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Incorporating Query Expansion into Dynamic Match
for Out-of-Vocabulary Word Detection
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Abstract: To address the issue of out-of-vocabulary (OOV) word in keyword spotting, a meth-

od for incorporating query expansion into dynamic match is proposed. Query expansion and dy-

namic match are two different ways to compensate the high degree of uncertainty in OOV pro-

nunciation. Considering the potential mutual complementarity between them, two fusion

methods are presented. One is result fusion that performs a parallel OOV word detection with

query expansion and dynamic match individually and then merges search results of the two sys-

tems. Another is confidence fusion which combines the minimum edit distance and the pronun-

ciation score together as a hybrid confidence measure to implement OOV word detection and

verification. Tests show that the second fusion method is more efficient and the figure of merit

is superior to the baseline system which only uses dynamic match.

Key words: keyword spotting; query expansion; dynamic match; out-of-vocabulary word

51

i3

Fe A H 5 (Keyword recognition, KWR) , ZRFR
S ) A (keyword spotting, KWS)H S48 75 15
RS A R B T A AT RE S B 45 e TR R . 1
R B TR 5 AR A 2 RE A A4 B 1T T RS )
ANHUR BB A5 9 R Or R 2 — . HAT KWS Tl
) — A~ 3 2Pk ik J& 4 b i) (Out-of-vocabulary,
OOV) RGN . HE 5N i J2 45 R 28 AN 7 28 48 7 ik L)
il BRI R A T R G R A — A B E

RN AN BB 55 B r L B N RE F A8
R o377 HE T 2 0 R 1A L X e ga) KRR AR AN A T B
TR AT G A G BER] . OOV A 14 BB AH L
LN —E 2B, FLEHE N OOV EA R &
R AN E R AN 2 AR O B WS B 8 AR M
AL P A T AR AR AR

fif e OOV A6 I [0] &L 1Y) & FH J7 ¥ 02 I ] 5 1A
AELIT, BN . R & F I (Grapheme) |
& & Z& X (Graphone) Fllid] i B (Word-fragment)
ST SR S A B 4 S 18 A AR R X 1
W AR RT RN R T R R . SCERL4 AR 5 75

EEWH HEARP 3RS GU7501D I A ; 2% F R 205 A (2010 Y0256-143) BB WU H .

e B3 :2013-12-19: 83T B #3:2014-01-09



el

K 55 < Tl A A R 20 25 DG TAC 4 4R A0 1] A 281

SR VA TR 5 LRG0 K R SR B Sy 4R A
PRANE SRl B PN B R . SCERCS T4 T B A LD
i) #% ¥ & ( Dynamic match lattice spotting,
DMLS) J5 ¥k B H F35 % Lattice ()R 3 46 1 1 3
57 5 D8 e F A Rl G A — R, SE PR T o 1Y)
SRR A . SCHERL6 N B A e KA N Jo
R AT A i SR T 18 SORI A R PERE .
SCHRLT IR FHBEAIL A & A 7 12 A2 B A1) 3 1
ANH A PR AR R 5] bR I A A1 R BT A R RE I K .
SCHRCS 4t T HTJa A iy e ik IR gl AR 95
B S AL 46 K R 25 8] SEE T s v SCiE R
Ko CELO- 1T I Z MBS R REMEG1E— &,
I A [] ) S A B3 5 (] 114 . D P Of 4 T 4 B 1)
A0 %) P RE o

Bl A V8 BE W 5 /N Gt 5 BE 28 (Minimum edit
distance, MED)F )y A5 B2 . TE AL R I fuifF — € /Y
DRUCTE B 4 4 AR B i R A A0 T 2 5 R IR VA
FERER R, FE N R A EER . ARy R
BRI S R AMAA O 2 R kL B2 TR
A& Z 18] B X AR R B A A5 R . W
SEAEAN [R] 1 )2 TR B SR & 0 AN A 0 1 BT
EAETE—E B A B T AR SOR A T R A
) 25 VT IE Fil B A — S A R A AT A A I () e, R
Je AT DMLS J5 i 35 @ — A S B i A I 3R 46 98
J& 3 A WF 98 B F B A £ J0 B B (Joint-multigram
model. JMND" () #5 i 4 J|& fil B T MED f) 3l
AVCHC 5 Jo f A i 4 i 0 2 285 DT B Rl 5 7E — i
KT PR EG Tk, MRS RS, 5 —Fh 2
BREERG. SRR AR ERTT TR
Gk RE .

