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ke H . 2013-06-20; #:5%2 HI: 2013-11-13
[ 5 T R T R R (VS 2013CB329302) ¥ B H

WE EETRABARGEFMEENRE, TEFRA B KER AT, ASUBE T HiHEF R
AR R R, RN BT REWE WS FFER. BE AR, 2B /T B XCRAFS
T B AR R R AR WA B MR AR B TR T AR LAY N . B B R AT 1R R AL EE AR
BB F & e, BAOTRRE, MEHENE 5 XA HEEAERE S, W HE T RA
PR —F K. Rk, W w2 W & EORTEEF WA B o35, 40048 2 KA e s B AL
BOR 2. 1B R BORJE 52K R i B o X R o0 22 W S B S A A | G 0 B R O 2 I
EREANTH. wIE, KAV T R R 0 2 W BAR BN KT 8 0 A Z AL AT 5 R EALE
B 7T RE

XA FoAE EFRA WENE REWENE XATH

1 3

B E PN R Z S AN 2 ) BRI NAR B8, AR JUAFIE 3 1 KRBT /K F. 2009 4R, [ &
Sl BRI A T Gartner 2 7) U2 BIHEATI AT A (slope of enlightenment) B FE
P, R E S PN BARREAE 510 AF P SRAF BT 1. 2011 47, Gartner 2 ") — D& 508 %
FiARISAE T (emerging technologies hype cycle) M4k, 152 R0 (1 U RS F IS () S 21 2~5 4F
B X — T TR T S O O T . 5 R, 5 B ARSI AT 1 E Sk Ak 4y
ZYMHE TR U ER TEAT T RN I, R TR SRR B A IR R
FURE S A R VB o E T 507 7 TR RO A B A 55 JE ™ M PR 4 i .

TEARZ AT F o, B30 IR I 1 506 1l hy 3 S TR AR DR A 1 A g T S 7 W I A5G
M 2010 L, AR SKAE 22 SR GE B IFIN T AR LB U 51 88 1, F P n] LARI e AT
e, B TR RTINS M E. B AEIN T A, BT, Apples A #EK. mZ . B
W R B BT 2 7 SR AT ARHE T 78 S 2 0 5 VRN B . A4k, BERIR . B2
A RHGE E ST XORZEAE L T @& AL 648 F 0 2 2t 23000 5 15 RRECE, RS R E
Sk W B Sk TR SRR R A Sk B 2y 3 330 A5 TR RN B P AR GRS T TR BRI FH .

FEFNALERE SR R AT (R i, 185 PUNAZ O BRI T A PR HEE . P 2R e R,
AR EBEAR ST LR, T T IR Z AN E R AR Tk, 18 F R R A

jlll

‘ S| FAMER: WTeri, ARk, FLI I I AR S U A 1) . oh R (5 BRHE, 20138, 43: 1578-1597, doi: 10.1360/N112013-00078 ‘
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T R BRI KL M. T 5 5 P A AR RS R PO vy, 48R SR 15 48 2% = ) P
77 A T 5 ENR A B R AR R R A AR B RIS A2 g, B S A, R
Mg WIS E R A AL, IR EMZENZE (deep neural network, DNN) (1 H a1 K T 18 2 A 1
BRI, FIK TR . TR W 28 A2 28 AWt (5 AL BT AT TV 22 B, R EE
2 25 5 N A5 R AL PR R, 000 BSCA T U 1R B RIS 7 ).

2 FIHESIRABIEF X
2.1 FEFFEFEERA

Bl 40 5, WS PUM RFIE SR B AN 7S 22 B BRI A R AR k. 75 2R A il EORT 7 2
FEREECR WAL B DL MRS 48—, 7 R AR D I T 0 IR AR AT — R Ak Y fiE
R WL PRI L IN TR MRS RS AR U D IR IR PRI R 2 v,
LA R A A .

F SR PRI 75 2 B ROR R 0 RO RO (I EOR. P 2A R IR N S AE MR 2R 2 A2 11K

TG b RN B ) s REACR AT A R AR ) o T 75 2 AR 8 i 75 A R A 8 N A
PUKELS

VFZWFFURT], 7R AE IR0 AR 7 2 R A R AEAR 2245 0T 2 AT D B AH B 8 1)
X P AR AR AT 28 A K B — 6 (VTLN) S50 T 560 75 2858 10 35 AT 20 1R B R ABUAR 28 P[] )
(CMLLR) Bl X 5 22 A0 ()R — T X 3 B SR 0005, S50 mT DA 056 3 6 75 2 R E AR 7 35, R g
MPE f1 tMPEX, BMMI A1 fBMMIP!.

T JUAFER, VR A28 W 23 AT AR A A2 BDURT 75 2 L Tm) YR BE Rl . e DA 22 )2 IRD I 2 9 4850 Ji 23 1)
FE AR AT )22 J2 AR ¥, T B (R P 2 KRR, IR AR B S5 IR 0022 P 2 v g AT IX 43 FE I 2, 3k b R A
PEARFHIBORN 75 25 gl 5 A [ — AN 2 R AT 04, 3RTS T AR P REFE T

2.1.1 FEEHERE

AN H T 0 A 75 2P R R e M R A B 2 1) B B AL MR {83 (Mel-scale frequency cepstral co-
efficients, MFCC) T2 & T Wr ol & i PR 2, K43 7 He 4ot 78] (linear prediction cepstrum
coefficient, LPCC) B4 HIPERE. F IR, NH & o RS T F AN R AR A5 1. (B
1KHz LAF B, NHO 3 m i@ AT e P A5 ¥E 25 A 1KHz BLE RSB, N H 3 e i g
TR ER 2. AR Paul 104K 1, Bridle 1 Brown 55 A5 A AN H X FRe A T MFCC 4§
i 7, AR T & YU T 3RAF . 2000 4F, WM FBAG briERp2s (ETSI) ¥ MFCC $2HURA bRk
1k, LT 16, 11, 8 K 44 R 3 EIASbRuE Bl Wik VTR AE (perceptual linear predictive,
PLP) Il % T NS B T 95 . 1989 46, Hermansky 724 M T AE i A T AT 1L
AN H W s B ) Bark JERCES, LA AT DR FEWr 52 i 52 ) 25 i i e, SRAT T 1 RE KR 15
FETF, FEREXFRERAE iy 44 AW IR TN (PLP) &44 . 52K, Woodland %5 AR ILIE PLP 1) Bark
JERARA SR 5 MFCC — 301 Mel S8 A4, 7T LAYE 2B F A AL PERe 1O, JB T J5 AN
FHN¥) MF-PLP $§1iE.

