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Learning a Language Model from
Continuous Speech using Bayesian Inference
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This paper proposes a technique for learning a language model directly from
continuous speech, without the use of text. Inference is performed over phoneme
lattices generated using only acoustic model scores, and word boundaries and
a language model are learned simultaneously. A Bayesian non-parametric Hi-
erarchical Pitman-Yor language model is used, and parameters are estimated
with WFST-based Gibbs sampling. An experiment was performed using meet-
ing speech, and language models built using the proposed techniques were able
to significantly lower ASR phoneme error rates. In addition, lattice processing
and word boundary discovery were shown to contribute significantly to this
improvement.
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FERMY AT HIZBNT, ST TIVIEFENLITIZE W TE U D B % A T 2%
R, MORHREEEEHT D ICEIBEARATRTHD. B, SHEETNVOFEITIE
TIBMEINZTFANZRHNT, RO R A A VPFKGEA XA IAZEE U 72 KB
DEBT—BANBETH 5.

LU DS, ZOEIBTVZIMMEINEZTFAMIMEL BV, ATHETH
3. BlzIX, TYRMEINZTFARNPEFIIDRY, FREEFEUVRVETEYHS
L. £/, FEUSEICE T 7 —PHOEBNREAL Y, BEOFEIFETITA SR
WEWFLEL, TFANPOEBRINAEET TN 2 EHEAMAHATLE 20122050
WaE KX RTUERS RN, FRARNTIREL, EFEOANLSEETINEFETE
ZEMNTENE, TYZMEINZZETFANOBENZELBRY, GFLEEDLHES2E
AEESHETTNEEEFE T ENTREE B85, 20D, T3 AN 2T RES
FEWNOSEETNEFET DML ERT D 2 LiE, ERICHFRENIZEEETH 5.
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Pitman-Yor SZEE )V (HPYLM) % FIH U7~ HESHEY 2SR ICd U GEHET S
VATFADEEN EEBAMNIERREN S VAT 2 —Y (WFST) TEBL, WFST &%
WEOERINZT T4 AZHTEZET AT T) VI &> TRA w2175, ZhiZ
£V, FEWBHRMEZ KMIEZERT T AIH U TEENREL 2 5.

2. M4 LBESE

B2 U HEED BNI A O S FRERRREOMRIEY, & ARk 726 D Hod 2 AL DR R %
HIIE UTIHZEINT X429, iz, SEETIIREIMNET V2 AET 2 FEN TR B-o
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PY(H, d, @3){ ‘ ’ . %~PY(Hb, d, o)
~PY(H,d, 0)
\®/~PY( b, 0)

B 1 3-gram ® HPYLM D 1 fl. &/ —Ri& 1 DD n-gram 2% KL, TD/J — ROZHENENAGDJEIEZE £
. B ENTVS ) — RIZFR—OREHEZLET 5.

BBIRERET D,
P(X,G) = P(X|G)P(G) (1)

2.1 EEM Pitman-Yor S €75/ (HPYLM)

AFE Tl Mochihashi 52 OFEEH Pitman-Yor ST ) (HPYLM) 12X 2%z L
BEENBEZIEL, EHSENLEEE TN E2EE TS, HPYLM I3 Pitman-Yor &%
LS fESRBRIZEDS WA SEE TN TH BT, Pitman-Yor BFIIEENE H, 5+ AN
TYhd, B 0L 3ODONRTA—RERED., HITERIND 2 0HOHFEEZRL,
dX 0 IXREMOERDOHBMERE FIHET DALYV THEEERT.

HPYLM (& 1 (Z/R93# Y, Pitman-Yor #fE% BEEMNLEIZLZEDTHD. n HH
DD ) — RIEREE n — 1 O n-gram D042 KRL, n— 1 BHOMED S % FEK
HELTD. M12560»n5L512, BEONME BIZIX Hya & Hea) 1R — DI EHIE
(Hy) 2EEFL TN, ZHUTBEDOFEREINAZSFTEET VT P(wilwi—2 = b, wi—1 = a)
& P(wi|wi—2 = c,wi—1 = a) IZVTNE Plwi|wi—1 = a) EHIFEIIND Z L IZHYT 5.
F/2, EBRETHEDOT A AAT Y N d; LRI 0, 2HETD.

