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Abstract
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3 LRBIESE

KEN BT ARSI (52, FFEAT BER Ui .

AR SR H kaldi i) w4 56

Ahh, N T ITE SRR, Fdev93Mleval 92 A H i 4 1% dev93->eval92 I E AT
HIF, WA HdevI3_eval2F 4L, HlIk, 7£ “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/data” IR T,
A Fbank FFEG, R MREIRAS AR I 5 R Strain_ si284  hiresFIMIAEL R
ftest dev93_eval92 hires, FIANSCHEHIH A :

/work7 /wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/data/train_si284 hires
/work7 /wangyanqing /kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/data/test dev93 eval92 hires

— KERIEE

A S8 LR TR AP 48 P 2% P B B2 R flinear _params _ CREUNAUED it
i7prunetRAE F A M 4 (T RE AL T WKy, FESLI T, XHE
W 2% Bt 4T prune J5 ELEHEAT BRI, FEEE2H 0 h, XS PR N 48 HEAT prune S5 SEHE
fTretrain (. refine, HillZR), HHEATMD. N w2 T /4.

1. pruning task without retraining

KIS FAE E A B 1T,

LR

(1) ERIMGYIIERA (WA RIH 5x=1,2,3...)

(2) FERIAE BRI FE Al AR BEAS 5] SE0& 2E AT prunetf A CAS [E] i prune 57 1% 1) 4
Tn=1,2,3...), FEHAIEIE A,

(3) FF BRI REAT S, 3% IResult (wer)o

2. pruning task with retraining

SLIG R R a0 B 2T 7R

AR

(1) EHRNAYIIEER (WA g 5x—1,2,3...)

(2) FEREAT IR IR A HE Atk b AR AN (7] S0 HE AT prumed® AF - CA A (¥ prune 5 1% (1 4
Tn=1,2,3...), 3EHHIEE 1T

(3) HEilllretrain.
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1 7i#2B@: connection-pruning without retraining

_{ ﬁﬁprur;e'if‘ﬁ)—ﬁﬁl <| EHRE } <| Result ‘
#iTpruneite— %2
IR j (n=2) + WA } { Result ‘
(x=1)
4‘ Ht’ﬁprur(\eif‘i)—ﬁ$3 <| EHARE } -| Result ‘
Pruning Task
Without Retrainin &
g + mnprur;e"u:f’i)—ﬁﬁl { ENWE ‘ { Result ‘
#fTprunetRtE—r %2
VIR BE2 J (n=2) { WA ‘ { Result ‘
(x=2)
‘| Htﬁprur;eif‘i)—ﬁﬁ3 .| WA ‘ -| Result ‘

(4> FIH B BRSO 3T S, 18 % Result (wer).

Z. prune/FE

ks, WE T 2MARKpruneds R, ERRAERT, HERxT, AR
X X ] — A R ) AS [ ) prume /5 5

1. Value Prune (JEEEHR)

1.1 Abs Value Prune (Z8XH{EH#ET)

WHE XA BIE, ¥linear _params_ 1A 4A0HE /N TZAE FIALE BH0.

1.2 Positive Value Prune CIEfH#59)

BWH —IEMBME, Rlinear _params_ A 40HE /N T 2408 # IEEAE N0,

1.3 Negative Value Prune (f{H#E))

WE—AERE (A4 ERE), Flinear params HFTH AXHE /N T ZE K T2
ERE B A0

2. Pct Prune (JEEBEHLLAR)

2.1 All-layer Pct Prune (£ /2570 HLikET)

BEHA L (%), WERBREMlinear params AT a1 FER1E:
BT A IEE S, SN ATa% MUE 1 E H0;

WP FUE T, EHE RN T a% M B E N0,
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2 7#2[®: connection-pruning with retraining

{ EiTprunekfE AR { Retrain ‘ -{ R ‘ -{ Result ‘
WgmEE J Eiprundkfe %2 { Retrain ‘ .| R ‘ -| Result ‘

(x=1)
{ mﬁp’“'ﬁﬁ‘i?ﬁ& { Retrain ‘ -{ RS ‘ -{ Result ‘

Pruning Task
With Retrainin P

g { EfTprne iR { Retrain ‘ { WS ‘ -| Result ‘
g l e AR { Retrain ‘ -{ RS ‘ -{ Result ‘

(x=2)
{ ﬁﬁpmqeﬁ‘z)iﬁgs { Retrain ‘ + BHFBED ‘ + Result ‘

2.2 One-layer Pct Prune (.25 73 Lb#8Y)
WE A %), MNE—IEREMlinear params  HE472.1 Frid 14 1E.

5 SLRBESSW

AHIr EES LI IEAGRE. HAoh, MR PR, 15238 AT DURI I préa (1
ISR IS ALK, P R0 A 1B D AP RERS T F — & /v e, a4
A E S,

—\ Pruning Task Without Retraining
Y HIxAE PR IRAN R H SER AT, AR S50 1 DXOAE T AR AN A (e
ANFIHPEOE AL R EAEREE), 4 B R AN R I A OC R ) — AN 3

1. SeAiwsjHibaseline #IEE R TIE

(1) FH “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/” T [Frun.shi#E47 5 default AT HIEE 7
(2) XF “data/test eval92 hires” Fl “data/test dev93 hires” & [ %k #f7 it
17 FbankFHiE IFR L. AT F) H AR .