FEAE IR Ak BEER [RIFE R PR RE ™ A2 B W, 8 2 U e AR ) N H, 0698 2518 31 & Mfige 75
PTG S I S AR EOR . — R U RO TR A 4 N AR E I3, B8 Hermansky £ HY )
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TR S5 LI IR UM

RASTA FiA MU &R B Tl A5 T8 M S AR OO T AR (H AN BE SO A0 1) J i AR Ak . i
ISR IUE - AL, IS N 2] PLP RFAESE U, mT DARK R Mg {5 T Aty e I UFOp At e, (H AR 4l
ok B A FYERERE A NI, o) — SR PUMEBA RN 52 B P v e (1) s )R R Al iR, MY )
41 MMSER2 1 VTSI oK. A kB LA PNCCRY, PNPLPIS] 45 250 ) JEAR. &A1 T8 i
X M R AN A AL T, T WD PR BT B8 AR 8 8N AT IR B2, DT 3R AT LG LA B A () g

VTLN H AT AR b b7 B 1 15 A 2 (0] 75 4 5 2 Sl R I s . BF 9036 B, 7EMg /R Sk AT (1) 7
T A — b A AR O P e 60, S0f 75 18 K B IR DU e Al T E B3 08 R BN HR BE 5 1 S b &R
GERT KA. JWE T, HER LSRN 5 A TE 23045 75 18 K B R AR BT A, H el ok 3 i 29 s 4% AF,
AT ASRAF PO s 2 U 7). Hermann Ney 58 AGEB T 7538 K B VA — b v] LSS0 T- 76 115k 11
LR PR, MR HE T AR R AR e R AT AR 81 FERCRAUSR H AR BT, X SR I AT ZR M 1
VTLN FUX 5 25 R AT CMLLR A& 55200 091, kg tE VILN F1 CMLLR #5 K PR de TH A g
B 2o,

FUMNFFAESEICEA L A EZE AR, VILN HARA T IR N5 N 2 ] K R 5 |k ) 3t
PRUEAT B0 22 5. AR R HoAth 22 S R AN P B RIS Bk 59— P e i B ibi 1 N 2 TR) F 22 5 040
R A INRRAE T D006 Y A (R AIE, RS SLAE G IRFE. $5:9], Hermann Ney 55 ACKs &1 41
37 (linear discriminant analysis, LDA) 5[ A 215 3% TR AIRFIE I HE H U AZ 7 Rt — A AR ks
JEARRFAE R ) 75— N ) b, A A3 28 0] 5 22 RN N 5 22 (1) bUABL SR KAk, AT A4S BT AR 10 6 T 46 7 (1)
FM B AT 73, NI Z RIS 2 e, DA TE AN [R5 R (1) 22 e 4B o] LAl dse /M. BT LDA
FINT ST B, XPME AL FLE DL T I A BRI X o PE s, 222 7T g 3 BOE st 221
DRI A 350 2 NIFICAE S 7 22464 R IR IE R 0 Fr (HLDA) |, AR JFA & —Fh HLDA $R# &
R, A5 SE I HLDA 2R E 6 A0 LDA. Kumar 28 A4 H ) HLDA S30% LDA 1 AR 5
LT, HAERR T RE B (hidden Markov model, HMM) HE4E T #E S H BEWS A 7L SR A %
e KA B MR ) AR e (23] (1S5 IR . A R S B A AR AL ot 3R A X 4y
PEM AR, BB VU AT G B AR 3 T ot 8] PR 1, X — B e 5 S B AN, DRI
2 R AR — AT I A X 2 BE DI ] gk 3T R v fe. 1X 28I A0 IX 23 BE I 2R 020
HALHE bMMI A1 MPE 45, HO6f B (REE 2T E 1 X o FE VIR 50200 fBMMI Fil fMPEM],

FRZE L% (neural networks, NN) ELA R A AELEPEALBRRE 7. ‘& AE A 2R AE S EU T M RE AT .
R W2 BT VB S N AR AR M B A, AT 2R, Mg 2 fi ORS00, 3238
BFEEW AT Tandem J7¥5M1 Hybrid 773k, FUWMIRIFFER T, I fh 28 9 28 16 4 R AR R i ] LA
3 A — & () e i B S AR b DT BN R FH = TR A 8 (Gaussian mixture model, GMM)
AL PRI A2 R0 2 AV R AE I 25 GMM-HMM B8 () 5388 8 Tandem J5¥%. SEZEG R BIX
b7 90T DA R0 M e R IR BE 3R T 24~261 . 5 Tandem J7VAN[F I, Hybrid J5 5 B R A0 28 9 4%
B AL 58 GMM-HMM B rp () GMM, X277 0 ] DUME A UM FR 3R R IR 5T, B s 2 —
R 2240 (145 . Hermansky 56 A f 742 th—Ffoks MLP R I (A1 ZR AL PR AH 25 5 1 U7 4, FRRRZ
o TRAP FRE 27 5 KA 22 it R AT I [ R AIE 5 V2t s BLAT 2 2 R

2.1.2 FEFEER)I|%

B By JRBERBER (HMM) £E 20 20 60 AR 70 KIS I TE UM U, Jf PRI fa] F A 2%
PRIk 1T 52 20T UM UL FA T 2. PAm i AR (GMM) Ay KR 2 A 75 27 B2 £ e —
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RIS TR AR R R

Baum-Welch %72 extended Baum-Welch 5y 2 182 1R i ATk B A FE A Eﬁ*ﬁﬁ!%?&fﬁl+ﬁ/fi, bl
WA T B SR R A S A B U U N ) R 2 e, AT T — &R AU N Al N,
(ORI T AT (vector quantization). SRR SR A1 (hierarchical spectral clustering) TR 2 5 ol S
% (probabilistic spectral mapping) VT IG5 (Bayesian adaptation) 55— R4 751k 28], X464y
R BT TS5 B HMM AR, R DU 30 36 N AR 5 2% . HMML AR AT LU il
&, IR TE R T G NPT I I K G 2 (MAP) 29 i S = AR A R, BEAE R &
NBHE R 2, TR AR AOZ W 18 s 2 N, TSRS Ui 06 A B & M RCR . AT MAP AN
[F], Woodland 55 A& H 1) KALSRERPERNAE (MLLR) 7] BUR AR B8R (10 #2EL b)) Al
(R AR A B, FESRAFIRUF PR BEERTT B, Gales 25 MK PR 42 5 et K AR 2k 1k A8 4 (MLLT)
R B,

74T (generative) JIEFIX 43 & (discriminative) J5 248 G0 v AL (1 P R i = BN 2R 077k, 7~
AT VE TR R 2 > 5% i) o RO IBE 5 MR 20 A, M) T DAL ot 8 DA e 480 s I 6 AR AT A A3 A28 L AR
SRETT. X BEUIZR SR W BRI i) Ja S e, Jo s eid DU e dtd — 2 v (el D 3R, BT )
PASRAT b AR T A R X A e ). XA e X 70 BE 0 R0 3 1 AR S I L, 2%
PERENL « e KU B R BB S, B 51, T SRR X BE O VA AN . 65 2 — i
AR 51, 18 U [a) R IS A 1 — AN AN PR 00 1) 8, DALk — AN PR U i ek o 1 | s 8
PR HEBUR N AT 1. 5580, i T A ol w i BOE O — AN HMM B 33Xl A 1L 1
BN wTlE] (RS AEAR e, X AR I g9 TR UM RE D). BRI, T RO R DX B I R
TER)F )2 TR I B AL I X 23 BEDI R, R EAAE =28 R TAE B (MMI) Ji 532
BN AR E (MCE) J57 U S/ NG 1/l i i % (MPE/MWE) J5ik B3l MMI fil MCE 32
FEA) TR RLE 50 B 2 BEN D77, 10 MPE/MWE A5 1 /503 25/ kL B F T 3R13)
X 43 BE 25073 MPE/MWE J73: LA /5 KELRS FE (raw accuracy) IIBCREAE AL %2 2 h5 %5 1) )5 56
WA MMI 1 MPE/MWE 27 & o AR A 45 5 S ME 22 450 K B /MK, T MCE 2 A7 Sk
AR K s /ME. MMI AT MCE B2 45 0] 7 /2 BRI ORLE EARAE H AR, 1T MPE/MWE JU52 ££
1/ AR NS _EAUAG AR, MMI AR H AR 2 S TESX, T MCE Al MPE/MWE () H #5)U)
JERFETEAL BAR = RIS, EAERF € LA AT T AT LU F e — BB XiaoDong He 4%
N B = AT TSN AR, I — AR R RS, AR e AT 13 T LR AL T GT (growth
tansformation) (IZHAAFILAAL, A AEAF I Zhid R S PR EEE . X =Rl X 23 L 224
ZRANR R SEITTVE. RN R B 7 102528 23 BEI 25, 3RAF RO PR RS THT IR R R 15320 3l X 4y
JENZRR AR LT 1, =RIEs s, WARMEAT 18, IBM BTN RO 0] B9, 3%
FUREFE S /N sMBR W] LASRAS 5 K I VERESL T

