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Abstract

Language modeling (LM) is part and parcel of autbenspeech recognition (ASR),
since it can assist ASR to constrain the acoustityais, guide the search through
multiple candidate word strings, and quantify tleeeptability of the final output
hypothesis given an input utterance. This papeedtigates and develops language
model adaptation techniques for use in ASR andhdi contribution is two-fold.
First, we propose a novel concept language modéhdv) approach to rendering
the relationships between a search history and pmoming word. Second, the
instantiations of CLM are constructed with differéevels of lexical granularities,
such as words and document clusters. In additioe, also explore the
incorporation of word proximity cues into the modetmulation of CLM, getting
around the bag-of-words” assumption. A series of experiments conductedaon
Mandarin large vocabulary continuous speech redimgni (LVCSR) task
demonstrate that our proposed language modelsféamsabstantial improvements
over the baselindl-gram system, and achieve performance competibivertbetter
than, some state-of-the-art language model adaptatethods.

Keywords: Speech Recognition, Language Model, Concept Inftioma Model
Adaptation

1. Introduction

so = Al (Language Models, LMY # &2 S ARG & Pk ~ 1R BEE ~ BB AKX
S SR 2 AR R RASEAVAH B (Rosenfeld, 2000; Bellegarda, 2004)% &5
RS L H AR A 2 RS AR 0V 5 55 51 (Word History )& s FEHI
T —{EzEZ(Upcoming Word s el Y F] BE M i K - DA BN EE & ek 2 4808 2 B I {5 158
= 751 5% (Candidate Word Sequence Hypotheses) {8575 0 ge 145 5 (Furui et al.,
2012; O'Shaughnessy al., 2013)- i & Ztn iy & FIVEE S B4 E N i (N-gramEE = 5
AL FEA0 2 (Bigram)Eil = L (Trigram)sh 5 58 o N 2 EE = R FH AR 1 B — {75 FEOHI
aa| AT SR AT B AR N-1 {Ega s CRIaY 0 N ER A BRI S HIEL TR - N EEE S5
R B e s — (1 56 s IR A R BT B AT N-1 {E5E AR > WA IEA S
(Multinomial Distribution}&- 2 © ZA1f N #EE S BEAIFEETF LT LS > 200
AHZEL (DN ERESHEARRS T NAYVA/N - (EREMHUG BRIV R AE R - #8AF R
RIEEEAVEE M EREEN © (20E NI~ E g 28 E 2R R EAVIERY - A
72 [ B P R e T TR D R BB BRI - 4 e Py EEY 4 & b
M ERE YR E IR 0 (BN HGE = A i 25 ) 11 b 51| S sk BRI 58 AR I8 D
(Mismatch)fi &R it HIER 2 - B IE - T+ 580 2KF F 2 BhieaE = B A B Rl it
Fet o FHLLSE A S EE = A B 00 R (48 N ZE(N-grampESBEAIR 2 2R  H HL
HyA HHUE A (Cache Model)(Kuhn, 1988) DLk R H i & sl 2 SHIE Y F R4 (Topic
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Model)(Blei & Lafferty, 2009%% ; iffj +REERIEE S W EHAVENE L X OARRAE &
EE ST (Probabilistic Latent Semantic Analysis, PLSA)(Hafimnm, 1999)/ k7 .7k {5 Bk A
v B 47 fd (Latent Dirichlet Allocation, LDA)(Bleiet al., 2003 Y5 % 3 #% {55 F °

A S B LR ST A BN RERE = AR Rl - I DA B L5 5t N ZH(N-gram)
it 5 RSN e 2w 5 AP L s Ryl 58 = #7244 (Concept Language Model, CLM)
HEFZANWENFARSERE LRI P EENLATIREZS - R DUEEE It
e TR AEN > HRENREE S AR E 2 RZEAR - 2O BAIEHLARF
T8 T 2 B 0 05 ARG T B R S R S AR A - M0 A (R JEE Y A4 4T 3 R (Proximiity
Informationil AR EE = 154U DU 52 H B A 55458 (Bag-of-WordsJE HI R » A5 U2
L LR AT R RE R B A HE T P SOREA S LA RE % e (Large Vocabulary Continuous
Speech Recognitiofff i » LLEL#AG R ST thaf = FRAT AR i L EE 5 F A S
RS M0 2 S8HE -

e LR Z PR © N E S5 RAYEE S AR R B =R
s SCHE ARSI AL DUR ARBTG5 > I E SRS AT & s (Proximity  Information)
ARG SRR SR BIUE T EE R - BRSO ERER T - SRR
FEHIEE S N AE AR AR KRS -