/work7 /wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/run_ feat.sh

(3) R BRI ORI 0 NS5 5 (12 dev93, eval92IIFF), BE | —
ASH SO Jedata/test dev93eval92  hires/ Fo
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(4) $LCMFJE “data/train_si284 hires”, FIFH (2) sFA R IHHIE, 1%
S A AR e A 1) Zitdnn (nnet3) 75 (1)1 25800

2. NEAIREE
i Fnnet3frun_tdnn.shffiA (f78: /work7/wangyanqing/kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/run_tdnn.sh)
WZktdnntEi A, FRKE &S

28 aX

stage BIRENS, NRHASINYIZR& D ; BIRENI, HAR
SRS, SRR ERIR E N8

dir RIRE Hnnet _tdnn_a x (xOILIR1,23.. . BREVSZE
BI3)

3. i#{Tpruning taskfERTE

N TS I O REACH 5 22 () AR A, JRAVTE I B e S — e & Ak

(1) SERtdnn I RARISAESS S5, 7 “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/” B T
“nnet_tdnn_a_template x” I, KX “nnet _tdnn_a_template” P
FrA W (261D B AR “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_template x”
L

(2) f£ “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet tdun_a x/” &, ¥ fif 5 3 fF %
“decode_tgpr...” #3hF|decode baseline L AFJ T,

(3) £ “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_x/prune” F, ¥ L—JZH
SEfinal md ISR B Blbaseline 5 JFHE Ay 44 Mfinal _baseline.mdl.

(4) 7£ “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet tdun_a_template x/prune/baseline”
™, ¥final _baseline. mdl & | JyHE Z#tHIH/E0 (final_v_ baseline.mdl)s

(5) ¥ H A < B O IE B AR -

nnet tdnn_a_x/combine best wer.sh
nnet tdnn _a_x/prune/run_several.sh
nnet tdnn a x/prune/run_several pct.sh

nnet tdnn_a_x/prune/sparse rate/combine sparse rate.sh

BEEMITFE: AvimdTIFE AN G, T T a4 (R SEBED:

:1,3s/nnet _tdnn_a x/nnet tdnn a 1/g

(6) FiH{E “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet tdnn _a template x/final.mdl”
A% Z linear_params  CREFEEERE) P S IATHEL, RGBS 45 RAE SR A
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SO AR L 54T 5

nnet tdnn _a_x/prune/prune template/prune.awk

nnet tdnn a_x/prune/prune template/sparse rate layer.sh

nnet tdnn_a_x/prune/prune template/sparse rate total.awk

nnet tdnn _a_x/prune/prune template pct/prune.awk

nnet tdnn_a_x/prune/prune template pct/sparse rate layer.sh
nnet tdnn_a_x/prune/prune template pct/sparse rate total.awk

nnet tdnn a x/prune/prune template pct/split.awk

(7) £ “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_template x/prune” F, #frun_several.shfllrun_several p
H “run_ tdon x.sh” fx {HSCH LA,

(8) 7E “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/” T, ¥run_tdnn x.sh™'[fJstage ZHHCN9, FNTE

WS Z IR, RFZEER Y, AT ZEIgad .

4. HiTpruneMFBAES (LHFLAESZFERERE)

AN [T A prunet®AF 2 HIEAT U], KN R

(1) R Value Prunef5 R (FRE=85) #H{Tprune:

O fE “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet tdnn_a_template x/prune” &, ffif
W iy A2 A il prune SCAH «

bash copy template.sh n

Hh, nRiZA RN g5,
@ HENWIAERRE) “prune n” A, B “strategy n” X, TEULBEIHARA ST
3 pruned /e i smg. B T

ZH 3N e.g.

EF—1SH WHBEINE all, affinel
abs<0.1

EPSH & O<value<0.1
-0.1<value<0

@ B F Hx T “prune.awk” LA, fEILSEIIA A SLE FIprunetf . HAKJS
AT ROESER) = AT R b A R — AT BURERE, BXRE.

@D UZXREZEDO. @, @), [FERHEZ LR

® R E—Z H3 “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_template x/prune”,
@Eﬁrun_several.shﬁpﬁg JINSHL:
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28 24
max_id K40id (Bln) BIGRAE
for x infSEBVED (FRRL) RRHEHKLKId (Bn)

® 1247run_several.shB[J 7]

(2) tNRFAAl-layer Pct Prunef A E GERE=84%) #{Tprune:
O fE “kaldi/egs/wsj/sh/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_template x/prune” T, f#i
iR Ay A A B prune SCA I :

bash copy template pct.sh n

Hrh, nRiZHR NS,
@ HENWIAERE) “prune n” A, B “strategy n” X, TEULBEII AL SL
5 Wiprunetf A I SEmE . BARS LT

S8 aX e.g.
E—1TPSH WHENE all, affinel
EZTSH pct pct
E=TSH HE FERE) all:40%

@ BHIA H T “find_pet.py” SCIF, £ E A ALK I prune #HAF K H 7
FRfEL. BT BSOF E #pct S 4L

@HULREZDO. @, @, FINHELZA LR

® R\ F—2 H3% “kaldi/egs/wsj/sh/exp/nnet3/nnet tdnn_a_template x/prune”,
Efrun_several pct.shH LS5

S8 EPN
max_id S80id (Bn) BYSCKIE
for x inGEBVERD (FMRL) RREBBBIRLGid (Bn)

® iz17run_several pct.shim]

(3) MRFAHOne-layer Pct PrunefI AR (GERE=#R4) #iTprune:

O fE “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet tdun_a_template x/prune” &, ffif
4R i A A iprune U«

bash copy_template pct.sh n

He, niZd LNt S.
@ FEANNERK “prune n” SCHFF, 1B “strategy n” S, 7ESEUE A A 52
36 F prune /E ) SR . BARS LR :
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S8 aX e.g.
E—TSH WEENRE all, affinel
EZPNSH pct pct
E=1T3H BE (RRE) affine1:40%