2.2 HIHESFIRRTMERER

2.2.1 EBEHMIRERTR

HLAE 1959 4, S —HEF R LK Fry SN ERH, Plasif &R0 2 DMAEE RGN —A4
WERG B FEERE A TR S G R, T S RGNS HITE S A2 R A E S R U
fin. HINIFEEIEE S RADU=ADRIR. B DRUGEE R (phome) L [HFEER IR L IERMAR.
EHIATAE—LEATTREAFAE MRS 5 AR UGRI R (morpheme) Z [IIERIR AR IR
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TR S5 LI IR UM

EH IR E— LA W] B TTE TE SIS, 58 =ANZ U] (word) Z IR [FIEEHOR RFERM . ©
HE B FATA IE— LEANR] BE K] TR M4, AN TR 5 3a] P S R R R] T8 AEDUARESHE J U R e, W
R NA] 3 2 AR ST WA A 30 R Pk DAy v 5 Y, T B AN R, ST A P e ] LR
BN 2 BRI IR R

SRR R T S AR E G RN 5. 200k (N-gram) BERAE TS5 U
AN B WLIKIAT a3 =030 PUTCSGEMILIEE. — Bk, M a0k =753
%, KA LISRAT 50% M TERESET, M =03k 03k, nl Lt 2B 3kAG 5% ERESRTT, 1iPYoc
SCEB TSGR L ERATIRTE. 203 GANIL RNk s, PUMTERE AL, B IRE a2 Tovk i
B AR, 5 SRR A BEPAT A IR, B, A AR H I T IR SR, oA Nk
FAREZE 9 2% K e 5 R 37381 X Py SR 18w AAE B D B 00 B SRAFL T 2 J0 STk il 5 B,
FE T IR 5 AL 1 K AL TR [ — 28501, AT 45 /0 Bethe 4 1 1 mT USRI BN 780
IR, S5 TE S SANIABL, At b 2ot the ] LIAR G My )11 2 TP SOR AR (90, FLIIR A28 I 454 35
AR AR AR 1 SRR R s A N B ) 2 . S i 5 7 A A A N YRR BE A 1) R N SR T
X B 7 (R R R B AN ERIAE. MG A5 (word hash) T RDKE BRI R I 7 BEIAL A, o) LAAEAR D>
(RIS A T R - B A A 1) 1) B i EOR IRl 3 390 iy S8 ) 4 R ORvk (veal-vector) NUIE A
TP B R T T S O 8 ) SR RS B A R 1 R A R S 8T e I 4 1) 1
SRR AN 2R I 2% T S R . D T PR I RO R, SRR [37) e ] R A B RE SR
B H R ERAF YN R BERN R 2 BV RE AR T, SEIRIE R W, T DR AL SN 2 0 SCUE R R RI A 28 4 2%
SRR EL I Vs, T LA A N RS D JRAG . e 2% i 5 B L gaiE s AT B2 63
DA EALRPERE. (A TR 2R, Tovk Bl & B S H VUM R G, H AKX N-best
G AT R T 10

2 U ABR AT S PP S PRI AL S, € n] LLEEAT BTG, LU WARF IR (1A A0 FH AR ke (1
E G DA G P SRR AR A G R T X R BEN 2, DASRAS S ARURI PR RE 2. D Tl MK
FUBGE 5 R UIZRA T 22, AR I T R A KRS 5 B A I 2Bk [4844],

W E AR EORIETZER (TRIE) o, B HAS KRS TSR i, 1R SCAR. A
PR TTE E AR A BORZASHL (WFST) &%, 3l i b i 5 A5 AR P 2 AR [ i o, 4%
R )13 DU KB BRI O AR, T 5 MU DAT o B 2048 A @ e b, AT R4S R0 A i
REMIERTE. i SRR WA ST TR A SR B 45 S AL SR I [ T BoR . HERHOR, L) 21w L 24
iy, AP P R A 0] BB A M R s, 2k T — R B2

S R R R e v B BA ROE R Ge Tl LR 2 2R B R B A AT, M e 55 3
TIUAR SR 1 1 3G N, AR ) PR R E DI A B o A d MU I X 20 FEAAL, AT T P 2 AR g LA 21
LSRR e R R, ISR R I R B K RS R 5, 7 A T VR 2 ik 5k,

2.2.2 HEREBEZL

WEE VN RAREDEE AT DLy O — 4R . 2R, M 8RR o T i8R | A
TEhA& WEST 3R ETHAS WEST MR, 5T 8 R HE AN FE N A7 b, 18 R0E S 502,
RN R DS =N G T 2 hod R N i 1 7 N T T i N [ e W R b
FORMZ R By BR A B DL 8O k. JE T WEST I RBARMFENAF IO, IR R, kT
AT ReHRGE— WA BROIRASHL B B9, A 28 B vt A 157 51, AR T4 Thoks kAT Ak, T AR
FEEOK, A ARB S WEST B REAR, L fEiE WFST 414 (compose) EEAELE NS I 3E
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A7, AR T RE, ATIAN T 2 EUOR I A A7 22 [ ORAF S WEST 4%, T35 YU (1048 28 223 e 3 1h 5C
% (G)s K& (L)s B3 (C). RZE () WU RIRKIE, AEAFZR SIS WFST Mg, 72w
RIS EAR AR N ANE]. WA G0 =030 (G3) —43 7k, il —A~—Jai
% (G1) , AT DTSR/ N RIS 2% 7] H o C o L o G1, fEMFR IR, SR G3/G1 A& IEMRD 178 5 A8
375 1491,

T PR A L, DR e o A SRR R AR SR IH o] U], Bt SSE #5948  SSE2
F| SSE4 [F+4k, CPU MIFATALBEfE Jy ek k. @i SSE4 $5-4, TUI# il LAZE A R O PERE
AF R SERE 16 BIFATUML. R GPU (R SR HBE T, T LLFRA SRR S5 1R B 52 T

LA PN S R, TR AU CR , 3 AT LR ROVER $5AK 191 5 SCARF
B 17,

MEAER, KRR SRR R S A R B TT G S P I BRSP4 (WFST) REAT 1%
8 o0, AP AR Sk A N A DL As . AT I AR SR 2 SE N 2R 485 A SR Al K BRI AL 2 R A
1 N CPU AL E] GPU A4k; AT E TS BIE R D V53 IR — R RN 2 REGRE . SevhiE 5 50
WRIROR A R ARG B2 ) T VR Ak, 724 T VR 2 A RIITE.