FrHdE, HPYLM IZU FORTRINS.

LM ~ HPY (Hpgse,d? 0") 2)
Hyase 13 He OILERETH Y, @R CIRERNOZHBIINT2—OM LT 5.

2.2 HPYLM IC& 2 HEf7 LBEEDE

P UHGEAENIZBEWT HPYLM 2fHT 2 Z 22k, X (1) KHENDSFEET NV
DOHFHER P(G) 2 (2) O HPYLM KR L BET DI EMNTE, ETNOEMHI L
FKHADNTG VAEZWMB LN TES.

¥9, HPYLM THEFEFE 2175 72DIT, 2= ZAHOXFHIWHSIHSHTHY, B

JEH Pitman-Yor SF5E TV LM (ko TERINZLKETS. SiEETIV LM 13K
JEOXFH] x #EBEERTDDOTIHEL, RBMOKIES w 2 ERLZLTD. 272U,
HEES w DOFE DRI (B8 ct(w) THRT) XFFI x WETLTES. LAaroT,
P(X|LM) B FORHEL RS :

P(x|LM) = [ P(x|zM)

xXEX

=11 >

xEX we{w: ct(w)—x

LM R (2) D& S 2B Pitman-Yor BREICE > THERINAZL T DL, LM Tk
BN O HEEF & ER L, SHEBLTORELBRT I LTORBRERTETIVVHEL S
5. 2D, LM OERIEHE Hyose & —BRAMTIXARL, XF n-gram ORFFEE TV
SM OBFELERMRET5. Ziulk, SHEORTLICHERE 5 R, Bk LR 2 RN
A D2 2N TES. RAETETIN SM OREHE L LT, 23— AFD{FIZ
W —REAMERAT S, I—/SAREOERBFRIZUTOE) TH5 :

SM ~ HPY (U,dsu, 0s)
LM ~ HPY (SM,dLa, 0rnar)
X ~ LM.
I T 2728, ZNUMSEETIN LM ERFGEETT IV SM 2HF8T G Lidkd 5.

COEBETINVEFAL TEROXEN x [CHBELRE 525 720121F, UATFTDLS7%,

G 2R U =T G EEHT 2 HENDH B,

ra = [

we{w:ct(w)=x}

UL, LRROBBEESEAR TSI ERBRETHY, SHREEERT S ADIZW< OO
VAREZEL. £7, Viterbi iifUIEEDE, x OMBIRERIL ct(w) = x DA% h~ T H
Ml w ORT, RELEDOE w OMRLAFTHD LINETD. £/, FTAHFVTY
VI ERBAWT P(G|X) 5 SOV Y TINEERL, P(w|Gs) D TEBROFREREERSS
i zmMd 5.

P(w|LM).

P(w|G)P(G|X)dG

S

P(x|X) ~ = Zwe{w Ct(w)_x} P(w|G). (3)
Mochihashi 5, > 7)YV 7 @x}J/};ﬂ:’S_’ X% 7281 forward filtering-backward sam-
pling £ WS FIHZANWTX I IZY Y ) VT E{ToT05.
2.3 forward filtering-backward sampling
forward filtering-backward sampling I&EEZ1 <)V 2 7€ 7))V (HMM) ORI S5 [ &
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T TV ZALIEALL 28D TH Y, EASIHEREGRA— MY MY (WFSA) D/SA%%)
R Y TV V7T e 2 WHEL $550 . KEIEN 2 2412 UCIOFIEZHITS.
*79, forward filtering DEEHET, HERIIFIHIIREEM HZRIZFHET D, WIHPIRRE so D
A IERE fo=1LEHRTD L, UTOREBOROAIHERIIUATOLS ITFHBEIND.
f1=p(s1]s0) * fo
f2 = p(s2|s0) * fo
f3 =p(s3]s1) * f1 + p(ss]s2) * f2

