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Investigation of ASR systems for resource-deficient Languages
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S-Nakamura'-?

Abstract Because the minority languages in China have their special characteristics, it is not suitable to directly adopt the traditional
automatic speech recognition (ASR) methods which are used for some major, languages, such as Chinese, English, Japanese, etc. In
this paper, we take Mongolian (a resource-deficient language) as an example and built the acoustic and language models for it applying
the ATRASR system. In this paper, we specially focus on the language modeling aspect by considering the special characteristics of

the Mongolian. We trained a Multi-class N-gram language model based on similar word clustering. By applying the proposed language

model, the system could improve the performance by 5.5% compared with the conventional word N-gram.
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MG TE S, BT BT YRR R DR 2 A0 55 A ]
FEN-gram B HAE T HEME K H—22, i, 755
Y, AR AN TR B R 2 G S SRR
TG, AL — DR A AL, Gl
P 1) R+ 3] B+ TR B 1T . SE B bRl R — AN
). XN IXFh S M TR 5, 595 XK /in the room/
VA + 4 1A B ) 4 7 class N-gram 15 5 A ) 24 4R 5
SEPR R ST S, SEORR, T, EXREE T
VFZRhinl(ainl, Teg5i, shinl5E) h T R AR A
Ji B8] B S A [R) 1 3] AR Ak, i SR 8 i S A
[N B K 2 5 S class N-gram A5 7Y il 25 5 2K 9] 1% 42
(AT FAE R A BT R AL, A SO RAT]
M T IX 25 5 ARFAE LA AR R IR A1) T i 42
T A I v B FRATTSE T ATRAYE & PR
RGJRIT TAE. 0T AR i g ar, AR A5 3h
T/ & REEE R F(seed) T EFHEA G SV 018
BTG TR SR ) vk W T E S, FRAT]
P I A PR AR A R b v 1] L P AR Y A v SO
1) PEE 7 2 J5 (Multi-class ) N-gramif 5 #5584 (1 7574

ASLCASE BN JRIG K8 (St B AR A8 1
WIHESE S PN, R8N RGP AT E TE
TR P L ST S TR IR A B R AR AL ] 2R
KTT AL 2 EN-gramBE Y. AHF5T & 78 H ANICT
(National Institute of Information and Communications
Technology) MASTAR PROJECT if: @ fff 57 % 8 F
SIS B N 218 5 1B B 3 (Speech - to- Speech
Translation) £ St 1M BEAT A 57 B 8.

AL — 43 T B A 28 5 B NN 40 AT LA
K AFE S - R SRR RS O 7258 54
B B SR R 1 S W AR L B B4 R R
DL R S 22 28N-gramify 5 A Y 1) LR L A2, 7E 2R
B A AEIN G-I TE B B i A 5 DY RN 2 TS
a3 H 2y A RAR I 1R DF I B 3 &5 R DL AE 58 753
faj IR &5 18 M A Ja 1 TAE.

1 REEMERTR

S T T TR A% A A U 81 R 2 ) P 22
A DX ABATIE FH B0 R S B o ORIV g
BT B VE 2 R H TS AR A
FIIE I 307 ARG, B AR 2% i DORT FE 548 4% B A
ST RGO S TR BE 530, (Hat i A fF
PRI SO IE S, BT RABT IS 580 15 Sk B2 %
J7E-2 MO ORI MR . A AT S
E R Al SR NP T R LT TR =g AR
Jr(SOV &5 K FEAHA[A]. 7 F [ ) 5278 e A T A i 5
LIPSEE (a3 T A=

INERNEE

Pk 5 E R gy, SR RN A,
W, B, IERRIES 2 RORIE RS, 1 H,
SR G R0y N W IR (Halha) /7 5 (G ), W
% 1177 & (Inner Mongolia)("H [H P 521t FIRIX), T
F§ 77 5 (Oirat) (P EHT 8, A% 2507 1 R 2R g e 16 S
B LAR AT BV )7 5 (Buirat) (1 2 A HL 7 A B 5
EA. P gt 5 s AN 44850 T H, 3
IrAT LT P