@ EA H R FH) “prune.awk” CIHF, (EIARE & Z0E— 2 HET pruneffff. A
A7 AT MBR 2 AR i 3o

@ A AT “find_pet.py” 3CHF, EICBEE Ay HCATBIE, BART7 T
B E M pet fH

® BkIA 3 N “prune_pet.sh” SCHF, FERGBE E GBI, AAAT7 R
T BSChp 1,2,3..Hn 1,23 BB HIE5Y,  PL Nprune.awk &S I35

©®ATUZRERDO-G, [FNHEZ LR

@ RAl F—2 H3 “kaldi/egs/wsj/s5/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_template x/prune”,

BMoun_several pet.shH ) LANZ 4

¥ EpN
max__id 5%id (Bln) BUGRAIE
for x inGE@AIEBD (FRL) AR EBBBIKLGd (Bn)

iZ247run_several pct.shEJ A

o
It

BER

EPATEHI G, 1E “kaldi/egs/wsj/sb/exp/nnet3/nnet _tdnn_a_template x/
prune/result” H3E T, “strategy”s “sparse rate”. “best wer” 7 HliCFE T %A
HipruneRiE, prune/a & E MBI E. DL R AR Fwer.

R TAET E | Blexcel H b AT A B, [FIBF AR T “result format” SCHF, SR
AT BT/ —/N L5 Wstrategy. sparse rate. best werftJgh R, I AILH
—AT AR, W AT &N EBUE R X

result formatH ] —17:

all abs 0.04 29.7574 30.9761 28.1156 23.3632 31.0085 32.9020 33.8023 32.9039
8.64

BEAT BB A
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S 3N

all abs 0.04 SYETEE (all) HfTpruneifE; KM Abs Prune5EiH
fTprune; HERBXVESIEN0.04

20.7574 BME R IRE 929.7574%

30.9761 ... 32.9039 affinel, final-affine, affine2, affine3...affine6VIEHRE DR
£30.9761%...32.9039%

8.64 RSBV IENRER V8.64%

Z.\ Pruning Task With Retraining

FE AT JETUAE 55 1, B 2 7 Kaldiffy IR AR (0] 2 2% 28 3% U8 I (1) NaturalGradi-
entAffineComponent?D), {580 MBUEAEE#. Ao, EHAFEERS “—
Pruning Task Without Retraining” = & #J#4).

1. SERwsjHbaseline B AEZ T1E
2% “—. Pruning Task Without Retraining” ' HI¥ B 57

2. NZNIERE
2% “—. Pruning Task Without Retraining” =% B 43

3. #1Tpruning taskByEZTIE
%% “—. Pruning Task Without Retraining” HH XRS5, 0] Hprune, AffI5:
VERrun several.shiirun several pct.sh A< EAJRI A,

4. #H1TprunefMEBHES (ZHFZAEZERIE)
2% “—. Pruning Task Without Retraining” = #5357

5. retrain

(1) K “prune_n” LA Je o 87 A B 0B SC A “final new.mdl” & i F
“nnet_tdnn_a_x” AR, JEE A4 420.mdl

(2) N T A Tretrain, FFEEIEIT (un_ tdon.shH A FD train_ tdon.shH
A B0.mdLZ BT BI85y, EER N T A egs X MF. (B0 U EAEn T HEAT — 1K,
ZJE AR ED

[2Ihttps:/ /github.com/wyq730/CSLT-Sparse-DNN-Toolkit /tree/master /Supplement_ for Kaldi
Source Code/src/nnet3
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3 SN

combine_best_wer.sh
new_decode_file.sh
decode_%$n/
decode_baseline/ --- view_best_wer.sh
prune/ --- baseline/
--- prune_template/
--- sparse_rate.awk
--- sparse_rate_total.awk
--- sparse_rate_layer.sh
--- strategy
--- prune.awk
--- calc_sparse_rate_format.sh
--- prune_template_pct/
--- sparse_rate.awk
--- sparse_rale_total.awk
--- sparse_rate_layer.sh
--- strategy
--- prune.awk
--- splitawk
--- prune_pct.sh
--- count.py
--- find_pct.py
--- sparse_rate/
--- combine_sparse_rate.sh
--- strategy/
--- combine.awk
--- combine.sh
--- results/
--- combine_format.sh
--- deal_best_wer.awk
--- deal_strategy.awk
--- copy_template.sh
--- copy_template_pct.sh
--- prune_$n/

(3) #run_tdnn.shH [¥stageZ B B N20, JEBEFE MRS AR CARRD, HEAT E I
(4) BINZGB —ERER CRBAEIBII5E), K H A kM &5 — DmdIsC {4
(4140.mdl) E Ay 44 Nfinal.mdl

6. XTFTARR B P T RRAD

(1) ¥run_tdnn.sh XX WistageZEE A9 (REATHEY), FHiziT.

(2) #£ “nnet_tdnn_a_x” AR, HEldecode A (decode_tgpr...), 7
B DR BIARRER IR (wer)o IRAFEAN G, FTLLEAT F—SE58.

6 UBAM A R AER
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FEAE o, EEA G4 Bipruning task ) EEASCMF ) 3R H. Theg, Bl
B AR () & S B A A E Lk LHAPIHT T .

— XA
W3R,

= XHENE (LL “nnet_tdnn_a_template” N work directory)

MFE IR 2.