1 EF DMLS WXEBIRAKNRS

FEF DMLS By e i A I R G HEZR N 1 s
Ky B E R BUT W% £1E SR &
U A g 5 2 Lattice, 35 2 Lattice 324t T &4 E

1 4T DMLS py e i Kl & ZEAE 28
Fig. 1 Architecture of keyword spotting system based
on DMLS

BB E R R AL R E AT — A
YEHF LI T Lattice Sk B H — A BT 5E K /Y ¥
KT 9 B4R I (Sequence database, SDB) , fE N )5
Sk REAER RG] . 5 A R Y B WIS A
AL FZWETE SN BRI 2 — > 2 S A £ i)
TR AL 45 RGeS 5 15 S IS 22 e BDRE 4 A1 i)
PN n-best K By RN B AL IR A5 B R Y
WERAT A o HOU R TEE T /N R IR 5 1 Bl A DT
BLHiE 5 A UL &I UE IR & RF 5. IR)o
AR5 A 147 J A 2l 285 DT IE B AN [ il 5 VR AR B G
25 R

2 RhEEWY BT ER
2.1 EFIMMBE@TRE
—A4~ LTS (Letter-to-sound) 1 % i & #% & X

HNFH G= (g1 gos g ) METF Q= (qi2qssrs
qr) PIDFE5 79 Z 0] R BE AL . I FUR 35 2
TERIFEMAE ST RN K RRERN D RE . W& Z
B FLA B R 2R AR AN R R KL . = I AUk
(] 8 5% 7 56 72 58 Ry T8 0 8 T 40 ] g e, G
SRR N F 5 % (Grapheme-phoneme pair) , 5
{87 FRL PR B S5 S — > N B — N R AR SR R

CE A BEAN TR AT DA A 2SS E AT A 220 2 Y i
SR AR B 2 45 1 3R “speaking” [ 5
TE R R B RN DG FR

I
SPEAKING | S
1

______________

__________________

Bl 2 i “speaking” i 7 I8 A1 K & A B 5E &

Grapheme-phoneme correspondence of the

Fig. 2

word "speaking"

JMM (%) B A AR JE X S8 A K & B B M %6
HEATEERL, £ 9T Multigram & — 4N F2 85, K
FERTLAR 0,1 B K, — P FEMLET —PF
KM —1PERZ0, HIitWgi mks £,
FEIRSCHIRC120 0 S — ARG 20t u={g.q) #
P9 graphone, 2t g N T/ .q IH KA.
FICM K E XN R M U £, LRy —1
graphone 751, &R N

U= (u uy, " uy) = Fl ’%Z o ,frH
q19925°°*sqn
X H o graphone (K FE g F1 g B3 2 40 F 250k

1 @)



282 B R % 05 4 MW 5529 %
agl A §2 A s A gH _ 818285 8L 2 2.2 E:F MED H‘]fdJ?E.SIT_EEE
(}1 A ‘;2 A A ‘}H q19293°°**qr

K5 AN FORFEH L MR 433 0 76 Rl %
POV s ¢ Bl g WA R BE AT 28 IO 4555 . 28 Rl
J B WIS AR graphone SR filiid . T iR T
T e 5 WS (¥ B HL IR A . 7T LAXE U i 8 3R 4 A il
7 BN 2 O R Gl SRR
PU) =P (uy sty o+ supy) (3)
£ JMM P G MU Q BYBRG MR Bir
A T fE graphone J7 91 ML B AT, F0R
PG.O)= > PWU)=