3 REHEMEIEE

R LA GMM b BEUIR S K HMM B 7R 5 YO0 S AT T 4047 181 B RRIE X
ORI BRI J3 BE DI ZRSE A IR, e 2083 7w OB R K. Tl 5 49k, XM i
VAR PRI AR S8 0 R 4 28 I 4 T R A YR P A5 A I 2%t B S XA I D KR PE A 2 I 2% BT 22
JAHRFAE SN2 A — HFE 7 2R 2 (softmax layer) R TTT ARG, 1EISZ ) 2 RHFAESRIZ T, Fle 4%
AUt 28 5 ik ) 2540 PR — BB A% i3 7 5, S 2 AR A SR, SR AR (R AR A A A% 2 o 1 v Ok A 40
ZURAE, Bk AR TR, s T — 2 M g b, I A A ARSI X 3 BEVN 25, U155 24 45
B0y B T N2, e B — AR SR ORI I 28, SO —AMRRAIE 73 SRR () I 4% . IR AR
fEMZ 2 Ja XL T V2 040 RO VR PE AR 2 P 28 S TV B A28 I 28 AR S Pk, DA ORI
PN R B G MR, FRAT TR 5 51— Z 0 & BEAT A i A 24,

3.1 EFIRAEIGEHER

T PUNHEARAE P AR AR 75 2 B L 15 5 AR RN R AR 5056 T T A A R = 5.
X SCTERYAE A VUM R RS FH ok 1T B, (HIX FF AR & O T A M. A, sk
T8t B SR IR K M A 4 A AR AR R

5 EARER AW (NIST) 425 S PR VI 2 [ i b AT 44 BOTE SR PRI 1987 4, ff
IHACEF A F] (TT) 1) NIST $& 4t T H S B P IR 2 (resource management) 53 &, 1% K H 991 A4~
WS G ROCCEAE BT RZY 2800 A, FHSkE NBIELTE . 7EHE R 4 45 P e S0k sk
R 20.7% TR 3.6%. M 1991 FIF4R, NIST AP IRIEHE S RS (ATIS) EH
FE. PRSI R ATLHE B 2 A v RS B R 45 IR R Y s, 3Rk R0, Ve — DB R BIE T1A]. e
4 SRR A, AR R 15.7% FFER] 2.5%. M 1992 4ETFR, NIST 2Bk Kia m 4k il 5 AT
%% BT AEE T 5K T EA 20K RV P IUESS, Sk I 3 XU AROAR 2 B, SR SUACk
TR BT HIR (WST) | G R SGEIN TIEZER 4 (NAB) A2, i Tl &4 K, M4E R RS
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100
Switchboard Conversational speech
_\»“':::‘. (Non-english) Meeting speech
e a— l ) | Meeting-SDMOV4
Read Bl ‘ ' ,‘w:.”;“l
speech Switchboard 11 ‘.), e ‘/ A
Broadcast . i __l_l__l_’:‘ ) Meeting-MDMOV4
speech . witchpoard cellu ar.\ CTS arabic (UL)
A g
lA]]zll‘zl}\'ql . A N A J dar 10)12/[eeting—lHM
planning kiosk i ews mandarin
" speech mic\r/oa;fgnes {Non—en_ :
\ ol ] !/’\ T @® CTS fisher (UL)
\ 1 News english 1X
~ News english unlimited “\“
g 10 ‘ £
n:é “ Sk Noisy B News english 10X
|
3 N
1k 3
u
41 o o
»
2 » <
1

1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
1 NIST EFIRAEMEN IR EMEE—IT
Figure 1 NIST STT benchmark test history

AE 17.1% (5K WRLE) F1 32.9% (20K MALE) M. 1995 4, Mif 5K WAL H IR E CE T
2 5.1%. NIST XAHZVHI T I YF s R vEs i IR 22 5, ] LA Bk & 4 A0 A YF AR 2128 o
N, B 5.1% 28 EFF2 15.1% (UL 1 varied microphones) . [A]—4F, NIST X 4123 T HriH] #%
B PRAR, BRIk SRR AL G, MBI R RIS IR B GA], M2 i AL 2] g
FIRES, MRS R 2 AR S Th S Uy RO R, B3 2003 4, i) #E S A R & TR
E] 10% A RELR. 55— BBk PE H & L (switchboard) 18 & FE. %K% T 1EHIGH
T8 bR T T R IR SR, OB T AT U RS AN U s ARSI ST, 1993 4, AT —
URAE BT 35 2 34T TE 3 0, AR ik 90%. 1995 4F, ATHHHR R MGES] 48%. F] 2001 4F, 4
R NHE—D N EE] 19%. KW LORBE) " #7% UUN AR R R s b N AR A 5%, NIST JF46
T PP R Z R BE R 2 3 R E A S0, T2 LE 2002 3 58 T 2 00 AU, 2 B (RF
ROBAAEZ AN NESA XU, 1§ 2R, Uil A AR, XL 5 332 Ak o Bk I U A i
RHEEAT, ZHEM T RRFERT 30% 28 50%.

K1 MEEHEIA T 20 2450k NIST 120 &S Fh VP 16 e AR RE DA Dl B AR A5 THIVE sl ofe 15 T3
(R SR S R AR B DB T 90%, (H52, B2 BUMAMKAR TR A6 45 T 35K 1) AL AT i . K 26 ) f
FEAFE:

1) PRGEIEFE ). Y (E MR LG R RIS, U R R AT YK, AT SR A A M P R AR e
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P, VUNEHR R AT 3 M. M S RISk, BARTE e REE LG TS 1T T
R PERE, (HE AMEAT R e LA P N AR R AT DTN, X — 4L R AU IR P I

2) FEE ) . i s N B T B (0 SCAR I, A 5™ AN TAR I R A ST A G,
R M H AT B T T . X LB B T A A AR R S R (R O AN LS, AT 3 B0
SRR

3) ZUIE AL A UEE AR I Yh I, H R BT — P (0 ST LUK 3 2 23 BT,
WBAT PSR HBR IR AR ) & R0 .

TR PERNZE 4 28 A A3 2 PO IR REAR T 21— 4B KK TXMoR BT A 2 A QU T 2 3045
JRDIIZCR. e BT B3R 7 iU 21 18 ) A 2.

3.2 REMHZMEAIEL

WEAIZ M4 (DNN) JET L KR (PoE) R4, 5141 L FH KM (SoE) RYcH A% 5. GMM
(RIME 2 460 L BR8-S 0 RO SRR B, 5 380 Jova ) it LU TE 2520 S0 BEU 114 3 A, AT 185 T 28
TR IX 23 e ). T X TR R GE ) TR SR 45 Rt 22 AN o3 IR R AR R B, A1 & A AL 3 B O 1) 328
577 AR R AT 3.

FHE Hinton9) (1 33k, IRBEMEZ W28 48 (1 & AE RN JZ A 2 T e], &8 2 T—A RS 2 1mr
B AP 2%, ISR AT M4 (deep belief network, DBN) g i 5 A1 25 W 48 A f L AE O TR 511
] FH e A B D ) — .