&1 XHENE (1)

X#

#0O/8e/3X

decode baseline/

K& baselineBYdecode 4K
(decode tgpr_dev93 eval92)

view best wer.sh

BELKEKBIbest_ wer

combine best wer.sh

RIBTERBI, £ “nnet_tdnn_a_x” NHERY
“best _wer” X1, ZXHPIOR TS TREHNER

(wer)

new decode file.sh

HRR “decode n” SFFZ, IBEENPILEBYdecode A4
EINESSE N

decode n/ RFERL, B KEBYdecode AR
baseline/ B {nbaselineBImdISZ{+
prune _n/ FEM, REE—Tprune SKHROVRES, FHEAEKIMZR

B

prune_template/

prune nBUEHR, FAT{EAValue Prune/5 2 TprunefViT
%5

prune template pct/

prune nBYBHR, AFEEAPct Prunefo 2 TpruneBE
%

sparse_rate .awk

#isparse rate layer.shif3, T|MINTIEANSEL
start_lineflend _line, fE45TE DRSHBVFRMET, Hit
fEdstart line () Flend line () Z@BIFrEH=
#HB00 8948, FKItItEsparse_rate, FLUFFPAE
RO BIS AN fFsparse rate F0sparse rate format

sparse_rate total.awk

Hisparse rate layer.shiff8, FENHAZIRESH:
is_lines_to prune (¥riRlinear params PAAEBITE.
BT LRSENRET, HEMBRNMBEHTHE
FO0BVEE, FHKI It Esparse _rate, FLAFRIDAREGE
PDAIE NN {Hsparse _rate Fsparse_rate format

sparse_rate layer.sh

TBHENXHALIZESE: D Pstart_lineflend _line, 1A
AR Pawk IAEHITIRIE, BASKIMATT R MRTILUR
F—EHsparse _ratefUIRIE,

strategy

ORI AIprune /SR

[Blhttps:/ /github.com/wyq730/CSLT-Sparse-DNN-Toolkit /tree/master/CSLT_Connection _Spar

seness__Toolkit
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&2 HENAE (2)

Page 12 of 29

prune templatedd
Bprune.awk

EENHEALIRESEL: is_lines to prune, H{RSK
W Value Prune/ 5= prunei@fE, TJt#Rabs, positive,
negative =fPprune/5\, (SIAEIN), HNNEVEZ
Mprune HINBYER

prune template pctd
BYprune.awk

EHENHEALIRESE: is_line_to_prune {1,2,3..};
TMIINEANSE: BENESE (p{1,23..}) N
HE (n{1,23..}). #prune_pct.sh FAH, RTBEANBIE
NBHENE— R TpruneiR{E

split.awk

THENHREIRESH: is_line_to_prune {1,23..}
#Wprune pct.shiff. RBmdXEHEDPEER

Bllinear params (R NSIABIIE (layer{1,2,3..}), /T
(EISESSISE

prune_template/

prune nBUEHR, ATF{EMAValue Prune/3 2 TprunefViE
%5

count.py TN Bsplit.awkEEAiHlayer{1,2,3...}. RITTE
Bllinear params_ REPEHILEE]
find _pct.py THEXHEALIRESE: pct (B,

#prune pct.shiif. ZIRAISC “Pct Prune/52” DB
R, HAZEBR BN EERENNESRE, REE
N {Htrs

prune_pct.sh

#EPct Prune/52d, (8 3split.awk, find pct.py,
prune.awk) E{RSCHpruneiR/E

strategy/

BRE T RE B prune/5 %

sparse rate/

RS TRIH (BIANEER) sparse_rate

results/

8L, SRS TXAUstrategy (prune =),
sparse_rate, wer, RERARBERTresult_format PIUS
ZHIM Xiresult format STHTRAS

copy _template.sh

[EREMRprune template, AN Hprune nIT{ER,
FAF{FE Value Prune/523{Tprune BYI5)

copy _template pct.sh

EAERprune _template pct, SERGAERNBIprune nIT{F
K, FBFERBPct PrunefgZift{TpruneBViEn

run_several.sh

88, AT EEERAValue Prune HRE— PR,
AT wiEGprune n R 2 [E. BfTREeE, BRI
fresults) XX TEF

run_several pct.sh

B8E, BTEBEAPct PruneSRZH—1EZ L5,
BT RmEGprune "R G, 1&iTREME, SRO
frresults/ EL N ES

7 KEHER

—\ Pruning Task Without Retraining
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1. ¥ Value Prunefs £i#{TPrune
1.1 Abs Prune
3o AR LA R R A, 15 4B BE T prune, 2 Jei#E{Tdecode -

RS K& $HE
Pnorm input=2000; output=250
Sigmoid 2000
Sigmoid 1000
Tanh 2000
Tanh 1000
Rectifier 2000
Rectifier 1000

1.2 Positive Prune

S aME N T LS R 3, W€ positive thresholdi# 4T prune, 2 J5#t4Tdecode.

BUG AL HE
Pnorm input=2000; output=250
Sigmoid 2000
Sigmoid 1000
Tanh 2000
Tanh 1000
Rectifier 2000
Rectifier 1000

1.3 Negative Prune
S ME A AR JLH IS B, W 8 negative thresholdi# 4T prune, 2 & #3E4Tdecode

o

RS K& HE
Pnorm input=2000; output=250
Sigmoid 2000
Sigmoid 1000
Tanh 2000
Tanh 1000
Rectifier 2000
Rectifier 1000

2. EHPct Prunes £i#{TPrune
2.1 Al T LA BGE R, WOE — B (BRI EH AR [Psparse _rate) i
1Fprune, Z Ja#{Tdecode o
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o O HE
Pnorm input=2000; output=250
Sigmoid 2000

2.2 ¥ 120004 Sigmoid B AL, %) & 52317 One-layer Pet Pruneffff (friFH

JERIRRBE N — M), ZJa#kiTdecode

Z\ Pruning Task With Retraining

WA, %3 Abs Prunei# 4T Prune.