U;GU)=G.0U) =0

P(ulauzv"',uH> (4)

U;GU) =G.QU) =0

P GO QU 435l X R F U B FIE & &R
). ARk A X

Q=arg maxP (G,Q) =
0

arg max P ) (5

2 y.6)H=G.Q) =0
Ao PQU) AT AR AR HE Y n J0 15 5 BT @ L, 15
£l

H
PO =[] PG | uyyoeevuy ) (6)
=1

A3 T B9 Sequitur G2PM I 4% TMM
B, - best &5 T A B0 3 130 L SC k[ 12, 1
FH TMM 5 0A] Do 4 A0 ) 2 ) 31 term 47 J Oy
n-best K EH R RIERX Q. PQ,|G)),,(Q,,
PQ,1G)),Q: H—KE . PQ: |G Ry HAHNL Y &
TR REX— TR, LA “bungalow”
AR R AE L. MR 1R, B—1NKkE QW
EAE B AT DL R B A5 03 B B s s (7 e
IR o AEAR SRR L A SR AE F 5| R — I B A
D3 2 ) T term 1Y 22> & IR R 25 2R 5 JF
I o3 e e R & A3 03 ELAR BE X (8) B .

Chron (@) =1og(P(Q; | G)) 7
Cium (term) = m]aXC,,ron @Q@» 8
#F 1 i@“bungalow”’ I EH T B
Table 1 Query expansion of the word "bungalow”
35 P ian G
SR b ah ng g ah | ow —
ah ng g ah 1 ow 0.922
ah ng g ah 1 aw 0.030
6-best b ah ng g aa | ow 0.012
K b ah n g ah | ow 0.008
ah ng g ey 1 ow 0.005
uw ng g ah 1 ow 0.004

FEE PN 05 2 IR A A R B
B CULIE 3) FLAR AN A] H B 1R 1) 5 5% 11 2 B
1R 33X 7 T 5 M DG SR TR AG I M R . R R AR R o
R FH 2l A5 DT C . 07 o /0 4 % B 85 4 o8 B A R A
VI — 2 1152 DG JC R A M TR R

AYhRE |

... captain ... I

Fghrk [k Jae| [P [t ]an | n]
] T

L] L I |
wpgiE |k Jae| s [P [ || n]

A MIBR i

K3 B RN LA R

Fig.3 Common errors in speech recognition

/N EIE B X PR N Levenshtein JE B, F 38
P B2 RO — A T4 e 40 0 53 O — A A T
AF A R /N o 30 o A e 2 B 4 o S B 45
i< D C 5 40 A AR 5% o e s o 2 1 488 £ 40
AR AR . A SO MED A5 0 1 £ i)
term K E QUHBR & RIFFD AU IL AL R 5| &
ZEIFH). MED H5 180 B AR 2 v — MR 3
W ke S8 I 48 XA AT — A ded R R OR S AU
TR B0 25 SO0 3R - AT A 7 2B AR 19 e /DN B 4 AR
EXDO=C(gis¢:s s ) NRBIFEIFH.Q=
(qrsqzssq) WA ERTI Qv 1omr N N+
IX M1 4 AN H . C (pivg) s C(g)
CaCg) 43 53 8 e A AT BR AR Q. o A H 3
QLR BRI FIF I (91 B R (] 1Y
wAMUGY . BAARART

(ORI —A N1 XM+ 1 45 A 5 B
QRIS —ATCR Q0,0 =05

QWIS — 170 R

Qo= >.Cilg)  0<j<M (9
1
OWIRAARM R E — ST R
Q,=>.C()  0<i<N 10
1

(O N ZE BN A N 30 AR UCBE BT AN R [ 1 JT
ES
00+ Ci(g)
Qi +C gD
Qi1+ C(gisg)
0<i<N,0<j<M