2. ' R BN RGEE S A R

BIREE SRR R 5 RN 7 AL SR Z WG i T SRR Rt S R A s s H R AV T
R > DUBIS R AT HYSE 2 WHaOSRE o ANEIRHIIE 2 [ RAE 58 5 B I 1 (s IRV Eh ARG
i 5 AR B B T

2.1 HREVERY
HeEUH (Cache ModelAE =+ S F H4E & 20 (Kuhn, 1988) FI1E 355 Hislom iz
RS S BB RS N S 2 BRI TR B H B MR » L AR St SR (M T —
34 o Bl — E I S B S e PR L B R e R« R (PIDRL I T DU A A 3
T SRR P R BT A — (1 R ({5 B BB Y » 36 9 M A ] & 1 = B
A N S R (514 = = R )4 A S B e S T Wk SR S S A
I:)Trigran(W| |V\4—2W|—1) =

APrigranlW | Wo1) + 1 A) d‘% W
oo [H| o224 W e s H drogesasg s n(w,H, ) 2 wfe H s
B o M EEF S TISTIRITER T R H(Bigram Cachelfi + = ipjHy(Trigram Cacheiz
S e A RERUBLTEY » (EL phy R S8 5 T R TP 2 S gt e sl DURE S 3851
T PR S LA N a2 R T S R R (R
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2.2 MEEHEAY

figg 3 A (Trigger-Pair ModelpiA! a] 17 By AUV AR ZEff (Lau et al., 1993; Troncoso &
Kawahara, 2005) H A& B AR a0 2 FH A/l SREB R AR &a T & (T — a5 Wy 3R > (E[E—
XA E—E MR R S —ElsE Wy IR T REME Ko fr] > ISR FEBERE TR T i
5%t (Trigger-pair). H e W, 2 B3 TH » Wy 82 Ryt 38T - il 5% TH B o il 3 TH
Ayt Et & AT DAFE Rl SR aE Rt - 45T ~ WCEE W e Ea] e 51 2 [ Y 123958 B & A (Mutual
Information)&E 2 & 5\, & (i ] 56 58 8 (Term Frequencyi &7 X (48 %5 (Inverse  Document
FrequencyYJREH AR E R B —(E &5 - DU HE BRI EHeR P, (W) - s
HEZUER N E ST - B HR NG g w HIEAIRE L5 Y Hy e s w Ay ]
BEEIRBEETE Iy, hy, o Ny (BRSPS Hy = hy,hy, o hy o T — (R a4 h
T g w; il st Ry P(W 1 N)) > 06 3 Sl S TE o0 BI TR R -1 P(w [ hy) B
SR MEAH B T I Al 3 A

1k
I:)Trigger(Wl |H;) _m IEL P(w [h) (2)

M= (2)BNRE 2 LAY il 3 B AR n] FUE B MR & T VR N SR SRS &2k E)
REH R S WP R BVRE SR A (DRSS & 5 30) -

2.3 TEBA

HEEE GRS L T R F—&HVB R - R o A0 R . RS R EH
BIRYFi 4 (Blei & Lafferty, 2009y & T B A4 i FH 2 6B 5 e asc B A2 s » 5 TROHIGA) 48 wy B
FCY R 2R e Hy (TR AT Ry — 8 S F) 2 AH B RRA A —4H 78y £ R o0 A I 2K
R s EE Y Hy B R 2 W R[S AR > AR B HHE w £ H 1y
FHERSEAR AR T2 W R AR [E 78 R AR 0 AR R DU Hy B A 15 BBk
A FTREMEAROIE - R MEAE N EAVRE LS (Concept Matching) #=X78ksE = 7 i
(Probabilistic Latent Semantic Analysis, PLSA)(Hafinm, 1999)/ K7 H k{5 Sk Fl| v B 43 fic
(Latent Dirichlet Allocation, LDA)(Bleiet al., 2003¥& 5% & #5588 FHAY = ATV E ] - 1F LR
R EGE B M R IR IEEREA - & HAH 2B S Pk 1758 5 R AL @ - A
FE s G 1) Hy SR PRI B2 w 1988 4 #% 7] =7R Fy(Gildea & Hofmann, 1999)