S a0 N LA BOE R, 1% e B XHE R{E i T prune, 2 J5# Tretrain, &/J5
#4Tdecode »

BB R & HE

Sigmoid 2000

Tanh 2000

Rectifier 2000
8 XRER

—. Pruning Task Without Retraining

1. BHERHT, AAbs Prunes Ei#{TPrune

1.1 Z%{: Pnorm (input: 2000, output: 250), No Retraining: 1IR3,

# 3 Pnorm 2000/250 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
17 all abs 0.01 35.7423 8.8600
10 all abs 0.05 26.6452 8.3260
30 all abs 0.0600 31.3210 8.5400
16 all abs 0.07 35.7423 8.8469
9 all abs 0.08 39.9287 10.4570
15 all abs 0.09 43.9048 25.1044
8 all abs 0.1000 47.6445 73.9055
7 all abs 0.1500 63.4790 99.9559

1.2 24 Sigmoid (2000), No Retraining: #1477,
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Z< 4 Sigmoid 2000 NoRetrain
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group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
14 all abs 0.0100 13.1212 8.5200
5 all abs 0.0150 19.5313 8.6100
2 all abs 0.0200 25.7619 8.6800
8 all abs 0.0250 31.7763 8.7800
11 all abs 0.0300 37.5343 8.8100
23 all abs 0.0350 43.0024 8.9400
24 all abs 0.0400 48.1639 9.4500
1 all abs 0.0500 57.5236 62.6600
18 all abs 0.3500 99.8414 99.9600
19 all abs 0.4000 99.9035 99.9600
1.3 Z#(: Sigmoid (1000), No Retraining: 1F5F7R.
Z< 5 Sigmoid 1000 NoRetrain
group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer
1 all abs 0.0400 29.7574 8.64
4 all abs 0.0600 43.2075 8.78
7 all abs 0.0800 55.1066 12.08
13 all abs 0.1000 65.2604 86.94
9 all abs 0.1500 83.0400 100

1.4 Z%: Tanh (2000), No Retraining: &6,

ZR 6 Tanh 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
10 all abs 0.0225 28.8587 8.9100
9 all abs 0.0250 31.8820 8.9600
8 all abs 0.0275 34.8477 8.9100
1 all abs 0.0300 37.7547 8.9700
4 all abs 0.0325 0.0000 8.9300
5 all abs 0.0350 43.3688 9.0200
6 all abs 0.0375 46.0694 9.1000
7 all abs 0.0400 48.6952 9.1900
31 all abs 0.0450 53.7199 9.4100
26 all abs 0.0500 58.4279 9.7100
23 all abs 0.0600 66.8432 14.9000
20 all abs 0.0800 79.7444 89.2000

1.5 Z%{: Tanh (1000), No Retraining: WXKT7HR.
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ZK 7 Tanh 1000 NoRetrain
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group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer
16 all abs 0.0800 62.2630 16.29
15 all abs 0.0900 67.4199 48.48
14 all abs 0.1000 71.9367 91.66
13 all abs 0.1700 90.3070 100

1.6 Z%: Rectifier (2000), No Retraining: UWFKSFT7R.

7R 8 Rectifier 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer _tgpr
1 all abs 0.0600 53.8950 9.2000
2 all abs 0.0550 50.3026 9.0300
3 all abs 0.0650 57.2891 9.9400
4 all abs 0.0700 60.4945 11.0400
1.7 Z%0: Rectifier (1000), No Retraining: WFRIFT7R,
K 9 Rectifier 1000 NoRetrain
group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse_rate | best _wer
9 all abs 0.0700 46.8778 9.12
10 all abs 0.0800 52.3027 9.44
11 all abs 0.0900 57.3241 10.28
12 all abs 0.1000 61.9416 13.95
15 all abs 0.1200 69.9865 29.64
16 all abs 0.1400 76.5635 87.68

2. BHGERE T, #1TPositive Prune
2.1 Z%{: Pnorm (input: 2000, output: 250), NoRetraining: #IZR10f77R.

%% 10 Pnorm 2000/250 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
49 all + 0.0250 6.8878 8.2200
51 all + 0.0260 7.1543 8.2900
33 all + 0.0270 7.4196 8.3400
48 all + 0.0280 7.6838 8.3500
46 all + 0.0290 7.9459 8.5900
21 all + 0.0300 8.2089 8.9800
44 all + 0.0310 8.4679 9.9600
42 all + 0.0320 8.7283 13.2300
28 all + 0.0330 8.9857 23.5500
40 all + 0.0340 9.2408 43.4700
27 all + 0.0350 9.4953 71.0900
25 all + 0.0400 10.7511 100.0000
23 all + 0.0500 13.1516 100.0000
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2.2 Z%1: Sigmoid (2000), NoRetraining: 1R 117N,

#& 11 Sigmoid 2000 NoRetrain
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group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
15 all + 0.0100 6.5478 8.8400
6 all + 0.0150 9.7336 9.4000
3 all + 0.0200 12.8286 10.9000
9 all + 0.0250 15.8069 13.1600
12 all + 0.0300 18.6544 16.6800
12 all + 0.0400 23.9105 79.7500
2.3 %1 Sigmoid (1000), NoRetraining: 1R 127,
#R 12 Sigmoid 1000 NoRetrain
group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer
2 all + 0.0300 11.2540 9.4
5 all + 0.0600 21.4785 17.43
8 all + 0.0800 27.3353 76.76
12 all + 0.1000 32.3126 97.24