2002 4, HintonP 7Ef# Y5 5 R G ) U 42 T —Fh bt i 2455 LB (contrastive diver-
gence, CD) I/ MU 512, XA RS T I S 35 LR I 29 ROBOR 2% 2 L (RBM) HOEER. 2006
4F, Hinton®Y N ANZ VLA 2 AN EOR 2% 2L, 83T )2 )5 & Ik BOR FEE AT M4 (DBN) |, i 3
TR R I40UE (fine-tuning) SRAFOCALIT) DBN W%, X b9 24 76 GO 3R TG T B 22 B X 40 FE DI 2
AP PERE. ML, ¥R BEAZ 9 2 R RIF S8 A AT R K.

IR AR ) 2 (R I 2538 A FE T 2R (pre-training) FIZH4 (fine-tuning) PIANAPHE. RBM Tl Zk
SEAEREE NN BEAT (AR B I ZR. XA RN G5 1K) 59 b 2 AbAE T Aby it — i HAT R IR B 0 (R0 Im) (14
2Pz, XA N2 I w] WAR A BN, 2 I N 2 A e 1 AR S BEORE BEBUIR A, FF EH BEECIR
AT A BRI N AN RIE], A2 T IR G A R I IR AR A R SR AR X AN i b 7 SN
B 7 G TR AT LAAT 22 . o R PR AR 2 SR i 5 P A s 1) 285 SR 2555 S i N AH B0 ARG
IR GAT AR, NG 2% 1K AT L2 A BEGR2 Z 1) (1) 5C ZR T AN W, ERLG G B In Ay s —
T2 MRG0 (R A BE R, LR GE I BSR R s Ak HARIEAT IR B0, — ik & RS
R ZE R, LRGN EEHUE S /ME S HARBE T I ZR PO by — ik MR G5 B L Rk, LA
i N JE RN 2 0 A R A H R AT INGR B2 29— AN 2 IRINZRoe i, PR B s Jy (19K,
TR gty ) RIS 5 FH TRDRE PR 32 5 i 4 S IR IR I 28, e 24 T TR FE AR 22 IR 245 . R A [+ ()
BEAT RN 2R SRAFAN [F] 1R IR 288 22580, AN [ 0 28 50RO b s e e 24 R R v e it — 12— 128
RTINS, JE AR IR AL U HOR A S50 (5 B Erhan 55N 531 @k BRI 5 i S fliid 173X
FHELS. AEAB IS5, 10 DBTRAAEU %N DBN MEHEH T, IE KRGS ik Ak (activation
maximization) FARGEAT K], 7] LLG B, AT 5 )2 1 45 2% 3 B IR TR B AR . Bedk . RN AT
SGIEAREEAEE, AAESE R ) 2 T ) B A A AR RS L T A
HARMA -GS, X O s T 10 MCF MM S B, Wit aii e E e,
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TR S5 LI IR UM

A2 T BRI, S PO ZREE R IF B KK

TR ZRAPR BRI 2 1 28 Y ZR Il D 22 0 T, B0 PRI SR 0 W 2% Bt T2 RS8N, 25 5 B N AN
SR RAR s JCV oK, U ARR 1 M 2B G EE0N 2. KA SR B O 2k BAT W 2 AL, B R
AL R AL RE JT, € AT LA ) ) 2% 4K BB 1K) JR P ARARL s 5545 15304 B VI R it B i K, AT
KT ZRIAVE AN PR TS 4 B, B Ao S AR MR T DA 2] I AR VR BE Rl P 4. %1,
BT LR PRI R ) W) 28 MR AN I 225 T 5 0 I 2808 4 5 5 2 2.

3.3 REME W LKA Lt

TR AR LR ) 28 IR T R 0 A2 0 RE N R R, O T S TR (o I R, AT AT SRR
WA T ReLU, F'EMRBME ML) S B g 35951 INide Tt T I gRide s, a7 iRm0
AE. AR, XA BTG T BT N A S P A, BRI 2L A Dropout HEAT Ik

R TS Z5 R T4 i, R I IR EEACE — I A 2 — Fh i 5w, Sk (Hessian
Free) AL HE AR Uhia FH T IR BE A2 I 2 (Rl i 61 Py BEOR B 17 2R3 (1) — Bl Sk
P, SO e T KRR SR I (R, B2 BB MR AT AR RR A A T S Bk R, 5 — B bR B B
AR, EANTFE S NI DG R I, PGB R BEAMGRR S B2 ISR 52 A O /N 2 ), S50 3
PR/ €GN T v N 2P R

ARG & IR EE, S8 ME SUBOE A A NGRS, RS BB R
T A T T RUR R 25 5, ST e BB 5 A BRIEAT F— U5, PRI S 80T 1R 2 i R R 2
TEHAHSEAE B oD IARh RS N BRAAE RNV R SR N 5 B OB S5, TG A ) I
TIE K BT ASEI SR, XM S50 I BB AT P2 A T BRI RE AL, A A B AP R AR T 10
(R BE T 5. (H2, XM T I 77 U S 8 T IRAT IR VR K, lH HUE A 45 GHLas it
ITIAT U, R Z IHLEHG 3 BRI, R, BN ZRa0ut T DUE s o A I 2K
FMRARVEA G AR TE A AT 0 A Ao B, T S F T SR 26 T S 380 5NV S R, S —
TR B E LA g — AL AT B3 2 (RN A7 BFGS Sk ml AU AT 4 A Qs Bl 571,

B T B R GEE, ANATTERR T VR 2 OB PR AR IR ST, 2 A O AR £ A R DI R
R R R CNN B AR 4432 DBN Mg, PEAE BRI . 76/ NIUBE R 2 (TIMIT
Kl PE) R B (switchboard 4 E) MR ZE IR ONN A% P8 5 GMM-
HMM 5 00BN, I A X 20 BE I 2554090 (MM, bMMI, MPE, sMBR 45) JW ] T A28 0 4% )
A LASRAFPERE I I FE R T 59601 SR fk b, B Tliiff) sMBR PEReIAE, 1725 T /A% (lattice) ) MMI,
bMMI Al MPE UV fig g 2.

3.4 REMEZMBZMFIERERT
3.4.1 REMWMZMEHEFERGE

TR TS P28 0 % — ) THE (S DGR 55 11 7 22 RS E P RE A 1 38 AN TE 5 RO ATk, 2009 4, Mohamed![®!) 5
Yf DBN W ) TIMIT 355 U150, T 1 24 i B B f i iR AE 3%, 2010 4, Mohamed!(%2) @ i A1
I ZERE . AR FE RS ZEO X 4 BB, o TIMIT Seffidsgdt— 2 hlfr. Bij5, Hamid 55
R D 288 S5 R AT T 80, A4 TR — 4R A0 R Bk S oA L ] DAL= INTE BRI AR M 3R
TN R — DT 631 B, XS A SCRIR, B A R AR BER FHAS [R] L2k /D,
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F 1 TIMIT #ZOiR SRR b
Table 1 TIMIT core test result

AM PER (%)
TRIPHONE GMM-HMM DT with BMMI [66] 21.7
MONOPHONE DBN-DNN ON FBANK(8 Layers) [67] 20.7
MONOPHONE MCRBM-DNN ON FBANK(5 Layers) [68] 20.5
MONOPHONE CONVOLUTIONAL DNN ON FBANK(3 Layers) [63] 20.0
MONOPHONE HP-CNN-DNN ON FBANK WITH DROPOUT [64] 18.7
MONOPHONE Deep LSTM RNN ON FBANK [69] 17.7