K
Porsa(W [H;) =|§1P(W| | T )P(T [H;) 3)

Hep T R —EBEEE > ifi P(W [Ty) 82 P(T, [H) 53R R 8 w84 E EE T 1
MR DR R S 5 31 Hy 78 AR I - REAUAR AR « R EREse i — (V8 ek 3 R 2 A (2 18 e Y
B P(W [Ty ) R IRGE 5 P 5 R b R s A i S5 8l ] S8 Fh e K B 3 28 (B3I %) sl 88 4=
PERTORES » (HHRPNES G PR sE S P 2 RIA RSB E » MABEIFEZ N HE
VERE & ras m i R A T L8 g — (B S 5 A R R A B RE B MR AT 5B 5 e i
T2 FHEA S {H 5 A ME(Expectation Maximization, EMgEELE(Dempster, 197 2R #E1 748
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(ENRE) ] o MR =R EGEE B T BB 210 E A FRORIGAI 22 w, S5 AR AV iRs - NMES
% e BB SR A Hy i EREARERE - 1 H e BB RE S W (5 B P S = s o
BRI EEE P Y P & A B 78 £ R AR E R - 1 =U(I)BN RGN 2 A iR B GGE B i
AN ] A S g & U7 B R 4R N EsE S A4S & R B e s e S W A R eE =
BRI =(D)rvssEE T =)

S—J7H » KA By FoHE A B B EGE B o T DI EBEE R R = A AR
2 Ad - i B v By BUAE T 20 5B 5 el (175 _EETEEL TR $EAYRH (Tam & Schultz,
2005)- i {lE A Y 5 22 SR AT iR S UB e E B o A e A S e 2 825 F 2
[ E AR A & - 1 KR o B oy B B A 22 80 26 T et FR #il (a Priori Constraints) 7./
SR EAR G REHREY - BIEEEEIF T H MR o B ICR v B ot AUy
R LB BN EE - AA S B ERER - 372 A DAl DE B A G 2 S Eh i H IR
(Variational Approximationi B A8 ETS N AHUE(Gibbs Samplingjd BAKR L #7Fe H 2Rk
KA o L oy g 2 1A 22 B (Blei & Lafferty, 2009 [ i 2 REFAAY fy (o] R B AT Hi 2 e
| L% (Blei, 2014; Kimet al., 2013; Potapenko & Konstantin, 201:3)

3. S A

AR L F TR AR RS A = 5 (Concept Language Model, CLME EEqE = 157
A > HERESUER A E AR E R AR REEE AN LR S A ZS > I
FEHRE S (MBS AR BN E EA IS - MRS AR T 20y H AV AE A E RE S0 &
U B REARES - WAL R — RS Z o R S5l 51 o BT el 4 R o FEUHI e
BAHE R (5 - e #E S FRE A SITE AR s MR H Y - FEEE L > S
AU (5 P (8 =52) L 9)) 20 5 2 Wl s SR (DA ) SR O (B B R R Ao e - A
DT PEEEN O ZNEE SR  WAR AR SE S EA - ARz T o ]
AR TR oy W 1 e AR > A T eR AR B TEEE ) miE o BUTRHRF?
(HCIE

3.1 DAsaseim [ B sE S A

FERFIEEREL R EMaR > WAEE G HEA AR TS
(Concept WordsKFZ K METFEVINVE L - AL —RE T FAGH 2l S5 HI R BE i

a Z [ ATEAMH & SRR - frfES2oany RiFD - B Zor > BEEREA T
ThbE L~ TR TR R WREHE AR s 2 A A AR U R A
TORBYR SRR o BRI o AER SRR H AT R e E S 2 4L (Word-based  Concept Language
Model, WCLM) - 3lfi e Fl 258 5 AR A - A2 iRt ar Mol = AU RO R 50 31

B A ENE S EW > ERESERAE TS A PkE B A R M RIS R 5

B c o FE DU ACAE — SR S EA] e 51 o i A e e LR PRI 5 2 FET AR KRR % > 40 =X(4)F

7~ -
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P(w;,H; W)
P(H; [W)
_ 2 P(W, H; [c)P(c|W)
>erc P(H; [C)P(c' W) (4)

_ ZePW (9112 P(h [9PE|W)
Sere M Py [€)P(E W)