49075 ( =57.6%)

S ABZ8505 A

OHEARG B EHE O HihibX
K1 RiE B L)
Fig.1 Speaker and Population
12 iB5-XF
S R I Ak B AT A AE F a2 s 1 = X
LA SCAS, Le B2 o ) 4% 48 5% 3 (Traditional
Mongolian (TM)) ¥G X C(Todo) M #r 5 L (New
Mongolian (NM)&%# M Cyrillic 3C5).

259%5 %54~
ii%ig L3475

5 _ 3 ;i
1%%2 iggg
TRY S %ﬁig
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(a) f£2530(TM)  (b) FEal3(Todo)

HaraH emep 995K Hb XYYXAYYA
IV¥AaK aBd HPaIda XyH GYpA
H3KT37] CYM erd " Xyral' FacoHy
&M "TAC TAC" TATAM Xy Tallraag.

(c) HEL(NM)

K12 A PARSCARRE
Fig.2 Digital versions by Mongolian

For A% G0 52 S0 (TMBILAE 3 B4 ] o 8 9 52
X FERK S (Todo) BUAR I A5 Hh [ B 5, 4k 2 4 )
RORME s HLIX . LERTM, 3C 7 Todo ) TS, flf
T B Ak PR AR U0 R AT04 i 520 1 th T3
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F(TMI G5 2%, AN 5 2 3340 &5 Dt IR 1A
FE 48 3CF(TM), T SO T 28 T4 2 0 R b ok
SR BT S S 12 B T 5 S0 (NMY), HETER T
S8t [E 2 AR A 2 0 (1) R - Mg e, A LI R AR
X AE Ky i AR SO A . S0, A E AN
B 5 ) SCA, ISR ) ANM SC, BN R
YEASIE—AMi]) Z A A X oy, TEAR G5 SL(TM) 1,
NN AR e D A R (R s - 5]
AR ALk, 1B S SO, X AL A A T LA F
AR+ B+ HEOE+ - S 2 AN R A A (LKD),

F£1  TMAINMCA R ERIE

Table 1  Phrase form in Mongolian

™M(EE): oeln wip SR

)
Cyrillic 7% ) xyyxmyyma= xyyint ayypl+ mafp

13 REIFE

B3 7R 58l i 113 RO JG i 1 R i AL B
0131, i ERl4 R0 1543 5 445 Hh 58 T W K W T 7 R
BB 5 5 RETA 6 3R W SR Fy-Fy 7y

i U g F LR E Kot &5 T H A ESAS T
H(/ae,i,u,0f) LRGSR F — Fy 7047 U151,
Front Central Back
Close ylu]
Close-Mid o[o]

Open —mid
Open

K3 SEliE A o E kS A E K
Fig.3 Articulatory Pattern of Mongolian
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K4 RIRIGTT S REF) — Fy 534l (0=¢)
Fig.4 F, — F, Ditribution of seven vowels by Halha dialect
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K5 BRI s REF - Fr sl
Fig.5 F, — F, Ditribution of seven vowels by Oirat dialect

F2 formant of Japanese vowels(male)
3000
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500 -
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Ko HAELKEF - Fy 704K
Fig.6  F) — F; Ditribution of five vowels by by Japanese

T R BATTT AR I, 25 B R e fa,i/ (R
Oy A SEAARCL. TSR R T R S R o=él, T
LR 77 T R W0/ Ay B T H AR TE [le,of .
BRI & RS S AT HAE R 3. U
A AT ) G /0,0,0/ 150 A SR, 1X 5 KIS F
PO 1R o0 A A 5 R IR 2 3. ik T FF 10 Ll A, AT
AFLLE Y, ANRNE 5 R 2R 2 (R A ReAH B
B . BT DAAE PR 2R (1) ST 0 20 BRI
SE 2 A )RR L T 2R B R AN R AR S
L BRAAE R G SIS 3 R A TR B A 2.

