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3 X TREAMIES

AHR AT AU S (5D, FFEAT L EK .

1. TREE (Kaldi) T4
Kaldi CGEHEIRG T EA) BMW: http://www.kaldi-asr.org/.
Kaldi fXA5 T #Hhhik: https://github.com/kaldi-asr/kaldi.

2. BRENA

ASEZI6F ] Kaldi F1#) wsj $d 4.

Ak, T ITESRE, K dev93 il eval92 BIANEHESE I dev93 TERT, eval92 7R/
N7 #E4T & 9, AN dev93_eval92 HidE£E. (K, 7£ “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/data”
SCARIETR, AiEk Fbank FHAEJE, 4 BB A% HE 2 07 DI 2R B0 4 train si284 hires
FIMR L EE test_devI3_eval92_hires , PN CAER HFN:

/workT /wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/data/train_si284 hires
/work7 /wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/data/test_dev93_eval92_hires

4 X%H

A

3

1. XH onormiﬂ:?:rnode-pruning
onorm I\ A& #EAT node-pruning H i FEFEHR(3], ALK M onorm 75

%o

2. RAPct-Prune5 R

Pct 183 Percentage (F7rtt). BEE, EBEMELRSF, ERE— T ESH (0.
60%) ZJ5, WE—EMSEEEIZZE60% A TG, IXHE AT DARAIE #2580 25 (1) %
IREER RIFAAR, AN I — E R BT 2 i HAh 2 H 3R D 5 e

5 SCRTE

AHRI VA LI AR T38h, FREAT DR, B w] DA I as
B E IR S50, BT 2R 2 B 3% ORI RER T 5 — 0 /e, fER
o AEEA A
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%= 1 run_tdnn.shipBBIFENSH

S8 X

stage BIRENS, WHEAFTIIIGR&MR; FREN9, WMARLINMAENE, )
LRI E NS

train_stage BHIREN20, NUFAIZEN20.mdl FFISHT IR

dir NISEN nnet_tdnn_ax (x O BIE1,2,3...)

—. EIRIEMR

L. YIZHIUERERY (pre-train)
2. ##47T node-pruning #1F
3. EilllZk

4. fits

— IXRRMESEM

1. 52K wsj BY baseline FHIE/EE T

(1) MH “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/” T run.sh #4758 default $ATHIEE )

(2) Xf “data/test_eval92_hires” 1 “data/test_dev93_hires” N %4 1T Fbank
FRIERISE G ATH AR -

/work?7 /wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/run_feat.sh

(3) B BRI ST A IR RSO 9 (% B dev93, eval92 I, JHCEH|—
AN SO IS data/test_dev93_eval92_hires/ o

(4) I CAFR “data/train_si284 hires”, FH (2) FAERIRE, 7R 1R
PR 2 R ST & 1P I 25 tdnn (nnet3) 75 EEIIZR 508

2. WIZAIaRE
] nnet3 ) run_tdnn.sh A (fiE: /work7/wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/run_tdnn.sh)
Wk tdnn B, JERZIEEE] WE K S

3. i#1T node-pruning B & Tk

N T AE BT B IACKS S5 1) TAE R AL, AR B 75 S — e v a5 Ak
(1) 8% tdnn FIIGRFIRISAE S S, £ “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/” B T
“nnet_tdnn_ax” AR CHEMIIEBOCM R4 A “nnet_tdnn_ax”). 43k
“prune_node” & fil] | Hr £ B “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a x” 3
T
(2) 1£ “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a x/” F, FEELCfFJ “decode_tgpr...”
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#3h %] “decode_baseline” KT,

(3) 1E “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a x/prune_node” T, ¥ L—FEH
K[ final.mdl SCPFF2 3 Fbaseline T, I H 6y 44 Mfinal baseline.mdl, FFHEAT# 3
.

(4) 7E “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3 /nnet_tdnn_a_template x/prune_node/baseline”

N, ¥ final_baseline.mdl & | NI i HE (final_v_baseline.mdl).
(5) K S A nnet_tdnn_a_3 W B A IEMF H X7 B nnet_tdnn_a_x:

nnet_tdnn_a_x/prune/run_several pct.sh

(6) Bitft “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a x/final.mdl” CHFH & JZ /)
linear_params_ (BF4EFE) BT 5 HIATHL, FRIZME Gt 45 BAS 20T 21 SO w0 5 B2 )
FAT5:

nnet_tdnn_a_x/prune_node/prune_template_pct/sparse_rate_layer.sh

nnet_tdnn_a_x/prune_node/prune_template_pct/sparse_rate_total.awk

(7 BT ERER, FEH mdl SO final-affine 5 =/~ component #3)4
5 J5i =/ component. FTLAFEZ LA final-affine component f125—47, affine2 25—
17, mdl SR BEECE AT N =0 R, md] ST BPUAN . 2 S T
PHE, SERUBF TR RS, BTLL, SR SR X AN RS, B ECT SR i LA R 1A

=}

S

nnet_tdnn_a_x/prune_node/prune_template_pct/split_raw.awk
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(8) 7E “kaldi/egs/wsj/sh/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a_template x/prune” =, # run_several.sh

F1 run_several pct.sh 1 “run_tdnn_x.sh” HJ x {f &5ON H 1H,

4. #fTnode-pruningMFR TS (XHFZAEITSEFEE)
(1) f£ “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a_template_x/prune node” T,
{F FH U0~ a4 A Al prune SCHH

bash copy_template_pct.sh n
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& 2 run_several_pct.shiNS#{

S8 SX
max_id L% id (Bin) R ANE
for x in [EEKNZLD (FRL) RREBNXE id (B1: n)

o, n 2SR N T

(2) FENRIERK “prunen” XS, 1B “strategy n” SO, 7RI B AR ST
3% # node-pruning 4 i SR HE.