H WAREEEF#SETCRENESEHR - B MALEESE PSR B — IR EL) AT
7 A 15 [E (Word Graph)(Ortmannet al., 1997y (38 &l &1 & Fr A =l sefy e 28 5a e 471)
i ¢ ARFREL W R AR R 2R 5E = EalVA B HY — 40 RL SRR S aa 4H - 17 X (VS T et
ot e AR L (A0 8% ) E BRI ¢ HIRAVEIT » NG5 W B FE 5
s 5 Hy SL[E HERR G o [FRF > B EBEAMENZ o7 » @) E— P s —(E
SRR ¢ HIRAYESLT » P TEORIGE 2 W B FE st e 31 Hy s R R ae e 2 1
BEB TR o gk R AT e eSS (Bag-of-Wordsizk: - i =t(4)+ P(w; | c) #2 P(hy | c) m]¢
s R EE A RS B B ¢ P B HYAD 2T E B (Proximity  Information) B0 2 Hi3H
B b N SRR S AR AR 5 P(c|W) AT & M & 7 =(E TR W B ¢ Z ARUE RS -

B L ROTE AR ERE T Ok E RN 2, o Rt
ARG SR PR R S e A T W PR BBk EE T =0 0 A0l 1 B o RS —PEEERT 0 IR
PIAT T AE & sl i 28 SH I > o (o B Y KR e A I [0l 8% (Pseudo-Relevance Feedback,
PRF)(Baeza-Yates & Ribeiro-Neto, 201 Al HH E PN EHR H 2 — R {H¥ E R &
(Kullback-Leibler Divergence, KL-Divergencg) # zfj Bl 7 (4~ #5 B (L #5 fir (Kullback &
Leibler, 1951; Zhai, 2008):4 [ W( &7 4 M (38 RIS 2 3H) By 30 e ey
AR I — AR R FHRA AV S 5 TS S SR T R e BRI S (4 (Pseudo-Relevance
Documents) i fissia Lo 30 (&7 BLRT AR ZEVEE = & VA RIFVIRES: -

TESE BB - FRAMHE— D1 iR B RA I S T S PR I — 4 — e B E AV ML S
AA4H » PRTRFE HH IS AL B ] 4H 2R B b (A b) 2 SR 5 P 1) v P A ) i B A5 TR
TE IR RR SRR 2 N AV IR [E B R % - REABE SRS s PR R - FofM mT DLEL A Bl A Bl
K e AR 7 B(TF-IDF Score)(Baeza-Yates & Ribeiro-Neto, 201 Ejil#H B 7 [a] SC (A48
R —THE AN &SRR LR SCF ot R ayEdln - HAFRDIFRROT ¢

W, :{(1+Iogf]-'m)><log(N/nj) it >0

Pwvcim (W [ H; W) =

0 ohterwise ©)
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Retrieval System Retrieved |
Documents

Term Selection

Lexicon

In-Domain
Corpus

Test Utterance

Concept LM Score

L. GRS S = R e

R ARATEEIE R L R SR Sy B R T A oy Ry Sy ¢ B Eay sy A+logfy )
Hp ey f) o AR S5 W) TE IS0 iy S AT R A2 - R Z Rs5d#5(Term Frequency
TF)» A DAy Bk i sl S R e S PR R 5 55 843 R log(N /g ) » o
Z AR R A Wy LR AE P R SBE R B SO (R S B > 82 Ry BRI (Inverse
Document Frequency, IDF) & ¥ —ga g2t 3 % IR AR DB R 2 o > RiltEs sei Bl
HE - WOBHEE BN (S)Refi i BA VBB MR A s (UR I Re S ] -

32 DB EHEEIMSESHE

B S EE =S AU (Clusterbased Concept Language Model, CCHEEEAT i Bzt Y S

BN Z S AT LA — 4S8 C 2R #EHEEE B AR ZHEE S Al W

B 3 AR S i 6 (8 ] B A2 P AR I G5 1) mT RE L & o0 AT - G A0 Rs sl = A DRI AR

biE- g

2coc P, Hi [C)P(C W)

Ycrc P(H; [C)P(C' W)

_ SeicPw [0 PR [C)PCIW) ©
Zere i P(hy [C)P(C W)

