear discount is then defining the probability as,
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where a is a constant with value: 
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Table 42 and Table 43 show the re-estimated probability by absolute and linear smoothing methods.

Although the absolute and linear smoothing are relatively easy to be calculated, their perplexity

performance in our Call Home experiments are as effective as the Good-Turing and Witten Bell

smoothing methods.
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Table 42: Absolute smoothed bigram counts for 7 word in Call Home Corpus

:Q�� :Q

������� ������ ������ ����� ����� ����� �����
������ ����� ����� ����� ����� ����� �����
������ ����� ����� ����� ����� ������ �����
����� ����� ����� ������ ����� ������ �����
����� ����� ����� ����� ����� ������ �����
������ ����� ����� ������ ����� ����� �����
����� ����� ����� ����� ����� ����� ������

Table 43: Linear smoothed Bigram counts for 7 word in Call Home Corpus

The different between two discounting models is that absolute discount affects the high counts

much less than low counts, while linear discounting scales down all counts by the discount factor

��� a-=
U

G .    



3DJH���

����&RPSDULVRQ�RI�'LIIHUHQW�'LVFRXQW�0HWKRGV

We have explored the effectiveness of the four different discount methods to overcome the sparse

data problem. These discount methods are: linear, Witten Bell, absolute, and Good Turing.  As

Figure 18 shows, compare to the simple backoff method, all the four smoothing methods give more

than 39% reduction in perplexity for the Call Home task. Good-Turing smoothing is the most

effective one among those methods.  Specifically, the Good-Turing smoothed word bigram and

character bigram perplexities are 90.88 and 193.09 respectively.  These results compare favorably

to the simple backoff bigram perplexities of 175.13 and 317.93. As shown in Table 44, it is quite

amazing that the simple absolute discount method gives the perplexity value 91.97, which is better

than the more well-known and more sophisticated Witten-Bell algorithm.
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To examine the contribution of the proposed smoothing methods to the recognition accuracy, we

have incorporated our language models into our continuous speech recognizer. Having reviewed

some typical art-of-the-state speech recognition system, the chosen system is designed using

Hidden Markov Models. However, there are only a few systems with similar parameters for

comparison, such as IBM Call Home experiments.

������([SHULPHQW�6HWXS

All recognizers in the experiments used 408 base syllable as speech units. The architectures of the

recognizers in all experiment are the same: they all use the hidden Markov Model (HMM)

technique for acoustic modeling. All 408 HMMs has 8-states and 8 mixtures. The HMM states are

arranged in a left-to-right, no-state-skipping topology. The segmental k-means algorithm is used for

training and the Viterbi algorithm is used for decoding. 13 MFCC, 13 DMFCC, Energy and an

DEnergy are used as feature vectors to the recognizer. Since our main theme is to compare the

language models, no context-depend models are made to improve the recognition result.

Details of the different Language Models

1.� No Language Model (No-LM): All of 408 base syllable are output candidate, with grammar

network [sil] <Base_syllabe> [sil].

2.� Fair Character Bigram (FCB-LM), Fair Word Bigram (FWB-LM): Language model is formed

base on the Call Home Training Transcription (170K words)

3.� GT Smoothed Fair Word Bigram (SFWB-LM): FWB-LM with smoothing techniques. Please

refer to section 5.3.3 for the details the implementation.
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4.� Interpolated & GT Smoothed Fair Word Bigram (ISFWB-LM): Language model is formed by

interpolating fair Call Home language Model and Hub5 language model (250K Words). Please

refer to section 4.8 for details of the implementation.

5.� Cheating Word Bigram (CWB-LM): Language model form base on Call Home testing

transcription (48K Words).

������([SHULPHQW�5HVXOWV�

All the five experiment results are shown in Table 45 and Figure 19. The percent accuracy is

calculated by taking into account all of the deleted, inserted, and substituted words as given in the

following equation:

ZRUGVWRWDO
HUULQVHUUGHOHUUVXE

HUURU
��� ++

=

���
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Thus, it is possible to have an error rate greater than 100% or negative accuracy. While these error

rates are much higher than for tasks involving read speech, they are comparable to the initial results

obtained from the IBM research center.

By using the simple word bigram language model, we have the syllable accuracy increased from

20.17% to 27.24%, which is 35% improvement compared with system without language model. In

addition, the Good Turing smoothed word bigram produces the syllable accuracy 31.46%. It is a

significant improvement when compared with the simple backoff character bigram.  Moreover, the

interpolated language model can further push the accuracy up to 32.02%, which is 0.8%

improvement over the smoothed one. Furthermore, we notice that if the perplexity is lowered to

18.35 (by cheating method), we can have 38.28% syllable accuracy.
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These results are not as good as current state-of-the-art speech recognizer system for a couple of

reasons. First, instead of using the context-dependent initial-final model, we use the isolated base

syllable acoustic models, which may not be well trained in data insufficient situation. Second, we

do not embed any tonal information in our speech recognizer, which is assumed able to settle some

recognition ambiguity.
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In this chapter, we study the effect of various smoothing techniques in n-gram language models of

Chinese. Detailed algorithm and its underlying inspiration are also presented. The Good Turing

smoothing method give the best perplexity result, which is 90.88 for word language model.