0,.; = Min

an



el

K 55 < Tl A A R 20 25 DG TAC 4 4R A0 1] A 283

Qnon B HS @ 5450y Q W /MR T8 1
LT NZ=M, 7 DLk ZEPAT — A [ 5 3k T 4R e it
FEAR I TE S A B A W R Q e I U K
FIFH) @, 153 3 ) 2 A5 B 3R /N g6 4 B
A@',Q) . 7E DMLS v, Bt — K 25 5% i & 5
oy 1 B2 AR H R T8 @ R H bl R
JPA) Q Z Ia] BB Y i e, an =X (12) R, an ik
Caen (@ Q) TEWE I BB B Z . I8 4 @5tk
R 45 51

Curn (@ .Q) = — A(D'.Q) 12

1E MED 1 5 46 22 SO, 5 48 48 AR N B 19
TR B H 1 ASRE ST 4 S 45 A 1 28 22 (R 4
BRI R RO & & B4 . e aT DU O 0 5%
P S PR AR Y R A R A B ok R
e A A KN BR A R AR AT, HTK T H AL
HResults # J] T X5 55 I ZR 46 o R P 45 R fn 2 %
M R AN ERBEEE. &6 .6 A
AT B 8 iR A T DA 2 e KUK A T N R IR
VB B R IR A5 30 . A IR A BEInAL) MED
AT DA G i M2 5 28 PRI 158 o DA TG T O B 1) A
T £ A 1
2.3 BtEEAYRMHTETAE

S A | 0 E 7 By P U AP S d e N i
J2 T AMEE B A R) K AN A A B AR —
(0 EL AN S AT DA 35 Rl B A — R AT AR Ah R A
W ARG T PRI LG 5 s 58— AR A5 R Eh G
ChniEl 4 e ) o 43 3 00 2 1 4 i 3l 245 D e 9
TR R I AE A A] . AR R B JMIM 4 4E A in]
AW term P B n-best K& Q. 1<<i<<n. K5
N 30K B AE AR 5 | b R AT RS A DS G L A5 B A T 45
Ko VL WAL Z N JMM 15 2] term fY
I-bestK & Qe s SRJGIER S R FH B A VLT . K
KM Qe BRI R ., BIGHHDTRFELERTH
{14 [F] — I T6] B3 PN B0 ) A6 0 45 3R 5 0, 0 20 Bic e K
A0 B A4 (s (13)) [l i £ B S ) A A ) &%
R

Cyigp+mv (term) =

max{Cypp (@ 301 1) s Cjun (term)) (13)

T3 AR5k R AT R R SR/ )N o S
HIRERTUE S (B E RIFID MRS &ERF
F ] AR BLRE T R S AR o iR ) R R E TR Z
[E4] P9 6T 17 56 2R o TR o 5 55 T R A A DR 1Y HL
TEF— N Es g% b T D MED fk & 7540 &
P R A B A B AT 4 A0 ) i A AR A, K
(DR,

n-best
b [ah[ng] g]ah[ 1 [o

b [ah[ng] g ]ah] 1 [aw]

b [uw[ng[ £ Jah| 1 jow]

b[ah[ng[ g[an] 1 Jo
1-best

B4 Ay e g A5 DU ARG AY 45 R B A

Result fusion between query expansion and

Fig. 4

dynamic match

Cfusion (Q/ 9Q, )= 77CM}-31) (@l 9Q, ) + (1_ 7]) Cpmn (Qz )
(14
Crusion (@ term) = maxC o, (@ .0 1<i<n

(15)

X g R IALEHE 7 i MED Fil & ¥ 15 53 W5 Fp &
fERE ) DT Bk B . A6 S B A DU oy [A) — A 2 i T
term ) 24 K& AT g2 BLE R 5| P i [a] — B ]
BON 7 S5 JF R &5 2R OF 43 IC de oK Y A R 1S
43 A5 FroR . SEEe 3 WY B E FE ml G i vk
I AT T REMHERE.
2.4 BEDR

(DR ELEE PN RGN E R Lattice;

(2)PAT — A~ WCHE 19 4 5 L 3 1 3 I Lattice
KR

() N & B 5 e CMUdict JI1 %5 MM 58

(O N TMM B R AR S 18] £ 98] T 4 Jg oy o
n-best H R K ;