2.4 Z%1: Tanh (2000), NoRetraining: X I13H1R.

ZK 13 Tanh 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer _tgpr
16 all + 0.0200 12.8974 8.8600
15 all + 0.0250 15.9457 8.8400
2 all + 0.0300 18.8816 8.9300
11 all + 0.0325 20.3036 8.9100
12 all + 0.0350 21.6870 8.9600
13 all + 0.0375 23.0355 9.1000
14 all + 0.0400 24.3497 9.7900
34 all + 0.0425 25.6267 21.2600
32 all + 0.0450 26.8625 48.7900
35 all + 0.0475 28.0606 78.2200
27 all + 0.0500 29.2173 91.9900
24 all + 0.0600 33.4265 96.5800
21 all + 0.0800 39.8751 96.6000

2.5 Z%(: Tanh (1000), NoRetraining: 1K 14f7r.
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ZX 14 Tanh 1000 NoRetrain
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group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer
1 all + 0.0500 21.4241 8.96
3 all + 0.0700 28.2121 9.69
7 all + 0.0900 33.7019 21.05
8 all + 0.1000 35.9603 67.08
9 all + 0.1100 37.9376 95.22
5 all + 0.1200 39.6462 95.3

2.6 Z¥#: Rectifier (2000), NoRetraining: WEKI15H7R.

K 15 Rectifier 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer _tgpr
13 all + 0.0400 18.4608 12.3200
15 all + 0.0450 20.4063 21.5300
16 all + 0.0500 22.2602 52.2600
5 all + 0.0550 24.0203 88.9100
17 all + 0.0550 24.0203 88.9100
6 all + 0.0600 25.6946 98.1500
7 all + 0.0650 27.2688 98.8300
8 all + 0.0700 28.7583 98.7600
2.7 Z¥: Rectifier (1000), NoRetraining: 13R16FT7~.
R 16 Rectifier 1000 NoRetrain
group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer

1 all + 0.0400 13.1351 8.63

7 all + 0.0450 14.5843 8.86

2 all + 0.0500 15.9841 8.84

3 all + 0.0600 18.6663 9.25

13 all + 0.0700 21.1837 10.05

17 all + 0.0900 25.6778 32.5400
18 all + 0.1000 27.6746 82.8000
19 all + 0.1100 29.5020 97.2500
20 all + 0.1200 31.1839 99.3700

3. BEECEREMT, #iTNegative Prune

3.1 Z4: Pnorm (input: 2000; output: 250), NoRetraining: 1FR17HT7RN.
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%% 17 Pnorm 2000/250 NoRetrain
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group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
50 all - 0.0250 6.9676 8.3000
52 all - 0.0260 7.2389 8.3600
34 all - 0.0270 7.5109 8.4700
47 all - 0.0290 8.0517 8.6400
22 all - 0.0300 8.3229 8.7300
45 all - 0.0310 8.56927 9.2900
43 all - 0.0320 8.8645 13.2300
29 all - 0.0330 9.1317 15.2000
39 all - 0.0350 9.6597 48.2800
26 all - 0.0400 10.9585 100.0000

3.2 Z¥: Sigmoid (2000), NoRetraining: UWIFKI8HI7N.

ZR 18 Sigmoid 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer _tgpr
50 all - 0.0250 6.9676 8.3000
52 all - 0.0260 7.2389 8.3600
34 all - 0.0270 7.5109 8.4700
47 all - 0.0290 8.0517 8.6400
22 all - 0.0300 8.3229 8.7300
45 all - 0.0310 8.5927 9.2900
43 all - 0.0320 8.8645 13.2300
29 all - 0.0330 9.1317 15.2000
39 all - 0.0350 9.6597 48.2800
26 all - 0.0400 10.9585 100.0000
3.3 Z%: Sigmoid (1000), NoRetraining: 1R 19Ff7R.
< 19 Sigmoid 1000 NoRetrain
group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer
3 all - 0.0200 7.6134 8.6
10 all - 0.0300 11.3288 24.5
11 all - 0.0400 14.9444 100
6 all - 0.0600 21.7289 100

3.4 Z¥: Tanh (2000),

NoRetraining: #15R20F7 7.
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ZX 20 Tanh 2000 NoRetrain
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group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer _tgpr

19 all - 0.0200 12.8905 8.9300
18 all - 0.0250 15.9363 8.9600
3 all - 0.0300 18.8731 9.0100
17 all - 0.0350 21.6818 9.1200
36 all - 0.0425 25.6222 28.8800
33 all - 0.0450 26.8574 76.8700
37 all - 0.0475 28.0563 94.6500
28 all - 0.0500 29.2105 96.1200
25 all - 0.0600 33.4167 98.9100

3.5 Z%(: Tanh (1000), NoRetraining: WIFE21HT7~.

ZR 21 Tanh 1000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer

2 all - 0.0500 21.4451 8.97
4 all - 0.0700 28.2322 9.07
10 all - 0.0900 33.7180 19.63
11 all - 0.1000 35.9765 84.95
12 all - 0.1100 37.9535 96.51
6 all - 0.1200 39.6580 98.36