backward sampling D BT, A SHER & KL OBRBHERIZE DT, ZIRENS
HIPREA LA N AEY VTV Y TF 5. FIRIE, s5 IXDBRMNDUIEATO & S Z5HER
DAEEDSNTH YTV IF5
P(s4 — s5) < P(ss5]s4) * fa
P(s3 — s5) o< P(s5]s3) * f3

ZODMIEERT, WFSA fOFTRTONRADENS, 1 HDO/NNAZHRIIZY > T v
TEHIENTED. SR D L, HDMERSA%E WFSA L L TRETENE, 204
HREY Y TN T TEDZI LIRS,

2.4 WFST ICL 28R LEEAEOY VYT v T

Mochihashi 5% & forward filtering-backward sampling T HPYLM (25D /- B35S
HDNRTA—=REZHEL TS, TTNEINVITEBROBBIZOVWTERL TRV D,
FHEOER TIXWIREIC WFSA & UTERLE I, FHhI2BRTVWEIDATHD. =
ZTl&, Mochihashi 5D 7NV TY X L%, B A SIARREN S Y 2F 2—9 (WFST?)

*1 72U, I TIERPEENTE ST, LOEAPERMHERZRLTVLHAICRS.

e:p(FB)/ e:p(</s>|x,)

X

P [<s>)

3 G %2&KBTD WFST. “FB” L VEVBEANDNY 7 AT 2R, “<s>7 & “< /s> FThTh SM
DYIRIEL KT RS2 RT.

DB STV T LTEMET S, Zhick), WFST OERICERILS 1 T 5
)10 2RI T X3 -0FEENILRINES & 4D, REITR A2 85 75 D BEEES L 1B
L5,

YT T T S WFSA 284272012, BAFD 3 D0 WFST 25 $ 5 :

o X : ANINFF| x #KT WFSA

o L:x%ANLL, &TOWERSER w %210 & T % HaERE WFST

o G: HFFl w IZSFEET IR P(w|G) 2535 FFEET I WFSA

X OBEEZEPTHY, L& G OBEERISTY THLIRRLEATVS. UL,
BHOFEZGRIRAFEDE T EITDRNZD, EFEETIVZSM 2RHHETIZ, LM
DARTRHTD. DD, LM & SM DR A%FHT 2 G ILBEDSFEE T WFST
LIFZDERLD.

LM & SM %filath¥7~ WEST 2K 3 1259, Z2TlE, LM OBRERLOWRENS
SM OWUEPREANE NV 2 A T7F 20, SM OKTRE</s>& %ML, SM "6 LM
NEBUEBEATBEIET, 12D WFST TG 2KHT 5.

XoLoG DIEIZ3 DD WFST 241 L THEONZ WFSA O/3RIE, SEETIVG D
EHA DWW o ElE % R, 20 WFSA 125 U T forward filtering-backward sampling
EITD LT, DEINEXTFH R/ ENTEE. e oxyry 7Y v I+
EE EEHZ D L2k >T, EHMABKREEET L LR ASO/BREVIBELND.
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3. EMEENODEZETIEE

3.1 BEMHFR

TR AMIRNT2HWR UBEESEOWENIEZ S RINTHDIZEM»DOT, TF%
AW BEE D B0 GE R R O IL IR D 0. ZDDRNE UT, 1-best &5 E70i0
RN O BEBRPEEE TN 2 FETIHERDY, IVFE—ZNTF—ZOMENH
BCHEEBIR OBEIRYE 2 1 3 5 /151D, SEREFLUEICL S vy F U I THEDOHB
LTV T2 KRS 2 HES REBH5.