(5) g JH PR AS 6] i Rl 5 7 IR AE R gl R R G
S R) AR AR A R 6 L A 4

3 XRHERKEGWH
3.1 XHREKE

A KR A TIMIT 35 R E, F 240N
TRAIN Fl TEST W4~ SCIFE A A SCSL 5 k%
TRAIN 1 3 696 i 4] R il 24k . gk % TEST
1 344 A HEAE IR SE RSk IS A T U
A SZE Y SAL Fil SA2 g 4], TIMIT 5k}
RS 61 AN E BT, AR B RS 40 L Hie IR
BUT %] 545 tf 5 TIMIT rh 61 A~ Z LGN
394~ F. K ZE & 9 AL B (Closure) A Bk Bl
(Burst) #1434 3 (bel b—>b) . 5C 5K 5% B 1 £E 4} 16
TR A 100 A, 45 ¢ i inl 72 M X 4 TEST o i B



284 O S

S

5 4 M %29 %

AR B SR 344 Wk U4k TMM. 558 1 T ) 2
I AR B R A A9 95 SR i CMUdlicet, %7
Ju 3t 4y % 125 000 A>3 3¢ 4a] I 2 5 B T
1 8324 0 5% 56 18 1% 4 A1 3m) A G 1) H 35
3.2 MR

AR BRI L T /R85 PE (Receiver operating
characteristics, ROC) ] £k 1 5 J&i I8 %% (Figure of
merit, FOM) MRSy 2 45 1 68 19 37 46 47 . ROC
2k e Ry A [R) B AR RS AT . R G A Il R
Preca BEREE 38 Poa 9728408 #, OB T RGEW 25
BPERE . IR Prean 2 TR Y G 5ER)RG 0) 45 SR %
T Neore 17 S5 BR B0 IR B0 N 9 E 43 H
FEE A Pep & XN E AN Nea 803 B0 — 4L J5
AIEE R H ik SCRI BE L S O S B 3] 1) 26 R /)
M (16,17 s, FOM & X HBERIE 0~ 10
65 1B A 3 4 T, 18D TR

Preer = N (16)
Ng,
1 Ppy=10
F()M:EJP » Precard(Ppy) (18)
FA™
3.3 REMEEILER

3T TMM #3047 ' 1A 0 7 5388 Coaw s
BT 2h A VT EC A A 7 98 R Cuen » 55 — Fl L&
A )Y R RN 3N 25 DT BC A A I 5 759288 Caen s e » 5
TR RS IEIEN Clim e 22X T AR RS
HMAIAG I B BE L B 5 45 T A A ROC 4R,
M H AT LAE ) Copn 7R T Coun J7 15, FE
BT SRRAAERR DL H B T & R0
2N R A L O N = SO N O N el M
BF s PR 5 0k SR A6 AN () 1) )23 T R 4 AN i) & B 1Y
AN EVE S BR F AT — 1 AN S 2 R
BE Tk — . MR G AR R 1 B S
PERC . FOM FIXHETE T 3. 9% . 16 B B 52K 95 Fl )y
ARSI 25 R G B — o 0 A L E M RE SR T
A B 5B — 2 AT R RS Tk

FESE R A ik AT R BB AN
B g R R A ERE. R3IHHT
Crusion WIEFEARTY RN EL 7 MINAHF 9 F RS
MIPERE . A& A 2-best K& ML F =
0.7 Bf . FOM MIXH#£ T T 19. 8%, HA i i &R
GivERE . X ULHITE DL T 9 R B BOR A B 1S 4y

TR L 5 o ARG T IR RCR A S Ah . b
xR A R A S S IL R E & R tF—E
F1% 1R DT JE A7 75 - 0 2R A 30047 R o BB L R OR
SR IGO0 R AR PERE . PO 3-best & ¥
. FOM P 2IEH T,

R 2 ATERG LM R LR
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Fig. 5 ROC curves of various OOV detection systems
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