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RA[RETH S. T D8, IEFULIGEHIEEEZ KD 2 T
EEARAEEE VS T IR B. Lo T, TNzl
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NRD(x,y) =

max(log fNrp(2),log fnrp(y)) — log fvrp (2, Y)
log N — min(log fxrp(),log fNrD(Y))

(1)
Inrp(@) =Y tfidfnorm(z, d) 2)

deD
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(3)

Inrp(z) EHEE v £ CE I LT tf-idf &2
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*WORD-ERROR CORRECTION USING NORMALIZED SIMILARITY DISTANCE FOR CONTINU-

OUS SPEECH RECOGNITION (Kobe University)
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Fig. 2 Confusion Network Dl
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3.1 Conditional Random Fields
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Table 2 N-gram DL k1 —
Unigram
25,300

Bigram
731,728

Trigram
2,611,952

AT — 28

‘ Training ‘ Test
450 100

508,299 | 29,162

Table 3 %4,

Number of lectures

Number of words

HEETTIVIX, CSJ OXEHEHED S B, 953 il
(B3P 787 T+ 21k 166 GE(E) , §I 228 RFfE 57 D&
EE A SIER Uz HMM % Wz 1IRREH 720 D
BAEGHEIZ 16 LLTWS., 27U VIR
16kHz, FEREIX 12 K¢ MFCC & 0T —,
12T MFCC O—R83 72 A Tz 25 Xt Th 5. 5
BETIVIE, CSIDEZR LEDI B, 2,596 i
HOFZ R LXHENSEE LTz N-gram ZHU e,

X7, A TIE NRD ZEtET 572007 —%, E
FEECIRA a7 25 LR D MIBET L2285 %
7DD T—A, T —Z D 3 DDTF—&tw v
FIH Uz,

NRD OFtEHI—/SZ & LTld CSJ DFEZRC
U # 2,672 DT —2EHWz. WREE LT
e, B, ARFOBRERENRE L, Eakiid
48,371 THoTz. NRIED 30 EfEEHIAT 5 ki
XYJ-> X2 XEOHA E L, XFEHIE 76,767 &
o7z,

MOMHETIVOZEE L, FHIC AWz T — 25
K 3ITRT. HOBRHEETIVOAEICIE NRD O—
INA L B3 % 450 FHD DS T — 4, FHIC I
TR TZEIZN 100 #ESDER T — X 2 FTNTE
NHW .

F 72, NRD & DD =8I NWD % V73R 0
FIIEB RIS T 2.

4.2 REER

KEHEREZFNZTNCHW REZER 1 I1TRT.
“Recognition Result” I&, Test 7— &tz k&
Rk L 7B OAE R D E O Confusion network ORI
fEfi (CN-best) TdH%. “N-gram model” (& N-gram
& Confusion network FOEFEZRMEEL LIcED.
“NWD context model w/null” I&XRA 37 &L
T Normalized Web Distance & HW\ /=& D, “NWD
context model w/o null” (& b5 & FEMEE—FETED, 27
BT =205 X)VEBZHIRLIZEDTH%S. NRD
DELEERRICHIGLTWS. £z, O (), X
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Table 1 FFETHOWIZHEER TR FTIERITEROHEER D % (Word-Error Rate)

‘ N-gram ‘ Confidence score ‘ NWD ‘ NRD ‘ Null node skip ‘ WER [%]

Recognition result (Baseline) X X X X X 43.52
N-gram model O O X X X 33.45
NWD context model w/ null (1) O O O X O 35.49
NWD context model w/o null (2) O O O X X 30.79
O O O x O
NWD (1 +2) O O O X X 29.19
NRD context model w/ null (17) O O X O O 37.42
NRD context model w/o null (27) O O X O X 34.12
Proposed method ( 17 + 27) 8 8 i 8 9 98.09

(CREEH) Z2RLTW5. IRXTOTEIEE 3 D%
PTr—R2 T A T—2ZHNTW5.

# 1 T/R9 KIIZ, Normalized Relevance Dis-
tance Z WA D ETIEIZ NWD Z W ie ik L bt
N5 &, HEERDEN1.09 KAV PELTVS. F
7z N-gram E7 /)L & [tX% & NRD, NWD &5 5D
EIEIRRA a7 Z W56 6 KIBICSEEN RS
nire.

5 HbhYWIC

AR TIE, N-gram ic X5 HEH#EEE NRD IC K5 E
PRAE S AR RRINCRIA L CE s alakan 0 2 HE)
RIIEL, SAadiRsEZzm XY 5 TFE2RE L.

NRD 7z W R TEL, (OkT1ETH S NWD
12 K % 3Rz -V 7233 0 BT IEFE & FE N THEER O
FLUEZ X0 K<SRBIL, HRFR0ETIETHEMTH S
T MEGRTE .

£ 72, N-garm DAz T FiLE L (RS & K
XHRA 37 %W WER OiERIG RIS FFL
Tz, TR FIERICK D, HEERD D X)VEBB R E
MEVKRC, X)VERD D OMHETIVTETIEST % &
EEEC AR A 27 TEEN - BGEDR O HE[IEE N, 7
D% X IVERZIHRINCHIFR L, RIVEBBRLOET
JVTEIIET % T LI K O FMHFEET IEO A RIET N
TWVWaEEZLNS.

SHOFEE LT, [X]) 18] T REoB@hEIc
EYMRATTET B ick b, EHEERE D) T5<L
HEREEOARMES RN 20T E0nh EEbns.
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