(3) BUIFEHZXTFM “find_pet.py” XA, 1EHEE AR H LI node-pruning 4
YERIE Zr e fE. BTy san s BECTFE & pet 25

(4 ATUZRER (1D 3] (3), FAREZDLE

(5) &M E—2¢ HF “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/nnet_tdnn_a_x/prune_node”,
128 K 218 Mrun_several_pct.shHH ) J LN S HL

(6) 21T run_several_pct.sh RIA[#E4T node-pruning #1F

(7)  node-pruning 58 B Z J&, 4 3C A K o Hr A K final new.mdl & il F|
“nnet_tdnn_ax” AR, FFEAMAA20.mdl, AERHEAT HINZR.

(8) ¥ run_tdnn.sh W ) 2 3 train_stage &% & 720, FFi&17. ML I 46 5 i) %
2 1t node-pruning J5 A AL, U5 AL nnet_tdnn_ax 1 log X AF I T 1 com-
pute_prob_valid.* log X, 24 log-likelihood &2 5 £ — /MK (LEXHMEEN) HIME
BT AN PR OR MR AL, BB D2 R i#EAT 1T B ISk RS\ Nk s>, |
TINGHARREIIZGC S “ER”, MFEEREE— MR (0. 80.mdD Hdr
%4920.mdl, FAREEHATEIGR, BERIGRS NIE.

(9 KR INLGHBERLEZ I (nnet_tdnn_ax) WEFA finalmdl , #E#& 3
iy TR

(100 ¥ run_tdnn.sh FHIZE stage WE NI, FHiEi7T, FIGHATML T/E.

(11) #1535 7€ nnet_tdnn_a_x/decode_tgpr_dev93_eval92 HEHFEWER J&, Hys
A J nnet_tdnn_a_x/decode_tgpr_dev93_eval92, AT —/MEAY AR AL A RS
(12) W LUAKES (5) 3] A, HAH (1D 2] (3) [FKEHEK 2 HLEK
node-pruning 45 5 AT HE I .

(13) WLIRKES (1D 2 (12), ZREHELR.

6 U9, a<>A03H

TEARTR T, FEA4E4 B node-pruning K1 E B M () KA. Theg, %
HET Kaldi BB K4 (Kaldi-based Command), PAAEANE S0 (32
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& 3 Kaldi-based Command

(g SXMAEE
RBWN[BPHHR, ST onorm BIIHE, FHREEIEE ]
@, 5I80, nnet3-calc-onorm —binary=false orig.raw result.txt ;X
—1T0WS, &S orig.raw PMEHNSZMBEZTTH onorm {H, F
BIRBATS result.txt AP,
REBAANMELURSEH mask S (R #E onor-
mSHEE), BH—TMB. Bl %W, nnet3-prune-node
nnet3-prune-node orig.raw mask_2.txt mask_3.txt mask_4.txt mask_5.txt mask_6.txt
mask_7.txt new.raw, KB ANZE mask (&, XV orig.raw Py
M8 T node-pruning , ABFRAFTHIMLEE] new.raw

nnet3-calc-onorm

& 4 prune_node/ NEIRZINSTHE ()

M (R) BO/Dhee/SX
B baseline 89 mdl £ final_v_baseline.mdl,
baseline/ IR EE#BZEBRRB O raw T #:

final_v_baseline_format.raw,

& FA & 4R prune_template_pct/, 4 AX 48 fZ 83
prune_n {43

prune_n BIEIR, BITEREATEE, T
prune_template_pct/ BKRSCIR node-pruning BU1R1E, BIXAZEN (2)

copy-template_pct.sh

AT EZE node-pruning B9—" a2 1ML, TAE
URISE prune_n R GEEM.

run_several_pct.sh

AER W A HEE T Kaldi MRS K4 (Kaldi-based Command),
IR G4 prune node AR T IZ 0O (D, i fE BL— k58 % 1) node-pruning
I FE B, FE4EA 44 prune node/prune_template_pct/ SCAFJ T (1304

1. Kaldi-based Command 7148
R 3FTR.
S B EL IR AR ST Kaldi PR R4t )s, BRI &3 1 4.

2. prune_node X% TRZOLTH (32

W AFTR,
3. —X5E#M node-pruning KYiEFE
W 5HTR.