3.6 Z%1: Rectifier (2000), NoRetraining: 132277,

R 22 Rectifier 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer _tgpr
14 all - 0.0400 19.9364 87.0300
18 all - 0.0450 22.1456 99.9700
19 all - 0.0500 24.2652 100.0000
9 all - 0.0550 26.2822 100.0000
3.7 Z%1: Rectifier (1000), NoRetraining: 132377,
K 23 Rectifier 1000 NoRetrain
group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse_rate | best_wer
4 all - 0.0400 15.2215 8.99
8 all - 0.0450 17.0668 10.83
5 all - 0.0500 18.8706 14.6
23 all - 0.0550 20.6407 29.5600
6 all - 0.0600 22.3810 91.52
21 all - 0.0600 22.3810 91.5200
14 all - 0.0700 25.6941 100

4. BHGERBT, #iTAll-layer Pct Prune
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4.1 Z#: Pnorm (input: 2000; output:

ZR 24 Pnorm 2000/250 NoRetrain

250), NoRetraining: #I3R2417R.

Page 21 of 29

group | pruned layer | pruning method | pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
55 all pct 0.1000 10.0000 8.4000
58 all pct 0.1300 13.0000 8.4200
54 all pct 0.1500 15.0000 8.3500
56 all pct 0.1700 17.0000 8.3700
57 all pct 0.1800 18.0000 8.3500
53 all pct 0.2000 20.0000 8.3300
59 all pct 0.2200 22.0000 8.4000
60 all pct 0.2600 26.0000 8.5900
61 all pct 0.2665 26.6500 8.6300
63 all pct 0.3000 30.0000 9.0400
62 all pct 0.3993 39.9300 18.8700
4.2 Z%¥. Sigmoid (2000), NoRetraining: 132578,

ZK 25 Sigmoid 2000 NoRetrain

group | pruned layer | pruning method | Pruning threshold | sparse rate | best wer tgpr
22 all pct 0.3500 35.0000 9.0400
17 all pct 0.4000 40.0000 9.4500
20 all pct 0.4500 45.0000 10.2000
21 all pct 0.5000 50.0000 12.1400

5. {# 20004t Sigmoid iR B{ERUE R,

3t B Zi#1TOne-layer Pct Prunei®{E

PruneZRi% BEMEANBHRE | wer
affinelIMGIRE : 70% 1.8274 9.07
affine2BOMIRE : 70% 10.1523 67.77
affine3NMEHRE : 70% 10.1523 9.5

affinedBEHE : 70% 10.1523 8.91
affine5SBOMIARE : 70% 10.1523 8.52
affine6BIMEIHRE : 70% 10.1523 8.83
final-affineBMBMRE : 70% 17.4112 21.32

Z\ Pruning Task With Retraining
TESBUERECT, #E47 Abs Prunes

VEOL “seeasie” HahEs DU B aai R,

9

bl

RKG50

AENTIERMEMIZEE
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X H, @i Xl =K (Abs Prune, Positive Prune, Negative Prune) 7T
R R M R S

FRE RN

YT DA & B s SR R, (ERBEE RO E AR, i AU BT it 2R
TERA R AL, WS4,

1. Z5RE CFAE BRI, BN SEERREER BRI, 8- ASHR
TSP BR B 4E )

Pnorm - input 2000 & output 250

120.00
100.00
80.00
—8—abs
60.00 —8— positive
—8—negative
40.00
20.00
0.00
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16
Sigmoid - 2000
120.0000
100.0000
80.0000
g 60.0000 —e—abs
—@—positive
40.0000 .
—@—negative
20.0000
-& H— -9
0.0000
0.0070 0.0170 0.0270 0.0370

threshold
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Sigmoid - 1000
120
100
80
§ 60 —e—abs
20 —8—positive
—®—negative
20
0
0.0000 0.0500 0.1000 0.1500 0.2000
threshold
Tanh - 2000
140.0000
120.0000
100.0000
_  80.0000
g —8—abs
60.0000 N
—@— positive
40,0000 —@—negative
20.0000
0.0000
0.0000 0.0200 0.0400  0.0600 0.0800  0.1000
threshold
Tanh - 1000
120 -
100 -
80 -
g 80 - —8—:abs
—8—positive
40 - t
—8—negative
20 -
0 T . v 1
0.0000 0.0500 0.1000 0.1500 0.2000

threshold
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120.0000
100.0000
80.0000

60.0000

wer

40.0000

20.0000

0.0000
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Rectifier - 2000

s

—@—abs
—@— positive
—@—negative

—e—0—8

0.0000

120

100

80

60

wer

40

20

0.0200 0.0400 0.0600 0.0800

threshold

Rectifier - 1000

—@—abs
—@— positive

—@—negative

0.0000

0.0500 0.1000 0.1500

threshold
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2. SEIGYEIR
2.1 M IEG{ERIXTFRIE

JUF AT s3], 48 H Abs Prunef#/EAMN AT AR B J1L-F- 9 £% T Positive/Negative
PruneJ# 8%, 1M H AT LAA3 245 F Positive Prune/Nagative PruneffJwer{f. 7 4b,
NS g B HR 4y AT LRI, [A) — A 2 SR DX R] P ) O RN A7 A T A A
XIS RBEER L, (EXHEARFE)D Positive value MNegative valuesZ #H H. 3¢ Bk
(7, FRATTAT DARE W 3k ot Bk ek T P 2% (g v e B AR R S, A i gk
17 Positive Prune&Negative Prune> RN T IX P BRIERT, 4% (1)1 G SRR .
R YRR, EX S S A — ok, B BS540 Y GRS iR 40
N10004ETanh).  FATTAT LA I, 3K P 10X 4% (10 6 Bk P 15 D0 28 RO TR IR /45 /5 52 B8
TERRACA A MR AR XA R T P R A

2.2 Mg IE SUEX TREEI R ELER

JLTFr A SE3e R B, 7E BT e BE B9 4e 650 (5 AH [R5 &0 T, Positive Pruneff 4
{E FiNegative Prunefd 2| 7 AH T (5 55 %, {H{# fPositive Prune 14§ /E 7] LL1§
F| Lt Negative Prune S #f ffjwer. FATH LLAE N, Negative valueft % 2% i 473 J8 35
Lt Positive value 8 4 5 B[ 1 .

