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Research Progress on Key Technologies of Low Resource Speech Recognition

Liu Jia, Zhang Weigiang
(Department of Electronic Engineering, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, China)

Abstract: Low resource speech recognition is one of currently researching hotspots in speech recognition
community, and is also one of the important challenges for the application of multilingual and minority
language speech recognition technologies. This paper summarizes and reviews the current states and his-
tory of low resource speech recognition, and introduces several key technologies, including articulatory
feature, multilingual bottleneck feature, subspace Gaussian mixture model, convolutional neural network
based acoustic model and recurrent neural network based language model. After that the open keyword
search (OpenKWS) evaluation is introduced. Finally, the prospective of low resource speech recognition
is presented.
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Fig. 2 Basic flowchart of speech recognition system
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Tab.1 Relation between phonemes and articulatory features

K FHIE TR HR $ERHIE
Fricative jhch s shzfthvdh f Fricative labial
Nasal m n ng th Fricative dental

Labial bfmpvw aa Vowel low back

FIEFE R EBAE IR R EE A ARG RS R E R IEZ B R R 2 ik
R AE J2 T 4R 2% Bl A A Oy 2 A AT LR B 55 — 2%l AT & R A S R T . 1 2RI R K
FARFAESEAT TR PRGBS Tl — 26 R RRAE 135 U R GRS T A IR
(ELHR T 2 AR AR L 3 3R 0 S AN 00 G JBE O s 20 2 B0 S A 06 3 AT LA B 5 A 19 2 7 A ) T A R 4



208 HIEREEHLA®E Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 32,No. 2, 2017

M HETE R BT FAE T B B B R T R AR A SR R 3 RN AR G LA S AR SR UL RE Y
2o JOERFAEAR HE FOR O A Ml B RS . AMA B S PR E REd - Rk E
FEAE AT R 53 5 A ) o 7 10 2% o o 2%t 2 il e X 88 D R AR R AT R s PR O TR UM — R . N
TR F I TR AL E SR SRRSO B EMNE TAmE . REMHFIEMLL S &R,
FEAEA IR T2 SR /N P 2R B0 AT AP 2 5 TR 8 g A R HE — 5 R R A A 3

I PSR SR RARIE 40—
T A HIE P 1 B RO L b 5D SR o - BETHIENT ,

AR SATH 351 = REHHETHIEERT
TR PRNIERE RS PN E E R S

ESMUNDEISIATS S S R PSR o 1 S E
FRFPIL. B3 PR N ISR FHIRE T as|
UG R R LT IPA BB RE R |

RAFN FRIDL I H PG AR 5 FhiE S ok T 25 y
B g, B 3 0] LUE B & ¥ RIE T L5 ¢
KR THARAE SRR AR R ETY G
5 AR T 833086 % 4 F 7 R [0 W 20 e Y
I 2 AT A — B L & R OR R 3 F 0 K R IR B A S
—BE R AR R M R R R T AR M8 ERE R R AT
2 A AR R A R L G A Fig. 3 Comparison between‘ average sharing factor
2B BRI 25 S N B b B of phonemes and articulatory features

BT LA B X R & FHAE SR IC R 438 AR & RHAE 2 A TR &5 B AR 208 5l 0P B e DT i
DA EE B2 U8 % T 0 8 R ] RO (D) R RRAE B R JC O M AR E R [ TR Y 22 AR
AN FBTIAGE & 22 AR/ 5 (2) S8 R AE Y e 2 52 D 7B B AT L SE 40 ) AR T) 3 5 9 5 0080 OF gk
A7 LN A 25t BB R Y25 AS 78 43 s W 80 55 () R0 5 (3) i 1 R & R 1) e 5 7 1k AH LL A% 48 T 1k
SR N — AR R YOk BEATIE & R, S G T H R AR O A — I B AME
2.2 ZIEEHEXZAMIEFE