1.4 FHEIES (Agglutinative Language)

SN ZRE RIER, B TREMES,
HRF 508 1)JE AR ] 25 (morpheme) % 1] W I 2 14 2
M #a el 2)18] #i (root/stem) [l 72 ANAZ 5 3)ia] AR ¥ i 1]
JFE(suffix/affix) &7 1 ; 4)i Fé ] DL i & 2% A7
BRAZ Ak AT L5022 18] S5 5) F T 1] JR8 R A ) T i 21 1
PRI G R R A A 1] SCR AT, ST I R A
TERIE SN T RGN, S5 S AR p it v 7
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SN AR, IXREBATAS S M . A IAE
TR 4.

2 ETFZ(class N-gram) B S 125!

W ZEN-gramifs 5 BRI, X2 m A VI 4R
FPEEVNASN-gram S &, NECKS 8 22U K,
T LL— R B ] 2EN-gramis & A 8 (1) 77 k. T
HW = wy,wa, e wp o IRBCHE R i) 5 1 2T X 1
DA AL AT 1, BT 24 07 1) 28 5 HTN- 17 3 288 HE 0 2 R
REAMEFTHEADYH FAD%

Q
POW) = [ | Peileir, - cin-1)POwiler) (M
i=1

Hodr,e, 0 a7 Bdmlw, PrlE s, Qs XF:, X2k
S CH A B HED () 2 B Y % M RIN-gramHE S i VY & B CV
BRI b b T8 (R bR e B D, FERUBEA K Il ik LA
% A A M HE DN -gram MU . AT A, IXREACER 4 i) 5 ] 1) 1) 3%
VAR e o MR IR, RIS R Kl ks, 1A (a)i%
FE P AR — S AN L RS ] B o T,
2.1 AE K% EN-gramtzE

T HEN-gram, 17 28 43 8 H oK R W8 T 1] 8 14 1] i)
RO R I, AR R IR 280 28k, 2490508 1w &
A Ay () G I R T A X 43, a0 SR AT R A EE S
R X P73, T3 R R AR A 5 kS 2 i 1A 61 i ()
A AN R T ) SO A T R KR A R I O R A
B OIX R SRR L T AR AR 1) 2 5. B DO T AR 30
WIINM A £ 37 EN-gram i 5 RN G 0N B FFH E—A
WHT A PE R R AGE H PEE LR, Bk, FAIHEH I 2
23 2 (Multi-class) Fl 17 2 2EN-gram ) J7 5. W20, 5B
TEAVBLH 1 (227041 LRSS R M7 23R8 FRiE
TEEE, AR5 2 OHEDN 7] 2 2EN-grami® 5. HN=2/], §i
RONEE HK(Q2):

Qo
P(W) = l_[ P(CﬁleF_II)P(chi) )

i=i
X, RN G A3 (to class), ¢f NEATIIZE. XK, 1A
A LU BT
(1) BRANF M E S
(2) X —ANEEE AT R A 1A x 43 B — 1 17) 5t FH R e e is] 7]
PIAH . R

Vi(x) = [e1(p' wilx), -+ s en(p wylo)] - (3)

V() = [er(p’ nilx), -+ en(p nnl)] (@)

EHL, ¢i(p™ D (wilx)) RonE i x o, Miix 23 1
20 J I P AT B fE AT IR IN-gram .