AT DURAF B R 104, 3% 1 BOR T Bt JLAESRAE TIMIT A% O IRAE L PE R R4, . AT 1)
XF EE 25 A n] U B S5 1 DNN-HMM B 228 88T X 7 FEI 2R — &% 1 GMM-HMM A&
AL, BRI 5 22 8 1) 45 RPURH 28 ) 248 SATE I BB R 1 K B 3 T

R A28 ) 6% (1 1k BB AE KR S S U A3 3 THESE. 2011 4F, Seide %5 A B R 3C5]
NIRBEAPZ M2 5, fE RT03S FSH F45 b, IREEM £ M 28 1884 L BMMI Il 25/ GMM-HMM A5 4
A 33% I TERE L (00), 5 S &5 A s o 28 SR W IR B, R A 48 I 28 45 T8 25 TR 0 R 58 AR HE R R
Ji 1491 R T A 2 ) 4% 28 1A B T ) AR R 2 —

3.4.2 FEMWMZMERIESEERE

2 U SCVFASRYN R o e AT LI I 2R rp o T (R ) %, 3 T LA 3 i e 46
JSAT BRARZS LR &5, DT 740 U0 88 P i i 150 T I B8 e DR 2 R A A 2, DT b e )3 B T il
SRS . SR, 2 030 2 LR R i 1 WK N-1 AN, PRI AR R B 2. Q2
KN BLGIANKEE B L5, ST A6 Y 25500 4 g A8 5 BB AR K ) . KA id 42 (LSTM)
[T 2R N 4% (RN I 5 ] NGBS 114 K IS ) TC A2 K B A e T B 3 240 o (700, % 5
(Graves) 55 AFHIOU A B[22 2% (BRNN) KR A2 (LSTM) [a[H#P& M 4% (RNN) 4H &5
FCRPERZE I 2%, AT T TIMIT %O MNRAEE RERIRE— D980, SRAF T s LIk AR 7K 169,
b5 P A R AL, A AR R AT IR B 0 ol 28 I 8 e e v S AR (70 NG S B YR BE T
TS D90 288 i DA B 2 () T X 8%, AN [ o 28 19 5.

2 TCSCERI R 73— AN U A0 OB B B 20 o S BRIz Ak e 0 R . SR ARIE SRS ]
DU SRIE S A (92 AL RE . VR S 28 X A 3 (10T B (72) th m] DGR 7 v,

KRR BE A2 N 2555 22 J0 SO — NP b —— BT DR J LT AR B MRS T
P v O T S A X 22 SO SOVERE AR U, G0 — A D1 S ALK S BUS A SR, SR B2 I £ 1
TR, 30— D3 S0 T AR N S 0 — NN, B R RT UL AR, A SE R SR
B, IR R G S TE E BRSO T 4 JuSOEBIR G ERE 1731 el R K R TE R A
SRR PR A 22 I 8 5 AR SR A AR SN el PR R

3.4.3 REMEZNENZESHLZEN

R PEAFAEI 28— PR AL AL A P SR IBORITAR 00 28— AR IRR LA e I 45, B T e T = AT R0 6
fiE

(Tl R, oA I 2 3 TR EARAG BRI i) W 48560 R R AIE B P A2 AT Pl BRE Jee /M H
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TR S5 LI IR UM

FrAEI B NI FE . BRI, ) PH R B ok 28 D0 248 S B 22 8 5 o U0 L BB U T2 (R 454, 71
S T2 TS R TE AT (R RO 28, A B R L2 i 2 IR B U 4% . 23 A ) s BT A BRI S5 T 2 o
PUNZR A . 3 DNN B GMM BUMES G TR T 15%, MiAH DNN i TEE 5 IR 2
VB U, PERE L B A T I AT i 7

3.4.4 REMHMZMEHIE IR HIEE

VE SCU R P R X B R A P (K SCBE B, AT B i Bl b I8, 3RAS SN e
RIS AERIEAN IS AT, NIRRT RITIR BRI M 48 3047 00 11K Cop2RIK ik, —Fhil
B2 2B I M 2% (convex network) SRAF IV ™ 94 28 48 N HT 10 13 026 1781 3 o 2%l DL AE
AW s AL ) N AR ALE 22 1] PP I 5 2 AT R S0 2R 45 2R

3.5 REMEZMLES|IKAHE

DREEPRZEIN 25 (DNN) LLHGE S RORTUHERE |« RS I 1k, e Dt S T P 2 A 8 5 A, 2
VB T AR SCUUN S5 T S RO AR DU, AN WG FRA 13 Sk — AN AN, H RIS LG, BEE
BRI R B (11— 2 N, DNN-HMM P Re I ReiE— D4R Tt A 2B i3 hn, IR ph e ) 45 9F
BATRI G GMM-HMM S FE R PUIg R . 2 VR RS F (0 JED AL T3 A7 2k, (032 BT
28 GRS AR A0, I8 T B 7 B IR (R3S A AT TR G0, — P SGD &9, i
Hessian Free 551 L-BFGS 21 HAT VI ZR A2 CAF BB, (HHE) 2058 AR IR H-AT THEAK
SRATMERE, b0k SR 1 AT IS 75 B2 B N S 24 M B E e v, (AR BT RATAN, AR LN,
FATIMGIB L+ G AR BLE SHEEIATINZRNAZA B &, WL E 2= T I t, B
FEAL R TALEON I P 84z, DA KRR, L Kl DLy ) SR AN KT 78 3%, DNN JoBEHt
HE— 0 v S U R P e

FE GRS VL D, A B Tag T N R0 AL BE i R A5 e 2y 048] 1. R 22 I %
(RAIE TR NI TR 4R, X 2T S B AL B O A m] S R R W SR aE—2D i LA, 0 Pl 3R A5 5
PEIIPERE. B SO 2 I 2% 25 RN R, R FE AR 2R ) 25 A% n] LATE & 3 AR (0T 3 R 4. 1Rl
R 5 N REAH L, 45t EA—@ ), (AThaeks sl B — & PAHRUE. B DAE— e FE R B
HRAUL N W 5 S A PR T TG O, RSN SR i 23 B AL, ASSARL N S IR e e AL o &5, 38 1T SR
Wi S AT

4 EARERALE
41 AERRFSEARR

NEIWFBERGE DN EIRMARL. ERATUL MR (1) FRg W S AN (2) Fr € i
MG (3) 5 2E WT B RN, (4) FFE AW B 73 BEALT; (5) g IR W 5 22 TR R AL

AR5t 28 G0 BAT 72 W 3 BT Pl e R IR NS T2 A0 A Ry 2 Wi 2 0 L 75
JER] LU A I R 2 20 Hz~20 KHz DR SN AR AN 8 FEL AN S AR ], 7] —A AREAS
[P PR R RO AB AN AN R e ox 2 A NEAT 2 AU st UK, NATTRAS TP 385 S i e xt W
Ve FHT AT ] P 2. AR 2 T I T LA PR RS o, AATTICVR I A0 B il 2k DA 35, K2 3 800
T E SR AR L Wi X AR bR, SRR 2 T NS G I ) v .
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NEIWEBE R GE HATR E MW AL S IX P W SEAE i 32 2R DL SR ORIV () #E . 44
RIS v [ E R N 3K PRSI P 5 A 2 AN TR R it 2, AT — skt T
AR I 22 N, W HICE AR A AU, N FRI A 5 A I T o
PEHERR I £, B AT LS R S0 TR, A AN a SRR S i, AN TS S A A IR B 2 R B
DN T AR 5 00 i TR A 5 AR . 22— OB 5 ) — A 5 AT BBy, i — i 5 5 T LB R %
IR A S, AT SRR B RARANAR . [k, 2«45 IR BE (sh) IATFEBERR, WA
P A0 A