YR E M 22 N 2% (Deep neural network, DNN) 78 15 ¥ iR 51 i B FH £ 28 W Fh . 55 —FO2 IR &
Chybrid) J5 . BIF] A DNN B #2411 HMM #2580 1 2 3OR 2S5 508 A SCZ Hi o R 8 T1% 05 i
P4 Y0 W 5 T 275 AR 2K (tandem) Jy 25, BRI F DNIN g 47 ¢ AiE £2 5, 1785 1 e 0 1R & A 30 5 R B R
5 % ( Gaussian mixture model-hidden Markov model, GMM-HMM) 75 2 #6 1l 5% 158 BF 4 22 W) 25 - [ o /R B
AL A (Deep neural network-hidden Markov model, DNN-HMM) 75 22 485 50 %5f $12 B H B9 45 4F 3 47 24,
B T hybrid J7 1 250 8 3 M B8 AT & L 80 0 02 H TS T DNN (9 /5 2 B p B0 E 3 k. i
tandem Jy 25 7E B S8R € 19 1 T 3% G AA hybrid J7 8025 AR 0 23 49 4 (13007 25 R % F1 T GMM-
HMM 57 f) — LE 4 4, 41 GMM-HMM R 58 9 41 J7 6 A5 FH 3153 0L 82 TR A7 0547 I 25 4 06 FH A X
i O I ) DNIN R FE A7 ¢ AE 42 B 100 A R 5080 Il 2 GMM-HMML S AU i m ] R fin 3 A58 84 31| 25 4
T, 3 SRR A KB 251 T PERE o (2) 7 hybrid J5 i, g1 F DNN B 48 51 5 2% g B 15 1
Iy 752K DNN @I ZRE008 Fnii B i AHVE BE o 76 tandem Jy v, SR Y45 5 I 75 2245 AL 1 1 2R 4k
A5 58 s L AT R KRS VT IE L EU2 B T DNIN AR Sy Hip s 5 A1 $2 B2 5 st B DNIN (18 11 25 %5 4 A 1 4%
i 147 D8 T M RO AR i o H DNIN KRR AE B2 B 08 DI 25 85080 A 0 RS I 75 2% B0 R0 1 1 2 5 4l AL TR) .
— PR A B TR R A AT A5 4RI T — AR AT I R

1E tandem FERL Ty i v ) FH A 28 000 28 14T RE AR 5 3RS J7 125 ST E — 20 43 kg T ol o B — Tl 2 R P A
28 IO 2% (1 i )2 B IBURAAIE oy T b T 4 ) e R A AR 3R S R AIE L B AR O A RS R AR (probabi-
listic feature) ™. 55 — R J& i F bl 6 N 45 1 B & J2 R BBCRAAE o |y 1 FHOR JIEA T R A0 i 1 19 B 5 J22 09 A B




X Ae FARFRBLTRANET AR A LR 209

— B A T A i I 2% 1 I S A R O R U B R R BURR AE 7 (bottleneck feature)™, 7E
DNN H 32 A, R R AE BN % WL . 1 DNN B2 )5 » K £ %X tandem J7 3 {# Al bottleneck $1E , H &
A 2 bottleneck JHAF 1 4 %5 AT DL 735 e &, EL Ot A DNN % 3 2 al DU i i1 A DL S e Be . i
M 2R R AE it 4 0 A, — A T B A R E AR 3 (AN 32 B 4343 ) B 4 I A ] E AT R S

Bottleneck - fE 2 B #5 /n BB AN R 4 BT~ . BT HEHL bottleneck 45 4F 1Y) DNN [&] hybrid J5 2 #7i#) DNN
HA w2 50, b b 2 REEXT Y, HMM B Bk . B L, bottleneck FRfE 4 & 7 F & MBS
HEEDERIZFE LR R IG 2 A AR RE W2 A, ZEFE AL bottleneck H#AiE T F ) DNN v, B A~
R & 2 T B D T A IR B 48 T IS BR 85U HE B bottleneck 4FAE . 2442 HX bottleneck fiF i i) DNN
FERI 5 58 5 - e bottleneck 22 J5 MY g & J2 M 2 S EOHE AN B A B UL &1 bottleneck F#1iF
B AL S DNN M A JZ 3 bottleneck J2 22 [a] F W 28 2550, 18] 4 v Y BB 4635873 FE 7l &

Bottleneck F¢fiEBE 7l F F Il 4k ) GMM-HMM #5805 /] B F | 25 DNN-HMM #2825 H bot-
tleneck 4% fiF Y| 4 DNN-HMM #% i, gy F DNN-HMM 1 5 A b 25 T WA 45 19 45 4F , B 1 DA 356 4R 4% 4iF
By BN 7 2B R R A 2 B R S AN T — A I A S A R 2 i S A AN R 4 BToR . 5 R
B A R 8 T 4 AN [ O L P 4 A DI i AR v bottleneck HRAE £ B 43 19 2 0T A 142 46 . AL bot-
tleneck $#1E 2 F B HR 43 FI A bR id B4 247 01 %5

1E bottleneck JZ2 1 28 JU IS BRI (3% £ b L 38 5 I A sigmoid bR %L, M2 6 2R P sR 2. B bottle-
neck JZIC R EE 1)2 S 1% 2 00 LM B0 o8 55, 11 Fo At 2 48 1] sigmoid JE LM R B0 0T A