(3) L 30(5) merge costil A I3 2% e NI AN
KEIFN—H;

mergecost = Upew — Ugla (%)

M
/]
|

Unew = 22 PW)D(W(Cnew(W)), v(W)))
Uota = 2 (W)D(v(coia(W)), v(w)))

w

(6)

(4) RRPE B CHIEER FIHIFQ)2R3).
22 MRS ERHE
KT HAANEE AN E CERIe) WK

153 FEPOS), A SR A T 2 T4 4 BF ED (Edit
Distance) 72 [P AHALIA] 432 7 vE08) B 7 R A SO
ZEISEBUARALIR 7 2R s = .

d(A, B)

I1+J

S
Text (1.7M)
Xi
Knowledge ED Tag Dict.
()] 50K, Y

Ed(A,B)=1-2x (7

K7 AR 2> R

Fig.7 Block diagram of similar word clustering;

®2 RHARLIA 2 %44

Table 2 An example of similar word tagging

E g POS FEi. SCASTA (W)
uula;
‘ u_L}!aam
uula/N : uuldk
(root = uul) uulaask+
uulruux
Root + suftix= W/NP: 35 Hfbit3E
(a15y5a]) A EEH .

5%, ERACGEIF) P IR INGSIAR LS I —N K
ARG ELIM); FERFR ST S [/, . 25 15 E
SV SCA B T AN 5 SO A IR 56 U 40 S B
H1T0K); AR Ji R SCAS IR B — AN i N o 70 58 —
AR AR, AR R AR EETH A
B AR E RS2 5y, MARLEE, a ik
ESCARIAL S v 040 i) I35 o ] P AL Ak v A7 S WCHE (i
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2 7). PR BE W bR 16 1l il B S N CAR
T AR A i A B 1] g A7 577 A48 H
75k, 7 SWCLMZ 3 Ao AL il Il
Zx I 2R RBN-grami¥ 5 A (Similar word class N-gram
model).

BI84 1 AHARLIR] SIEIR I — > S g X AR 45
AILAGIIE, 5 TAANS(A = /bolj)) (Bi), ¥ E —
M FHE Ca < 0.6) I, 7] LLIE Hi 5% 7] By, B, S B3 7
HKh—H0

A > A »
bolj bolj
. b0123 i b0123
i 01012 £ 01012
Biv 12101 BY 2123
§3210 3
d4345
min= (n,m)=0.111
A . min = (n,m)=0.556
""""" A
bol g i
L | boizs 1999,
2y P2101 B,y d2345
03212 a3456
h4323 wa567
a5678
min = (n,m)=0.333 min = (n,m)=0.889

K8 At /bolj/ IEASES]
Fig.8  An example of string /bolj/

3 HIRHER

KRS S TE R R G, RATWEE RS
T B (K N SCASTE R, FE R ZE R, P 25 LR
AR N3, RAFIRSHIR. A3 35K 7 H 4075
5] SCRR2021, LR AR A 15 T U500, BOM
FHARMESE 1E20001ME ).

K3 SRR KRR TR

Table 3  Speech corpus of Mongolian Halha
Halha | &i& A3 KA TN
Wk | 77(40 B, 37 %) 3000/10.5
iR 635, 3%) 500/0.7

#4 NMIUAERE
Table 4 NM text database
=1 | NM AR | P3| &id
PllEESES 160K 920K 620K | 1.7M
PRYE 1A £ 50K 15M
Mg | 25K

%5 ATR BTEC3(iilff 23 15 SCATE KL
Table 5 ATR BTEC3(Basic travel expressions corpus)

BTEC3

= L (NM)

3

H A

FTH

133,454

133,454

133,454

S A R ON TV 22 1 b DX P 52 B X (L
K1), AMXAEHTM . % REEITM SCAH )5
HHERZ I, HHE BRI EA N, X AE
WA 25 OOV (R i) g5 3L, A3 IR AR
B R BE R . g e FRATT/E 52 56 v 3k FH 5% oty R
[FINM S 7 SCA (text) LA S W& SR I R 5 1 ETE R

4 ESREBMREITM

BT BT THE, ARSI EANE ST U R G,
FRATTEE 0T St v R e, S 5 R R R S Y
v R (K ST AR B T PR e
FEN R 5 RERAE U T 1 R T, 3RATT S 3l 2K
SR M v E R A SR AT PR =R B R P FEAL S5

4.1 AN ERE

T 5E BATTVP O AR SCHE 19 5 1 1] 2 8 56 11
BEEBR fERA (KE LTIV SCAT, @il -
IRBAEAED AR I B AR B, 763 I FHE
a < 0.68F 73 2] 7437428, WA e A hbsiE A
23,0001, B IEffAREE 2 498.64%. TR A REAR
T TR ] R 2 #8  Hb 4 B N 44 S5 0 440 28, AR
RISzt TN TS IR T V.