Thttps://github.com/wyq730/CSLT-Sparse-DNN-Toolkit/tree/master/Supplemen

t_for_Kaldi_Source_Code/src/nnet3
Bhttps://github.com/wyq730/CSLT-Sparse-DNN-Toolkit/tree/master/CSLT Node

_Sparseness_Toolkit
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R 5 —RTEMNnode-pruningid iz

TR | /MRS BO/DEE/SX
WAFEHRR TG HY baseline 89 raw S, % onorm.txt

1 nnet3-calc-onorm (EEREDE— node i onorm &)
5 split.sh I\ 5 BB 1A B Bonorm txt X 14, #iH layer{1..7}.txt,
B0: % onorm.txt 28R layer SH{TDE (split) BIE
i WAL R2EANEY layer{1..7}.txt 1B1F, HH trs (S
3 find_pct.py

— layer BY onorm |58 )

HIA layer{1..7}.txt 83#%{E, #0trs, A prune.awk, %i
4 gnrt_node_mask.sh B layer{1..7} _mask.txt (BIMEBY mask, B —" node
WN—ME, -1 AR RE, 1 {KRBHIT Prune)

M A\FEIRIETVGH] baseline BY raw 3, FOL ALY

5 t3- -nod
nnets-prunesnode layer{1..7}_-mask.txt, “EfK final_-new_format.txt
WO\ & B5HE AN B9 final_new_format.raw, 8 B s-
6 make_raw_from_format.sh . .
plit_raw_format.awk, 4:f% final_new.raw
7 change_raw.to.mdl.sh WAL BROERH final_new.raw, 0 £ hmm BELHFER
ge-raw-to-met 589 context B34y, i final_new.mdl
(T%) HITHIRE sparse_rate BHE, % sparse_rate
8 sparse_rate_layer.sh

(SABERBVETUHT connection sparse rate)

xR 6 RKEFZxEInode-pruning5 R

METHRRE (%) EERRE (%) WER (%)
5 8.5 9.82
7 11.9 10.43
10 16.6 12.47
15 24.3 26.23
25 31.7 89.95

F: W FRE A run_several_pet.sh 4 FHEBIFE I, 5% AT 45 % AT FE AR,
W R] H FZ A 47 52 e

7 R

N g:nb%

1. RET TG
RN

WEIEENLS, BMNTFEXSMWE MR (node sparse rate) F1%E & H# b £
(connection sparse rate). 935 AT T LLUEIT node sparse rate THHE i &— 2
(B#ER) I connection sparse rate. #: U1 node sparse rate #£5%, Maffine2f
connection sparse rate &&1-95%%0.95%=9.8%.

2. K FINGHER
R TR,

Whttps://github.com/wyq730/CSLT-Sparse-DNN-Toolkit/blob/master/ CSLT _Nod

e_Sparseness_Toolkit /prune_node/run_several _pct.sh



Wang et al.

* 7 £138F)I1Zk8node-pruningSER

BETRRE (%) EERRE (%) WER (%)
50 68.2 10.00
80 91.6 11.24
90 96.5 11.28
95 98.4 12.68
97 99.1 17.82

R 8 neural sparseness V.S. connection sparseness (23N &1)I14)

FBTHN METRRE (%) EERRE (%) WER (%)
connection-pruning - 97 10.47
node-pruning 90 96.5 11.28

. neural sparseness#lconnection sparsenessfJ3Lt

WIF RS, WATTLLE R XX P SEL, connection-pruning AMYAF 2] 1 5 &)
connection sparse rate , 1 HASAH % B 4F 1) WER. AT LAAS BW) A [ 458
connection-pruning fI. T node-pruning. 5% connection-pruning #J T, A LLZ
WL 2 H I A4

%% Xfnode-pruning ) 5 H AR U . B5E F, node-pruning X #1480 2% (1) 25 14)
BAEH R RISAE, KONTERET T node-pruning 2 J&, #HEE M AR & — A4 &2
P2, 5EBING—DEEENMHEMNE AL, node-pruning — /7 H X | %
EWT R (&) $H, 75— AL pre-train Z J5, AMEMEKIRT 17 (B
HIFRHME. HR2, “sEE” INEARNELE, B85 5.

=. A i#1T random node-pruning B R &

%% W9 £ connection sparseness [ {E 4]/ 54l 22317 7 random connection-
pruning [5], {H & 7E AN T 44 B R AL B8 B% f random node-pruning (Bl ANk
{Tpre-train, B ALK & JZ B — 8 M4 J0). JRELE T WHT i, node-
pruning A BRI “ 2”7 JRYE, WRAERA BT pre-train FIRTI T
fiit random node-pruning, HLEA T EBINSG— N —LFIREME ML, 3H 0]
XX — R AT HIES

8 %

JTON

E#RT Kaldi ASR tookit #E4T 118 A neural sparseness [FSEHL. 1ESL40 45
RIS BT TR b, R AL T AR OGRS S AT T A, s B

9 N IT{E
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K AFAT45 3] T connection sparseness 1T neural sparseness )25 4518, Fr LA
EHEAEGE—PHIER —4 Rz )5, T EE AR LIE4, 5, 32 8%

connection sparseness #EATHF FTo
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