AFORREFIEL, 2 DDMTHRITMFRE RELELRD. £, £ < DETWEM 1-best
DRRHFGEREMHLUTORBDIINUT, REFETEERT 71 AZHOTHEFEZTD.
&Y, FENUIEOBIRIEIC & 23R#ERY 2IINT 2 Z M TE, L) ERSETIVE
B TE D, F£/2, AFETIIEEREROAR ST, n-gram TTIVTREINDHFE
BREFZE T ENTES. ZOSEETIE, FEHT—XUNOREFOSHRIIZB A
HARETHD. T 512, Goldwater 5% DEERZ XY, n-gram T T IIVAR L TH LN S Uk
I, FOAEREZERTDICEBERARTHD ZEHRINTND.

3.2 EREFENLOHO HPYLM Y > 7))y

oW 24 FITREL WFST IZ& S EALICZE Y, HPYLM 2 W/ BEEnEl 2 A5
IHEGEE A ICEAT N TES. HERICK, TFANDOHESET-EOXTI%2RT
X %, WFST IZHE DO FHERBHBTCEHEET T N EXT HMM & &SI NE, 24 HiTikA
ERGES R HOCTHEGES IO UCHENEI L SHETETNVERETO LN alReL 4 5.

UL, HMM %2 20 FHHT 2 L, FEETIUNHTR2TOEHESH forward filtering-
backward sampling TR 2 K2R & R, 2RRIIEHEL RS, Z 2T, 25#%
DR % 81T 5 72012, FEOFNIIFOHFEE TIVHERDBENMGEREZ A U, X4 TrR
TEONHFEETINVMEROENMERDOETET T+ A% X L ULTHHTS.

4. EBRFT M

ESFEFOSFH 2 AV EBRCIRETFIEOEWEZMEEL /2. ES®#HIEL < ORfTME
WMES TOB ARG A LU T, FBRMKE L, PHNRRTFEAIED.

4.1 EBRHE

FT, FIATAVOEEBETINTEENLEET T4 ARMER L. EES T 1 A E
BRIEIZ, 385 HFHIZ B2 525 2BETNERMA LA, 20 385 SHilTHAFEIL S
BFIZHOWOND HFHIZMHEL, [V oy €y —] BEHAREIZIZFEACHELURWEH
E4<HEENTND2,

FET—ZOKEI % 119~1904 Fih (7.9~116.7 ) OMTEHH I, EHFT—KIZ
GENBVB00 FEE (27.249)) 2T A MY MUk, EFHINAEZEBEETNEZHAVC, 7
AhEY bDOEHRETTAADY AT Y VTR, VAIT Y Y I7HODEFERY % (PER)
EAHiEAEL 55, HOREEBUCE DO HFENHKEE L B2Y, PER IXERINAZSIE
ETIVOFBMNEFMFAETH 5.

SEETIVOEE %O, FHi 0-gram ETF N TRk & 1757248550 PER 1% 34.20% T
HY, BEIT A ADOREENAZRAZGED PER OF 7 Z7)VED #E) £ 8.10%THh -
o, ZORERND, BRBEETTINVEEBTIZELTHEZ DM DEDS Z b hrd

B =S UTE 70 BOY Y 7Y VT 275, Y0 20 [H% burn-in & U T
BT, XDB0EPS GOV YT VT Ei7o7. LFORSEDHHIZWHE IS 72D
B 10 IR LT o7 =—) V72 EH LA, /4, SHEETFIVONEGEE
A5 IZBRELES. R 3) TR P|G) % ct(w) = x £ BB HE EVEEESIHER T
T35, 50 HDONEBEMDOREDEZSEETIMCLBMERZMASDODETI DM EHERT S
HEZHPATIERWY., T0742), ZOMAELEDELE LT, fINZTXTOETIVEH
WTRHHEROEVRERD, ZNTHhOM%E ROVER THlAGDE -9,