42 2-gramiZ F =B AYIFL

H AT PF Al o R P R 0 R A TR K
i (perplexity). H &7 H (@)% H: Hdpow)h H#
Ww AR A LI SCA B .

Entropy = 1 2. log, (p(wi))
i 3)

Perplexity = 2Enropy

A UI TP FRATT VT TR TP A B B e R 11 2-
gramifr 75 B Y rperplexity F1J# (Entropy). t—, F
F 24P 78 8 SC I 25 45 B A 1 1.7M). 52 36 4
06,0001, O 45 HY T AR SCER I 2 38U iR
4= ffclass 2-gramifs 5 B Y FH ] ] (1)2-gram B Y
I [Fperplexity bb &% &5 . M E9R] %1, 784> K5t
21200 U1 I 2£2-gram [F]perplexity HUi K (E24.6.
EAMEAS T3] HLJG2-gram R 32.2.

Fek, P 250 7 I8 R OR FE R 2 T7 VR4 1)
% J52-gram 55 oAb 1 75 (ATR BTEC3H of SCFI H A
TEOE I IR A5 10 22 282-gram iR B 7E 5 (5 BB B %=
JE. TS SUAE B LUR A B @) 5 . S
SRR, R [m) & A e Wik, BT
BV R R A TP SO B R, AR SC ey, 31X
EUAA, X TATR BTEC3E R (#1528 3C, ZEHED BT
T EE BN T HAE A SO MR B, Xl g
ST R PEVE T R IV RIS R AL
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6 H gl (4
‘ e {F B FE2-gram —e— %ﬁz-gram‘
43
40.5 h\
38
35.5
%‘ 33 \
5 305
& 28 \
255 - \\,//
23
205
400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1800
class count

K9 £ EN-gram[fPerplexity b5
Fig.9 Evaluation of Multi-class N-gram in perplexity

®o B HIFATAIE BRI

Table 6 Comparisons of entropy in parallel corpus

FX H A 3L
WEEE 6K 6.2K 5.8K
TS 157.6 165.8 294.7

5 EFIRANAE

H T HEADVONRGTA TR LLPE A3 B 1)
B EARAE RO PR RE LR L Ol e B S T
TR ST, AT X B — N AT SR 2.
51 AFRARET

T 28— TR AR B S U 23 DL RN T -
PRvETT RN RER NI A 7, P, S8 1)iE
B AL 1 BT H RIS A AR T B, ATRE ¥
VUM R G 75 2 AR () T 7 BT V) 4 b (R £
It AAE R Y 1% % G0 4 7 7 24 LI I 75 BEUE 45 V) Oy
FRETERE BT HER 3P 1 H BB R (£910.57)
), FRATTEAT SAEAT N LU 50-FriE. B AERAT T
S TR SRR R GG SR o & 2o i DA
T IR S
OV FFIE ) HT: FFIE H254EMFCC, AMFCC, A
X HURE IR 14 16K Hz, 1 %8 10msec.
@FhF(seed) b Y (A g3 37 A RITE Rk BE104 K
WANESFGH, S, KiGna=1.5 /N, 3E404
FEAE LR TG (WL T) FFEEAT N TARTE, A FHHTK
toolkit Xf LA 104N K 1 N TERHEAT P 27 B (1R 11 25,
FEAE T T (seed) B2,

KT ORI TTI E X
Table 7  Definition of phone set

Houk M AR
JLH/AILY  aeiouoxVexai/aaeeii 00 uu ox2 v2
i bphkg:hImsstdqcjzyrwf
#R BGRSDNLnNgS sl