Moreover, the Good Turing smoothed bigram language model gives 31.46% syllable accuracy for

the Call Home recognition task. On the other hand, the absolute and linear smoothing methods are

easier to implement. It may then useful for simple application. Moreover, we can achieve 38.28%

syllabi accuracy, if the perplexity is lowered to 18.35.

All the language models in this thesis are trained by full set of the Call Home Mandarin training

transcription.  However, there are only 127 thousand words in the training data and we have 33

million possible bigrams. We expect that the result can be further improved if a larger training

corpus is available.
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In this final chapter, I summarize the results from the previous chapters. Next, I will describe some

possibilities for improvement for the system and its components. Finally, I will suggest how the

work described in the thesis might be forward.

����6XPPDU\

The aim of this thesis is to study lexical access and language modeling in Mandarin speech

recognition. Lexical access attempts to provide a speech recognizer a small subset of potential word

from a large vocabulary, so that the searching speed for the recognizer can be dramatically

increased. While statistic language model tries to capture and characterize the syntax constraints in

a language. Proper language modeling is crucial to the performance of a speech recognition system.

Fundamental theory for the works in the thesis is described in chapter 2. The characteristic for

Chinese is highlighted, which may be useful for western readers. Also the background theories for

the components of our experimental recognizer is also described, such as acoustic modeling,

recognizer search algorithm, statistical language model and smoothing techniques.

Chapter 3 presents our analysis on the lexical access by broad class features. The Mandarin broad

class analysis is compared with English and Cantonese. It is found that the Mandarin broad class

representation can uniquely specific 19% words in a 44404-word lexicon, and the expected cohort

size is only 62.4. Thus, a subsequence recognizer only need to search 64.2 words instead of 44404

words. It is also marked that the percentage of uniquely specified word (UNIQ) of 6 broad classes

are very similar for the languages, they are 19.0%, 16.7% and 15.7% for Mandarin, Cantonese and

English respectively.

In chapter 4, two different kinds of language modeling approaches are studied. They are character

level language model and word level language model. It was found that at the same level of OOV,
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the word level language model gives a lower perplexity than character language model. This

suggests that word level language model should be more appropriate for speech recognition tasks.

Smoothing methods for improving the language models are introduced in chapter 5. Four different

kinds of smoothing techniques are compared. They are Witten-Bell, Good-Turing, absolute and

linear smoothing. Detailed algorithm and its underlying inspiration are also presented. It is found

that the Good-Turing algorithm give the lowest perplexity results for our Call Home task. An

experimental continuous Mandarin speech recognizer is also constructed to test the real recognition

performance for the language models. The system achieves 38.28% syllable accuracy when the

word perplexity is at 18.35.
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In this section, we will mention some possible future extensions of this work.

While the lexical access method is proved an effective way for a fast search recognizer. It may not

be practical in the real recognition task. For example, the recognition result for the broad class

model may not be good, which causes the appropriate candidate is not passed to the next level

detailed recognizer. Finally, this leads to the recognizer error. Therefore, a large isolated word

recognizer must be built to test the performance of lexical access.

The language models used in our experiments are in character and word level only. It may be

interesting in building a syllable or morpheme level language model.

The smoothing methods used in this thesis tries to estimate the probability of unseen n-gram by the

counts of seen n-gram. However, it losses some linguistic information. We can have a better

estimation by checking the n-gram starting with its synonyms. For example, the probability of an

unseen word pair w1w2 can be expressed as: p(w1w2)=p(wsw2) where ws = arg max Sim(w1,w) and

Sim(w1,w) is a similarity function to express the similarity between the two words. The similarity of

the two words can be represented as a square matrix $ . The elements of this matrix are the

probability of in which a word followed by other words, i.e. the element aij is the probability of

word wi follow by word wj. We can than compare different columns in the matrix to find the

similarity.
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The major work presented in this thesis has contributed to two aspects. The first one is the study of

lexical access for large isolated word speech recognition. The construction of lexical access models

that attempt to speed up a large vocabulary isolated word recognizer. The second one is the study of

language model for large vocabulary spontaneous speech recognition. The language model and its

smoothing method provide a powerful tool for predicting next word for a recognizer. The results of

this thesis show that linguistic knowledge is certainly beneficial to speech recognition.
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