4.2 n-gram IZ & 3 XARIERO MR

F9, n-gram OA—X—2ZHIET, FEEICRBEZ FHT 28082 H 7z,
SM OF—F—% 3 LFHEL, LM DA —Z—2 LT l-gram, 2-gram, 3-gram % T4 T
NRHALZ., TNENDOETIVOEHEB) LR 5 IR

*1 HFICEBI NI FEE T IVMAET 5720, RETERESERIEME L THD LIFE ARV, YLl - S5

MO G BE FNEE B R S5 EHY, Ins L AFEOMASDEEINNLDEETH 5.
*2 HHIBAOTI—F 1 VIR GEHERHT I—ZORBIZE 2 E DT, AUMICAFETHETH I DI TRE.
*3 FHEHRTIE 5~10 OHOMIIZIERLORE L 5 7.
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28.00%
& Proposed 1-gram

9 Proposed 2-gram

27.50%
V Proposed 3-gram
Q
® 27.00%
o
g
o 26.50%
°
5
S 26.00% v
2
o
25.50%
v
25.00%
0.0 7.9 16.1 311 58.7 116.7

Minutes of Training Data

5 n-gram K& HRRYD LOBK

R1 116.7 DOFET—Z % HVZETIVOFEREY A A& n-gram

1-gram 2-gram 3-gram

AR A X 4480 1351 708
LM OV MY —¥ 4480 16150 38759
SM OV M) —# 9624 3869 2426

9, SEMEHRZAHA UL 0-gram EFIVEHEELT, 7.9 HDOHHEDANHFEE X
NEETINTE %% BA % PER OWENR SN, 116.8 73 Tl 8.92% DAt EA R 5
Nz, Fr, TV A ANKELRDBIZY 2-gram & 3-gram DFEED 1-gram %= LAY,
HGEEENOTHNIRERHAT I ETIUNEGARETH D Z L hbhro /.

Goldwater 5% PP 72 & 512, 1-gram EFIVIGHBE VR 2 3B L, BETIEA
KANZAIY T 2 A 25T 5. SEETIVOEERD S BOGEEY A X, n-gram
%F£ 1ITRT. l-gram EFIVOFERIX 2-gram & 3-gram E TV DFEE L D KE L, #HE
HERIZAHY T D n-gram Bk LV /AI W, DFY, LM THEHENSFIHATEZ2VWRDY
12, SM THEEREHLRL, ETFNVORENEZHPLTND.

4.3 MROSFBETINHEELE OLLE

AROREFIETHDERT T A%, BARD 3 ODOSFHEETIVEEIEL KL 7.
9, MEFELEEHET T+ ATIIARL, FHFHO Lbest $5RTFH U, Zhicky,
1-best JLELZ R U 72 JeATHIZE L DN TE, T 7 4 ANBOHFMEEZFNRD Z LT
5. XI5\, BEEHAOFEOMENEREET 572012, HERRAOZEEITORN, &
Hi 3-gram €7 % FHIFRID 1-best #5 R THEL 72.

Per-Syllable Entropy

30.00% & Syllable 3-gram

=o-One-Best 3-gram

6.5 29.00% V Proposed 3-gram
=& Oracle 3-gram
° = Transcript 3-gram
6 2 28.00%
4
g
55 o 27.00%
o
£
[
5 S 26.00%
2
o
4.5 25.00%
4 24.00%
0 79 16.1 311 58.7 116.7 0.0 79 16.1 311 58.7 116.7
Minutes of Training Data Minutes of Training Data
6 REFIEDT T AN, 1-best WHEHNAZET N, HHILDOFHETN, EHRETITAADAT I INIRA

EHWAZET I, BELHIEIUZHVAZETIVOMEEE LR

BB, TEFANERBELTIBEBEOSEETINVEZ OB 21T 72012, AMIZE
SIEMERESRHIVAHVWTSHEE T VABEL, iRz iTo/k. BENHLREHTE
HEIMIIMN G LU, RAGEOREIIAFTHEG U, ZO0EINAZEFEOZRINIH LT
3-gram D LM & SM %%##EU, #flf] Kneser-Ney Ik CHig{b 2172 7.