AR W5t R GERAT R € W S A8 L. XA HLE]— o RIAEVT i HE i L, 55— FB RN
A R B B A . 2l S A AR I, PR R R L g, HeE i 2K, H
NEAMCER AT LLIE W s b 8 BT VU0, 24 P 5 A0 A e v Rt N ) L PR e 7 e B0 F) e R AN 454
BN g, FLRAEDNE b BRI AE, (HNEARIETT DO 5815 A 2R 2B T TR IR0

N5 28 G0 BATRE € T8 3 BT, & 2 DA TR VR 75 7 s 7 I, A 2T LB R T HX
HerbRp g PR 7, e AN RTR £ 7 5 0 B R R, TR Ry ey e 2 i AL S R 21 )
A BN T 250, NETRUEA A AN BRI 4 A I H /N T35 oS (A H i, i
RS 53 o ridinl LA23 2 2 AN ) [P I 22 3 5 P A R A I 760 EUR ATk, A
HAA S e i 23 B, €T LR B s & oA R P AT 20 B, SEBIDRH R S A R SR 177,
VFIZAF LIS UE T 0 (5 YA 5 N BRI, EL R BRI R A5 R 3% 1780,

N RT3 28 8 FATHRE S R W 3 2 () SR B N v g e B 2 AR R M 1), 03 67 PR e
PR ARLNE R, ToIR RS & AN IE S R AL IR AN, AL — AR 25 (8] A R S8 ). AR 3
AJSARNE], [l NAEA RIS S U0 & i B AN )L (ERTER & i e 224k, AATT#R AT LIE s
PR SR, AR SR SR AT 22 5, W) LB IR doe i, AR D0 P I3 LAIR I B IR, (X

NS AT TR 0 138 A 2 R

SN 5l A AN S 52 W SV [, S A8 IO S, 8 T SE B 52, e g W 5270 1, LA
SR 52 (W o 22 T RS, AR AT SEHLRAT 5 N SRARE T e RE . BRIt R 4¢, fEALSE TR &
PUNRG AT TVFZ N, XN A e v 7 RGO TERE. TRIRE, TR S A 28 19 2% A ] DA
PNRWTHE, AISRAG L LFIPERESR T, Tk 22 I 2N ST 3 R 4, WA TT REMG 3 e A BT R
INEAYNUIREE

4.2 FEHZMERZEARTTAIE
4.2.1 REMZMERTTLIREENH

IRIENE N 2 HATOL TS BT RE ). 16 58, 15968 T IR BE AR 2 M Z8 0 RAIE IR J2 S S A A R, DA SR
JERRZE I 2 5K IR AE R RE T, IR FE ARG I 28 70 B AR B U 45 A (R AT m LI Hime Pk gL 26 2 X
Lo S T e AR P R P AR I 7 4 1 TR B 2R I 28 IR R B 1R FR i (T X 43 FE VI 1) GMIM-
HMM #8544 VTS, PNCC S5 FIEAF 2, AL G him ke w75 20~ O 1 g
(RIS, 2R AR B UM ZEmE AT R B 110 DNN AEZEAS A R L PR S 450 R L R Aem /5 4%
PR R PE AR R R 2 R

FLR, Nt VI Rt 1 ek oo R 15 o 22 0 2% () s v . I8l 0 o5t D v 12 2
BLFE: (1) WMRINZE; (2) BRI (3) WA EENUIZE (noise-aware training). iy M Il 2Rk i i # &A A
[F) IR AN ] 475 W LU R 7 ()T R TIE 26 N YR P 8 X % 2 3 | AEASHIR I 28 D9 28 A7 5 o 75 4 1 N T
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® 2 AREBEFRHTIEREX L

Table 2 Performance test under different noise conditions

AM Setup Stationary noise (WER) Non-stationary noise (WER)
GMM-HMM 1650h,BMMI,SinglePass 13.30% 26.14%
DNN-HMM 1650h,2048x7,SinglePass 7.28% (—45%) 17.76% (—32%)

SRR, T SEBLPTME . PO I ZRIR I R ST K 45 R A A 23 IR AR 22 Rl 2k, (AR S ol 22 Y
XA TP A RN SRR S, B T Ik B TR (1 H 1R, T A BRI FRT2oRs 6 7 v S 1R 1 o A
W PR [P B i N 25 VR LA 22 R 245, LUSUIUR RE A P 2% 1 L2 2] — Pl S8 O L ). R S )
WFFEN BOW X =R EBEAT T X LE T, AR TR 2 NER B, I =R 5B F AT R AR
PefeZE 5, EAEURIERER AR T 79,

B, BOEDURTERE S MG AR G N T 8% Dropout S35 By A8 55 Hedfi i 0
B, X7 AP R A NG B R ST A R A AR 791 SDAER) W AE YIRS P RAIE T
R 2 AutoEncoder bttt Ja nl LAWK R 1 JsU4n N 20 v 2. i T X Rl R SEA Sy A 4
WEDIRE, N BEAEME R 2 F N RIS

4.2.2 REMZMERITERKIE SN E

ZEAAR 5 T LU Bk AR T RS ) A5 . T LI IS R FE AR M 28 R S5, A4S 25 2R
W R0 FeA B BRI AH ELRE WA B M. 9, SR i ) o AU A5 5 B R AL B AR P AR DT
i rh, IR AL I 28 FE R SCAR, AAGBR AR IAITE BRI 2 — MRS I S5 AR A, S5 7 i
AL SR PR K 7 A e 2 2 AL SR A A5 22 3 TE SR Rl o 1Sk T g, IR N 1
SRE, DRI, PR — i R U, FLPEREHSEL ISR LB A1 N A b 1501, 4R, AKX S5 kAT
A, JURRHTIR Al EHO A, ARty BRI g T (691,

4.2.3 TRERZ W LRI 50 ZS (8] L EE AL &

NSRRI % ) R 8 055 5 v 2 [ A AR o 7 2 [ e Y A TR R AR i s RO e M
BETE O TG 2 . SR ATHE RGP AU PSS 5 AT AR e MEDE W] LASE O P o8 35 ey B 2
DS 45 AR, TR W 85 sk R SRR AL, DT A5 FE W 3 v s AN 40 FET 3 RpAIE 19364,
PRI, AATIAT D BEAEAN 2 I 2% bt W o e R 45 4.