@8 & A ) oy W EI0fT o AR R, X

3R R 674 K E N i B (WAVE)E i
G 9 Ak BE TR R AR E(MECC)Jf i N 3L
ATRS(transcribution) 3 . #] H Viterbi alignment.
ORI RS B T AR 10 A (labe) I 43, I B BEAS
DI IFRIC T, L0 e AR e A & 7 AR 2 )
s, A H 2% 2] A fE ATRASR _E I 2508 11 75
SR, SHI O AR A 2] B I AR = topology
M =label 2% X =4 ) N R R 1018 S ALY &
—/MAF (triphone) HMneth§ 5.

@EZ L5 L — K I Aseed B B4 (@ 1 A B
(1) BT 1) 75 22 B e 40 T 42 22 U e HE e 28 1 75
2 f5 R HMnet(AM).

\WAVE .TRS

©)

itk idawa & IER (A

i
~p | SeedAM model
@ TR WFCC :

®A

% /R AR

K10 HMnetif & A8 A o 72 e 21 A
Fig. 10
AT ZFR ARG, B RS RN
ARG, RGAEAIE TR 5 8 B ] 1R ) R
R S8 T VB (P TR ARG -5 LAt (4 TR SRS 1) Pt
TR 28 FT ATRIT % It ATR ASRO%: 45 75 1R 5l #5122:231
5.2 EBEZHE(phoneme)iR 7l

K84y H T % 2 U % (phoneme recognition
rate) (PRR),

creating acoustic model HMnet

I SEF WAVIEE N

Table 8 Recognition result of phonemes

SV a e i [ u X v
PRR 812 | 736 | 703 | 746 | 717 | 59.8 58.8
LV aa ee ii 00 uu ox2 w
PRR 653 | 664 | 783 | 67.0 | 812 | 534 67.9
C n b p h k ‘h g
PRR 790 | 77.0 | 675 | 782 | 57.2 | 66.4 68.3
C | m s S t d q
PRR 796 | 820 | 895 | 62.1 | 67.0 | 62.7 75.7
C c j z y r w f
PRR | 58.7 | 69.1 | 658 | 714 | 754 | 731 | 282
¢ ng N ai ex Ell IR

PRR | 861 | 774 | 748 | 771 | 97.7 £ 71%




X # FIFSAREE: CABILEARD) Fafh i THEA 7

HAPLV R K oo, Clfls. MRSH LLUE 3,
R RN R A N %, Fioh, BT EESE
Bk, cf S BRAC A KB BRI AN, R o 2 R
FINKT65%. Ho o5 FK Tt/ox,v,0x2/ 1) R il
T oAt o2 A e IR AR, XA RE A BT
K47 IX TG (ox = 6, v=it) 1R 5 IE 5325 T A0k
1.

53 HELIEIRF

H T ARG U VPR E R LT R T
ARGV TR DL R RS AR I R, FRATT IR
W IEAT T 5 v I S DR SG. IR E A) H 23 0
RAEF 6N K1l N K15 1500418 (H:354014)).

B BTG5 B R E
95 F -

Word accuracy (%)

LM SCLM

SWCLM

11 AN[F)2-gramif 58 T 510 TR FLAst

Word recognition results by different 2-gram models

BI1E R, 76 [ G vt 38 55 B 1 B4R 7 24
P, AEAL 55 10 3] 1) 2-gramAs B LMK 5% 4 1R 1) 45
R N82.1% (%), 1E4% St 1) % F52-gramfs B (SCLM) i
(19 U3 26 A 84.3%, 1M AE A% 3CHE 28 1 AR AL i) £ 2%2-
gram(SWCLM)H B 1] 11 1 51 % 1A £ 787.6%, #H
XTLMF) 45 R4 5 15.5%.

54 ZiEFIRALER

B2 58 il i IR G R S i SiB R4 R
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