YT =0Wi, o« (W] ey b)) b)) =0CWL WD) ey 4 (W] b, + b)) (3
Arfa0 AR RE Y R (L 2 W R b o B AR (L ) A A R R . A
F A LIFE .Y bottleneck 2l FHLR PEPH o R BT 58 (1 2% S y  RIEE (— 1 M Sy
Z (B 56 F AL T35 DNN AH SR B % )2 Z BB Q& HAF M B AT JE [ S W W S5 i) i Bk
Wb, +b, . HEF, bottleneck J2 %/ B #l 48 5T 3 s A Wi 45 A0 AL T A B WL W) B BK . DNIN A A%
PEAE A R RR A 7 . 2R bottleneck JZ2 X DNN 55U K B 5% 0 Fe /)N, 05 2 s bottleneck 2 fig
ORENERERE.

h T REMSAEARTE IR L 205 F 0 B0 L IR EE b S A R 2 AR H AR S F R L DU B B AR F
SRR BT 215 5 bottleneck FAE M ECHE SL 25w . i r i TR G & ZE L 15T DNN @£
2o R EEE S PR

Hith /= LR 1 EE2 w3
A — - A N A ~ 7 A o
LI BT X ] 0060 Q0000000000
[oXe) QOO 00
Bottleneck r--\r"<7--- >< L= /
PSSR | T Q000 bottleneck431iF
N s <
MO -00) 5000
<] | ] =
=0 o0 P
NN\ T 00
@) Q[0 Q[0
4 o
[ 4 Bottleneck FHAEHLIR A R I BI5 LT ZiF & bottlencck HHAE LI 162 7 25
Fig. 4 Tllustration of bottleneck feature extractor Fig. 5 [Illustration of data sharing based on multi-

lingual bottleneck feature



210 HIEREEHLA®E Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 32,No. 2, 2017

TE$E M Z 18 bottleneck K¢k BT Al A9 DNN BERS v, iy i )2 0 238 5 HMM BRI My RS .
bottleneck J22 HA # A4y S T M Z T, URBRATRREHM L HESHE. HHZA9EH
FRiE & RS U 2645 2 20555 bottleneck FFAE & HUAS J5 - F) T2 45 AE $2 28 %) H A5 i 5 19 I 26 B8 A
K s B X bottleneck RFAE  H AT H AR TE 5 U 2R B4 19 bottleneck Ak e k47 75 22 B R IR I 45

Tandem J5i% 5 hybrid JyiE M o, — UL tandem J5 3% i FH A 32 BURR AIE (19 DNN BB B ) 1Y
W GR B F AN ZOR A e 2 i I OB A IS e . PR AR WO L 208 5 3R B P L 2 T 295 bottleneck
R A B T S AT B AR AT EE hybrid J7 3k BUAF A UAICR o

3 RRFEFRINPHEFRE

3.1 FRESHEAERNY

GMM-HMM — B 2 15 & U] 400450 1) 26 UASE 700, L H502 41 R 17 B0 55 WA - 2 800 3 O vk o8 4 v a0
ER AL G AT GMM-HMM 1 5 2 007 A7 He B 5 1 Jmy BRAE L AR 221 00 T #R AR e 3 3 i it 1% 4 A
T ZRRE) ok 38 3 L R FRAR A 1 RO PR RE o AR I E AR TR & s 1 AR F R L X e (] L SR I B % i L
HMAGVERA IR . AL RT3 A B -0 50 5T kG 240 i) 485 780 45 g o DT A5 3] B o i K g A AR
LR ) — B B b iR 58 GMM-HMM R i) — S B s, 530 JE v, 255 i) g 0 TR 45 A 7 - i 2
IR B} R AL A (Subspace Gaussian mixture model-hidden Markov model, SGMM-HMM) {ii 2 — Fl 18 4 i
FEAR A T 0 BT oS A AR ) SGMM-HMM #4897 5 10 58— e & Dy JR ] R A B KR A 3R A
S TR B R TR A A L AR R LA R AR TR AT B T X L R TR AR AR B — 5
DF BRI SR N, ARG T 5 PR S B R AT A AL 1 B — A RS W] LR — s 9 & TR A
BRI R R WUIRZS Y i TR A AR AT LR

px | ) =D w;Nxsp, - X)) (4

St RIS BB T M, o A BN 2% — A 6 2 0 A5 2 R
GMM-HMM USR5 6 0 0 5108 0 B0 5 BOR R A

SGMM-HMM HU8 K IF R4 T HMM B8 745 0] B0 06— AR S 05 T — /5 R A
K BT (LR B2 B A L7 5 0 9 7 A A 5 HL 4 23 R 4R S 00
A BOU Y Rk