Pecima (W [H{ W) =

Hoop R BRI AR B AT B 48 — e oy B RUASE A K-Means J& 5% (BaezaYates &
Ribeiro-Neto, 201>k {5 P(C |W) FIEL A58 = &l W B — (B &80 C FompkH
2 5HHE W C Z (Br7Z2) M BUE MK - P(w; | C) {URMERIHR C TG 2 W HYH
HEE S FANR > nIE S R A EAE DR T 5(Zhai, 2008) {EZ((6)AHEE A5 HIEE
FRSEE S BRI R A B (SO 8R) & 5 — (ERES s C HIRAYEIL T - Fr A4 W B
FE skga eyl Hy 2h[E R AR -
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Text
Adaptation Clustering
(In-Domain) ||
Corpus ,
4
= ______—
Test Concept LM
Utterance Similarity with Clustering |=———> Concept LM Score
Measure & Proximity

Information
pcoming
Word

2. HERESFE S AN EE
FAMT AT DURF=0(6)F E 235 m C FRINIGE 52 W HYRE = 15 JE (e i Ry 8 22 (Bigram)Bic
—#(TrigrampEES A > 11053 520 T EE 2R e
Pecm-2 (W [ H{,W) =
Senc P [ h ,C)P(hy |C) iz, P(hy | h, C)P(C|W) (7)
Sere P(hy |C) M, P(hye [, C)P(C' W)
Pecims (W [ Hi W) =
Y coc PW [h ., h ,C)P(h [C)P(h, | hy, C) [Tz P(hy [hy_y,hy_y,C)P(C [W) (8)
Yere P(hy |C)P(h, [ hy, C)Mis P(hy [hip, by, C)P(C' W)
Wit —2 - S EE S R 0] DLE] I 25 G g ] 3R A 5 1% K R B0 = AR A & ER
(Proximity Information) =] DL %[5 DA 43 (Bag-of-Wordsk sz IR « i 1% » =(4)~ =(6)
(7B (8)ENFE FE A 1Y B A FEIE 2 5E 5 AR o] R m g M & U Bl ESE N
HEE S A S KB R R W AT R B S A (WX ()sE & =) - B 2 HEEE
B s A REE -

4. BERECE SRt

4.1 BEsEe

Kam VRS PR E B B 00 A S A KPT B T3 1 K GE a2 B sE S ek A 4 (PR &
SR/ B 7 # 2 FaE)(Chen et al., 200480 T R A 86 05 R T R
(Mandarin Across Taiwan Broadcast News, MATBN)( Wahal., 2005)- [ EzE S ek
JE 2 Y TR T AT B i BT 1 RE/ NAH RS = 47 (2001~20031 N B & S EsREI5E R - 2
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[T AR M IR0 H R B RIBRRERE 52 P4 25 /NIRRT 20014F 11 %8
20024 12 FHARIAEAEHE 54Tt/ (L 2453 (Minimum Phone Error, MPER S 4
(TR T B S U (Acoustic Models)(Liuet al., 2007)« 534} » ZXIZLA 20036 3
SRR 4 15 (B/NEFE B8 AR Development. Sefj Rl 53k Test
Set): SYAIELE T 292 B4 307 HTE) ; FRIFILA 5 ER ST LA L L 2 ML A
SRR » ARSI RE NI -
1. EEDAEBITE B EGE & att it X R Bt B i oa | Ball
skt EREVIE) AR
SRR 415 8.52 /1)
MR 4715 8.50 /1)

2 2. 7B SR R EH B R X F i A R T F ot iof e | Bal

GRS GL
471,000,000 3,643
%7 80,000,000 2,068,991

TR = B | FeMIfEE AT B 2001 2 20024 1 JvidER 1£(Central News Agency,
CNATSCFflsE R - WE AN — B TE [ S (K H B 2 %A /T E [#H5) 5
Ry S afHE A o = 3855 = 5 (Trigram Language Modeb) [LaE S1HALZ[#H SRI
Language Modeling Toolkit (SRILM)(Stolcke, 20@U¥k 15 > £% A Good-Turning*¥ &1t
T B FFERFRGTHYIRE © 55— 7T > BTN B Ry A0 B 15 [ 5 e e P Y [ <8
ISR SRR » PRI AR RSP A T & R U B I RE 08 - 48
H=TRE LA - Aiwm L E BT 2 555 55 DR S F B R R IE 2 4 &R
Ty AlANEE 1 BiEE 2 fw e