ERE R, R PnormBUG BRE, SRS 10, FRATATDIFN, XA
SRR TR KB A R, XA TR R T

— BRENREEImEE

TEIXF A, Xtaffinel,affine2...affine6,final-affine 4> A 3E4T #.JZ O Prunet /F, {REF
B R R EM N EE (70%). WAL EMGE —MEL T, XTHE
AT Pruness 5 KAR B 52 M A5 8 1 14 e

1. LIWHER

1.1 SEE 4

PG PR Sigmoid (20004 ).

Retrain: No

1.2 4551

P IR T — A RSy B AT
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PruneiRHg BENMEANBHRE | wer
affinelBOMIRE : 70% 1.8274 9.07
affine2B0MIRE : 70% 10.1523 67.77
affine3NMEHRE : 70% 10.1523 9.5

affinedBVBHRE : 70% 10.1523 8.91
affinebBURBIRE : 70% 10.1523 8.52
affine6BIMGIRE : 70% 10.1523 8.83
final-affineBOMB R : 70% 17.4112 21.32

2. LWHRIL

N B R R 0 ) B AT PrunetfiAE,  HORFFBLZ ROME B — B, Xaffine2it
17 Prunexf TR PERE S M B R, HAX A EE I AN AT A BT Pruneds AR 22 (1 7
(B AXtaffine2if T prune)5, AR Ksparse _ratedF A ED. IS HAIE
i EABY, affine2dHEE T HoAh JUZ, #3750 S 2210 £ (e

R S5 VR AT) AN R 248 B 46 0% R B P S ANAEE, S 4 Prunef) 5 43 LU BRI
------ ) AT HE— B I ERAIE.

=. ¥fttValue PrunefPct Prune@ A3

1. XfEEaRAE
1.1 Pnorm 2000,/250

abs V.S, pet

120.0000
100.0000 A

80.0000

g 60.0000

2 —8—abs

40.0000

20.0000

0.0000
0.0000 10.0000 20.0000 30.0000 40.0000 50.0000 60.0000 70.0000

sparse_rate

1.2 Sigmoid 2000

Page 26 of 29
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Sigmoid 2000
13.0000
12.0000

11.0000

. 10.0000 /
9.0000 - — —e—pct

8.0000 —8—abs

we

7.0000

6.0000
30.0000  35.0000  40.0000  45.0000 50.0000  55.0000

sparse_rate

2. SLIGZEIR

H Ak 5t R B2 Abs Pruneff 77 %6, (HEAN NN, Pct Prunelf) 5 2% X
FEFE IS Prune 7 & (& EIRMELE —H0.

fEERPIFEOE R AT, 15BN R AFER: EPnorm WUE KA, Abs
PrunefJRCR HAE; (HAESigmoidBUE KL T, Pct Pruneff) U8 B4+,

M. FttERetrainfi/a AR M4 &E

1. BRER ChmESEMbRES, 5 DNSHRRBE R AR, 52K
SN C AU E D)

ok

Z< 26 Sigmoid 2000

pruned layer | pruning method tr sparse rate ; ver ;
no retrain | after retrain
all abs 0.0500 57.5236 62.66 8.9000
all abs 0.1000 86.3390 100.00 9.5200
all abs 0.1300 93.4277 100.00 10.3300
all abs 0.1500 95.9358 100.00 11.2600
all abs 0.1700 97.4409 100.00 13.3700
all abs 0.2000 98.6525 100.00 31.8000
all abs 0.2200 99.0829 100.00 41.4600
all abs 0.3500 99.8414 99.96 96.1600
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X 27 Tanh 2000

pruned layer | pruning method tr sparse rate - wer -
no retrain | after retrain
all abs 0.1500 96.8415 100 14.13
all abs 0.1700 97.9992 100 17.55
all abs 0.2000 98.8709 100 67.68
all abs 0.2200 99.1798 100 96.38
all abs 0.2400 99.3840 100 96.26
all abs 0.1400 95.9457 100 96.72

& 28 Rectifier 2000

) wer
pruned layer | pruning method tr sparse rate . -
no retrain | after retrain
all abs 0.1500 89.9823 100.0000 9.4200
all abs 0.1700 92.9586 100.0000 10.1100
2. R

fEretrainZ Ji, A 1M GE A B Fretrainz #1532 K IE T+, HSigmoid (2000)
VERIE R S, R R 2197 %R T REAS B AT LA Z 45 5 (wer).

A58 FAS [ (R0 BRI, retrain J& BEY (R 1E RERIWAN —o AN [A) (18005 oR Hodn 4]
SRR A5 (HlretrainZ JEHIBARD XA RT3 — B IR A

10 N—bWIfF

L. f# lretrainZ J5 A RIXS “SCUR 45187 AR AR “—7 “ 27 “ =7 iR R4
BEATIRIE

2. Xtprunem IR K ERL M (BRpruneds B BEATBEHLATIA1L, retrain )& it
fTdecode, R T S S5 A5 AL HUAE ) 52 224
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