I
pCx | ) =D 0N s, » 2 (5)
L, =M, - v, (6)
w,; __ CxXPWiV; D

Zl]cxpw}'vj
K j={1, J}si={1,-, 1}, /8 HMM B BIILEH T MRE G -RESH I ERR WL
BTN TR 200<I<<2 000, Horfrj fili sp 5l R R RS R S M@ 4R 5:xe R, KR —4
D 4 (it WL 1] s R — BT S A RRAE 1) s € RV LRIRER 4 HMMURZS SR @ A i ey D
g m e, E HERASH . TE TR0 CREZARE j A~ HMMORE WS « &0 & 0 E,
FEHEEASH . HEITREREERVP.ERE iNEN BN DX D 45 &t F 2280, P g
AR A W B2 7 22 AR 2 — MRS R L =R S8y, € R RIRIRE J 19 S 4
RS K & P g —4 HMMORZSESH A & B R EM G & B Z M AT M, € RV, R/IR
BN D XS GEBEBGY R B R TRE S § RS FPIRAS R OC ) & v, AT HGE 15 305



b S RTRFBT AN ETFAERRKRER 211

AR ER @ A W i g e e o b, s HMMUIRZS 955 7 A 7 0 B AR 52— A I (E
A e — RAE R LR S HGw ERYLRRE DR B S gERCE S 0 & e R R AR
AR BRI A G ) 1 v, BEATHGE BN 5 DREWE D E i am MR E M. Hd, rA HMM
REWS D I - DAESE ) & R — RS W I R S G BRI 2 A ik —A

FH T 5o (Universal background model, UBM) 3 ¥ 7E DA F A dr 4 H (5 1 2 /- B baz%iﬁij
T ¥ R e AL ?"ﬁ%fﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁm%ﬁl_@ffﬁﬁl_

F- 25 1] (R 9T TR G LA AR UT T HMIML i 2 A5 7 B g, AR S i 1 MR 25 F 4 R 1 & P 11E 1) & 7 B>
RSP o AHE R B — A B & T R T R BURZS BR 2 7s RASME3 00 A3 A 38 45 3 3R 1 (BBt is A
HFE) 5 AH A, o B EEE, 51455 GMM R SR AR, 24 W F JLA

(1) 28 i) e i iR A B B B 265 5 A RS A0 v i 0 B 31 s AL w0, © A5 1% 58 GMML B
B —FF 02 HHE BRI S8 BT 555 7 DRSO 1) i v, Z0d 35 50 40 M sl 50 1) R A
#,

(2)f 5t GMM R 25 A BRZ5 19 im 397 43 2 A X 0 57 o 307 40 50 PT UAS T O L s 30 00— g 2>
LAY 5725 18] ey 90 1R G A5 2R A R A 1) o 307 20 o A B R Sk s m) — A o 0T W 22 4 B OF L v 87 43
HECH AR IF B 8o — AR ROLA = E T,

(3 fE 58 HMM BB 2R S WR S B & T | iR & S8 2 80 B 2 1 43 ) B8 Y £
ARSI EAR B A ADIR S A G m &8 v, (KR . B E T &RE& A KRG R U0 — A1 &
ALK A RS XA T

(DO BR T BT GMM*%@%?&% T3 ARG 5 B — A 42 s iy UBML, 458 80 40) B3 4k . 23 %)
T PR SE . Fr AR SRS ] — A1 A SR A RS I S

G fes HMME‘%”E’Jg/\;’%@l Vi) 8 2 A5 DR 285 0k N7 T 7 S TR ARE Y ) R A S0 ) il T e
R 2 m 7 20 04 i T RS S S RS R FRR S M DGR L S s ). W 6 BTk A 2 i R HE ]
F 1 UBM, ¥ {55 50 W A ACE B3 1) i B0 8 T 30 52 5 80053 ) 5 A 2 0 2R AT op IR S AH SC 1) 1 v, B

FAE L E SR
HE=SH

A 7/_____5\__f__,___1 =y s} ;;téi —————— |
Projections|! ! :

BHERE L :

M,w, |i i

M,w, | 1+, X

Lo State J !

) @\

w | (@) @)

L <~

__________________________________________________

B6 okl m TR A A S s )R B A

Fig. 6 TIllustration of parameter space of subspace Gaussian mixture model

(608 FORSANC M & v, FAERL S Hif & AR fk i 4E %0 D ML (S~D) . l—4 I=16,
D=39 Fl S=40 pRLAL K il . 725 [ AL 5 4 — AR HI 1 S 80 HUE S=40 4k . 1 1% 58 19 5 — 4> X
177 22 GMM BRI AR ZS M SE S BOR N X (2D+1) =1 264 4, 525 [a] #5515 %8R 25 1) 2 it 200 /)
TGRS RS SHCEE . BT RAAT LA 723 18] B R A S 80 UL T AL e i) GMML R RS 2 80 [ 1l —

A3 ] Rk TE S 1 s 18] R S R A TR A R A R



212 HIEREEHLA®E Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 32,No. 2, 2017
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Fig. 7 Tllustration of CNN applied to fbank features of speech signals
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