42 EREEEBGR

FEE—E R > PR 3 T S P A (0 I B = B e B > R
Background Trigraml . — i FF 7 25 50750 508 £ A6 M0k SRt 25 M T2 B o
(Character Error Rate, CERS » {3 T i B3 (0 Trigger) M4 st B 43T
(52{F PLSAAR IR B 57 BEGEIE LDA) « ({5 —HRITRE » HR=UBMER T LRI
5 2 4 BT 0 600 R B 1285 770 el o BB SR T 2 U PR R 20
A5 WL otk 3 B2 8837 51103 2 (U8 .5 HE5(Word Graph Rescoring)
% 3 BPIPTLUBIZE M = (5 o B5% MR (Triggenll T A BHEREE 3 Bt 4
SR EENIRTt - 5 BoR BT AT (PLSALR RIS 557 (LDA) 8
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T [FIHYRE H PR AE © BN B RERE S W AR S » BEA S 4.6%AH S R R %
& o SB=» DA v B o BC e (o R R R IR B 2 B A e LA R A - EAE MR
= %EET‘EI/Rﬁ TS MR B R R T AT B RS Y R,

7 3. FHEIHFIEHRE%) - 7R = A SR LU RAR CF AA SR
AL

Trigram Trigger

20.08 20.02

T4 EEDBTFIERE%) - (T T E SR #7%F WCLM » CCLM-1
CCLM-2 + CCLM-3 -

5. FHEIHFITRA%) - FEER & 5 1RZ(CCLM-1 » CCLM-2 » CCLM-3)
T IIRES BTN EER) B H -

BRI (EER) B H

4.3 MRS ERER

> TR ASm S ATie R S et S ALY RE S HEoSE © et S HAIGEE
WCLM) EEE B S ARG (E CCLM) » H B M ast = A A R B R S A
R S IR = MR S ALY (I (2555 =60) T IS =P (93 B {F CCLM-1 »
CCLM-2~ CCLM-3) - F A fE S R B aB R T i Lh A i (R AU R e - FE It WCLM L] 128
(- BA §2 5 > fi CCLM-1~ CCLM-2~ CCLM-3 Fr (i FI YR &A1 (B ) B H 5371 By 16 »

8 81 8 - I MEMBASERE AR T PR T iR RERINFR 4 - BNFR 4GSR - A
YIRS (EEEE - Eok > SERSEE S B (WCLM) BE R B SE Z MR A — BV A AE
THEY 3.8YHIH B S AR [ ) - (H A A bR U el B B 0 M (PLS AL R KA 5 E
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S3BC(LDA) ZREVRE 72 « H2K o BN S E S AT (i A e nE = AR = BB S A
Ry HAH R (Component Modeld) (275 2((7)B15(8)) » Ak 2 F B e U el = 0 it
DUR KA o AT EC 72 AN 205 22 I AYRER » 141 CCLM-3 REREMEE B R AM AL
5.2%fH ¥ Fif s R R - EEE R R A EE L S S A R R e S
TR {75 A A 1 7 ] [ i 8 5l P M | U RE S AV BB HE S 2 BT ST — RO R R B A
DRI BER) OSSR - IR B G R =E EE B AT DU KR 5e B oy Bt — i AR 5[]
58856 o 5| 2 BB = AL B RS I B i R LA B Y P DA T 2R b SRS bk
S—J7H » Tt ERE e SE s A EE M SEEEE  BEEEHE T E
B AR AR S E R AT 2 B R S HEE S A e TR R T E £ 18.98%:

% > HINEFR ML SEE S AR Ll T i S E BB R I004E R » MR
i — S 2L 85T (CCLM-1 » CCLM-2 ~ CCLM-3)7£ st A2 B4k B R [ i 20k B (B
VBRI > W 5 AR o IR 4 8132 5 0] DI - fIAE N B RmEER
P i FERE SR (B By S R M S E S A E IR FI R A E T
HIRIRE 5 BRI FH 2% I SEaB R Aok 1S VIS AU (AR S 2 UM (R A2 M SR sB R BE A — 2L
HIRAREFIA -

5. &EmEIRIKEE

TEAREW S Pl 7 — L8 Fah =AY R B RO AT Hh SR a2 i 48 5 5 ek S RE
EEAN - FAFIHR H FTaE YRS 6 = 44 (Concept Language Model, CLM)E % HIYFERL
AR L PR EEE N O TR EZE LS WHEDUBEEN M & s
SAE o MUAENREEE S AN 2 GROE - FE 0 BRMESRLOREBE R 228 DL R A5
AT AR E I EMSEE S HA - BFE T RN [FERE EHY AR & & (Proximity Information)
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