438Y) DFEHED PER &Y hOE =2 6 (ZRT. PER IZDWTIE, RREFIEDT
T4 AR THERE L 72 ETIVIE, 1-best DFRIER THELZET IV 2 RS LAY, B
DEZRBIGHEMAT D ZENETIVOMRER EIZ OB L2 HRTEIIENTE
Jz. &7z, 1-best FERDOHT, HHi3-gram TFIV &Y, HESEREZEELZET VDL
BV PER &85 Z b, HEMIAISEHE TINOMREG LIZORMND Z L EERTE /-,

IV A —0OFMTIE, BEFEN l-best ZHVOAEZETINEZDODTMNI EE-/~. TV
REE—0#EMNPER DXL V/NIWEHEY UT, KRWBEKEZORINEZLNDS. Hlx
W, EMOESRILT IHVHITAV A EEDPNTOWREFRD (774 ZFEEDE
&Y Th] ER2Z2EDL0. IV FEINAGERIZ [AVHT NI A] L
SHHMPASD TS, EfET—Z LERT 1 DODFEDANELS O, PERIZKIBE
BEEZDZLIIBOD, MELRBEOYY FPLELTY O Y—iHli%z B X5 FHKE
LR35, UL, FEINZRFBEELSHEZORITZRL THDDTHNEAZRMET
2L, BULAEFELWILTHDILEE R 5.

AFIZEREBERIVICIZEET T AFET DEBHRERED BEENTORNWZD
EBERIUTCEHUATTIVREETEOET VLY EVREZERBULZ. LU, B#ET
HEDETIVIE 1-best DRBIERTHELELZETIVERRY, TANMIZL L EIZAT
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WD EIHIUTHELZET VL IRFAFEOHRBERIR SN/,
AFILL2ESRIVDETINVOREICEZETERP>AZHAD 1 DL LT, FEITA
AD IR ENA T 7 VD E (8.10%) WEAZLNS. ZOREEZRIET 50K EH
T4 ADHNSEHEE PER OERWISAZEY, N2 SEETNVOFFICHALL. X6
DY, AT 7NVERCZETIVO PER BREETFREE SR L2 AVZET VOHH
BY, MDD BAZINVBRYERIERTLEDOTHLEERAOND.

5 8 Y IC

ARTIE, TFEANZAVTIGERSFEOANSLSEETNEEETLRELREL, &£
BRCIREFRIZLDIEHETTINVEENTRETH D Z e 2R U7z, B, HWERA L ST T
WVOREREER, 77 ¢ ANBIZ X2 EBUGROZ RN SHET T IVORER EIZDRM5 2
Loz,

REFIERIEIRZ BT TH 2 BMEREE a2 D e EX 5D, TFANI—
NAMEL, FEETMFELRVSECHS IS U TAFEZEHTLILT, E50
ANOEEE SEETNEZBETLIENTEL. £/, BEFEZLETH ) OPHAT
FMATEZET, TFAPIA—NANLEH U AZSETTIVEHLUODE - 355 - HSI0H
JEdB I EWAREIC S,

SBOFAMREE UTC, LU AREERT—ZADWHARHZ. BIETIE, SEIT1 AR
WYY ) VG TIVE A LOBAEO A — X — DR 2L, BMOFEJETIEY
SIZKB R TF— XA ~NOBEEABRETHD. LU, SEETIRY Y TV v 7O HbE#iHS
HATEY, EBEROYYVERATE L TILIIRIRT— AN BAREL 2517,
£, BESTAADT T ZNVBE)RIITETIVOREEIZRISHEELTWDII NS, X #
HEITAATIHAEL, HFETT)NVO HMM CTEEHETDI I LIZE>TI LR EEN
EDHETEE. E—2 T I R0 ERAL, REERERNYD LENS
YT TRITHZETHMM EDOMBIITREL RD L EZOHND.
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