TOEMNZESE, RS AR ) LI KPR AR AR O . I AAAT S KVE I, St Rig s
Pk fig e Y RN, 5 A AL B 5y — AN E AL AR, AT TIBERIZ S AT ik, fLiF
[l —ANYAAEA BN ZI A A 58 AL AR . H A TR R S BUR DR AR K R ks Pk, a3t
MR SOV R A A LR IR AR A ANAR Y. X e VR DR RS AN VIR B R AE s o A
RELEARF E S R B BRI RALAZ (K 5325, JFAE TIMIT R OISR U 2 I 5 d ) PR A R (690,
AR b R GUHT SOV IR A R A (R SR BT 5 ZE IR AZ VG AN AR ], DRLESR 4 Bk 303t ok
IR L BE 3Lt RN BAT AR PERE. X ARk i de FJRE— 2B Rl 17 TIMIT A0l (4
IrEPE AR 104,
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4.2.4 TRERZ MR 52 (8] EZ A H

FER I S B H 2o, A2 ENR B, BEANE S AT AL K F A s ), AN AT 35 2 A
T AR SR G WU OG0 ANTE S WU B0 55— MBS I, 80 AN DA 15 A 4 () v e 4 Bk
— A AT, MER I AKX J3 ()5 AL 25 T AT AT e & T afm]— AN S 7. — MBSl e
oA E F P . I —ANE S 20 57— A5 5 R, 3805 30 A B 2 7 1) 389 ) . AN ]
N, PR Ebs & — MR AR AR, e RNE T RS A S m AR SR
Rl MR AN DU S b o, AR BLSE XS bs. Xt 20T W AN E bR EAFIE 5 R AAAR
BN, Bl 9eifs speak F1 peak H[1) [p] w7, & W AMERIRAN R A& 25, EAT150 A0 NRGE b Al p
FERE PRI, TR BT (& RS A T AT (R ) . > A 2 (I, A [R] A T8) PR £
0t S M DAL R P 48 190 45 PR R 8 ) 45 3 M i sl ST PRI R 7 5. |R TR BE A 1o 286 1) JEG 2 MY
28 bR A T AT T 2k, DRI, & AP 5 T DORAE B I 25— DN IL IR Z M 2%, DA TZ
W 23 il Ry S B 5 DT A bR RS R AT S8 N IE S BT 3 H AR A . XM 2 AN B AL RS S IR T
AR IR AR M 4% (share hidden layer based deep neural network) . A T By 11K )2 352 M 4%
i 170 SRR R TR 5, A0 K N R AR B AT L7 TR EAT DNN I ZRnT DLIRAS B4 (1) 1 E. Google T
SAEIX T AR T ARG iR & [T

4.3 REWEMES LA TAIREKEE
4.3.1 REWMEZNENEHFNIGEEIZES

RPN MR AEBAT R R PEAC B, L2 BAT A SO F5 (KRR PERE. OBt IRIEAARR Y, 5IAWT
BRI EN YR, IR AR ZE M 2% (K VE B Ad w] DARE 2D ek, RPN FRWT S LB ) 3s HI AR AR A 22
2RO BEANWT L LA, ) X W 0 () IR RS RIS, AR FE A 22 R 28 O P RE KSR T, SR
TR P22 P 2% BT B TS AL L W Bk A8 A LHIANWT B2 70 B LR AT AR R ek 25 ). BEvt
H R AR AU HE W B O SLA . W i SRAB S LRI W 5 50 B AL ) P9 28 i, e TE H X 8 2%
(RIAH NN ZREETE, oK R B R S8 A

4.3.2 FEWALIFREIRIEESHNIERI A REME

FESL b, BRI 3 HEAT DTS AT BRI PTIA. IR BEAR A 0 48 O S0 25 KT LU SCRE e /I
A HARIINZR, XA H AR EOA 5 FFANHAT GUME DI RE. AL e iy A\l R AIE e e e 5 TE SR I R 242
WIZARAESET M 2 (FPEfE. 2E b, S DU ARK B DI ZR 0 H br ek 2, A REAEREE AP 22 M 268 HAT B fiE
T3, RPN 2R IR 2 W A TN GRETEE, T LA R Ry ik G B P A PR IR, & 2SR 2 [y
L5 AR A S AL, SR T, XU 55 KU, BATIAy B MR A 28 G 2 I A, mT UK 2k
FFRFAE. TN B2 P 2 R 7 SRR — H AR, — Bl R Aol s I e S e 7, I i e I 2R 55
157 S DO AR IE B AL R R A MR R — Pl 3] (BEMLE 0) sl (REHLE 1) alid il b i
SRR FSE 7Y, FFom N SRS >, A8 2 N SR LE 3 0 1 7 VR 2 e IR e 7 IR RE . Dl Tk
W5 G IS R 7> S PR B R (2R, AATTER B RS G ) 1 73 BEA T B I 5 (1 535 Tl
Ao 2 B G DA 1 TR % 22 A A LA ST NBOR IS, T LU 500K S gt AL 3 3 1 2
HVRAR HH S R0 PR 300 3R DT B AR I AR A T 5 U A N, (E 2R A B ) AT A I K
P TTVE T DME A2 ARSI 2% HAT B AORFAE IR PR BRI PR RE 52, SR 3007 A4 (DB et A
ARG RE R, PTLLE S, B R RGN, IX S S5 R A5 EBOR BT HAR 407y, X e gty (5
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AR 2 0 24 S 5L LA 809 M P, 6 T B MR A D . U B AT 52 7 AR S0
W . W7 1075 S T B ST 20, R P R IO R 35 S0 AT V5 e, S0 L2 052 o
4 0 LR TSR R ME SO 7T A3t — S5 Db, 9 1007 5 D 35 7 e NP 75 £ L K A

JUESS

FESE R vl L, BEAUNZRWT 58 ST A8 AR AT 20K AR 25 (R B A RIS T R JRR AN, e 4 )
PUGRSTIE I 1% ] LA A I (R HERS , 36 S0 7 SRAT MR A (KAl T I TRIRFAE A6 N U3 45
ZHIEL2 T LDA S FACBE, 1 LDA Jirs 21 S AE oM A 2 F N e A 2T, IF AN R i 16
A NS EAT I AR TR RE. MBI 4 ), A2 AT ARZRAE P 0 A7 ) B 4R D e s At Y
R PA 28 Gi, AlZ FATA I TR) e P A T D RESS, JAT Rt — R N2 3.

4.3.3 HRPIALEITIERIENIEA AT BEME

NIV 4y B RETIAE 60 ZAERTH S R T AT SGTE B0, ZEmE %39 25 2 b, AATTnT LIARYE
T BLE PR PR 0 PR T O U, X — IS G REIR 2 N IR IE DGR, 7= 26 T Wit 3 5e /TR,
FFP I S B AR 176 R S B AR T8 B NIE A, RS AR R A T, DA
A B, 220838 7y B R R BRSSO T T S, IRl 2R R 25 00 R AL
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Abstract Speech recognition technology has reached its highly mature period after half a century of develop-
ment. In this paper, we first summarize the development of statistical theory and methods of speech recognition,
and then introduce the excellent performance of deep neural networks in the tasks of acoustic modeling, language
modeling, multilingual acoustic sharing and semantic classification. Deep neural networks’ performance advances
arouse our great interest. By reviewing the pushing effects on deep neural networks of human-like auditory in-
formation processing, we realized that the combination of them will promote the further development of speech
recognition. In turn, the deep neural network technology for speech recognition will promote the human-like
auditory information processing technology as well. Subsequent development of speech recognition technology
focuses on the design of the network’s structure and the training algorithms of deep neural networks that make it
better fit our auditory systems. Finally, we briefly analyze the feasibility of human-like anti-noise processing and

human-like auditory attention mechanism implemented by deep neural networks.

Keywords signal processing, speech recognition, neural networks, deep neural network, human-like auditory
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