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Abstract

This paper introduces an all-neural text for-
matting (TF) model designed for commer-
cial automatic speech recognition (ASR) sys-
tems, encompassing punctuation restoration
(PR), truecasing, and inverse text normaliza-
tion (ITN). Unlike traditional rule-based or hy-
brid approaches, this method leverages a two-
stage neural architecture comprising a multi-
objective token classifier and a sequence-to-
sequence (seq2seq) model. This design mini-
mizes computational costs and reduces hallu-
cinations while ensuring flexibility and robust-
ness across diverse linguistic entities and text
domains. Developed as part of the Universal-
2 ASR system, the proposed method demon-
strates superior performance in TF accuracy,
computational efficiency, and perceptual qual-
ity, as validated through comprehensive evalua-
tions using both objective and subjective meth-
ods. This work underscores the importance of
holistic TF models in enhancing ASR usability
in practical settings.

1 Introduction

Automatic speech recognition (ASR) systems of-
ten produce output text in spoken form, requir-
ing text formatting (TF) post-processing to con-
vert the ASR model’s output into a written style.
This conversion enhances the readability of the
generated transcripts and improves compatibility
with various downstream processes. While some
ASR models—particularly sequence-to-sequence
(seq2seq) models like Whisper (Radford et al.,
2023)—-are trained on audio files with written-
form transcripts collected from the Internet and
can directly generate properly formatted transcripts,
separating ASR into speech-to-text (STT)! and TF
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"For clarity, this paper uses “STT” to refer to the process
of converting speech audio into spoken-form transcripts, while
“ASR” refers to generating written-form transcripts, although
these terms are often used interchangeably.

offers practical advantages, making TF remain es-
sential in modern commercial ASR systems. It
enables consistent enforcement of desired formats
for representing various linguistic entities and al-
lows for the effective utilization of large amounts of
text-only data to train TF models. Meanwhile, STT
can focus exclusively on spoken content, which is
particularly beneficial for reducing word error rates
(WERs), especially in low-resource languages, and
enables the use of relatively small STT models.

In commercial settings, TF typically requires
multiple functionalities, including punctuation
restoration (PR), truecasing, and inverse text nor-
malization (ITN). PR adds punctuation marks, such
as periods and commas, at appropriate locations
within a given word sequence. Truecasing deter-
mines the correct casing of individual letters, such
as capitalizing the first word of a sentence, proper
nouns, and acronyms (e.g., representing acronyms
in all caps) while handling mixed-case words,
such as McDonald’s and JavaScript. ITN converts
spoken-form entities into their written equivalents,
including but not limited to ordinals, currencies,
dates, postal addresses, email addresses, URLs, and
social security numbers (SSNs). Combining these
functionalities would transform spoken-form text,
such as “on fifteenth march two thousand
and twenty-four ceo sarah mcallister
announced that aicorps’s revenue reached
twelve point three million dollars”, into
a polished written form: “On March 15th,
2024, CEO Sarah McAllister announced
that AICorp’s Q1 revenue reached $12.3
million.”

Conventionally, processes such as PR, truecas-
ing, and ITN have been studied independently, leav-
ing the question of how best to combine these indi-
vidual components unresolved. Additionally, many
existing methods, particularly for ITN, rely on
rule-based approaches using weighted finite-state
transducers (WFSTs) (Zhang et al., 2021) or a hy-
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brid of neural and rule-based techniques (Pusateri
et al., 2017; Sunkara et al., 2021; Gaur et al., 2023).
While these approaches are computationally effi-
cient and less prone to hallucinations, they are lim-
ited in accuracy and generalizability in handling a
broad range of ITN entities.

This paper presents a fully-fledged all-neural TF
method that performs PR, truecasing, and ITN. The
method was developed as part of AssemblyAl’s
Universal-2, a state-of-the-art commercial ASR sys-
tem, which has been demonstrated to outperform
other open-source and commercial ASR systems?.
The method comprises two neural network models
that work together to perform the aforementioned
tasks. The first model is a multi-objective token
classifier that handles PR and capitalization while
identifying textual spans that may require ITN or
mixed-casing. The multi-objective token classifier
has a shared encoder and multiple heads, which is
demonstrated to reduce inference cost without ac-
curacy loss. The second model is a seq2seq model
applied to the identified spans to perform I'TN and
mixed-case word conversion. By limiting the text
segments’ length processed by the seq2seq model,
the proposed method achieves a practically afford-
able computational cost and avoids catastrophic
hallucinations while benefiting from the enhanced
flexibility provided by the seq2seq model compared
to WESTs. Delegating the handling of mixed-case
words to the seq2seq model, in addition to ITN,
eliminates the need for error-prone character-level
casing decisions. Comprehensive evaluation re-
sults are presented, covering quantitative metrics
for TF accuracy, computational cost, and percep-
tual quality, demonstrating the effectiveness of the
proposed all-neural method as well as highlight-
ing the need for schemes that holistically evaluate
various aspects of TF.

2 Related Work

TF for ASR is essentially a sequence conversion
task from normalized text, or a sequence of un-
cased spoken words, to a written format. With the
prevalence of Transformers, it might be tempting
to use a seq2seq Transformer model with a bidi-
rectional encoder and an autoregressive decoder to
achieve this. However, this approach suffers from
practical challenges, such as high computational
costs required for producing long text as well as a
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lack of robustness to hallucinations, which are crit-
ical in large-scale usage scenarios. In fact, to date,
many ASR systems built for large-scale deploy-
ment have adopted a hybrid approach combining
multiple modules, each designed for solving sub-
tasks such as PR, truecasing, and ITN, as we review
in this section.

Punctuation Restoration (PR) PR has often
been cast as a sequence labeling task, where each
token or word constituting an input sequence is la-
beled with an appropriate punctuation symbol, such
as a period and a comma, as well as a blank sym-
bol representing no punctuation. Tilk and Alumée
(2015) pioneered the sequence labeling approach
by employing a two-stage LSTM. More recent
work used pre-trained encoders to better capture
long-term dependencies (Courtland et al., 2020;
Guerreiro et al., 2021). Some previously proposed
models attempted to solve additional tasks, such as
disfluencies processing (Lin and Wang, 2020) and
truecasing (Nguyen et al., 2019). It is also note-
worthy that utilizing acoustic or prosody input in
addition to textual observations was demonstrated
to be helpful (Zelasko et al., 2018; Zhu et al., 2024).

Truecasing Unlike PR, truecasing has been
mostly cast as a character classification task to
deal with mixed-case words, such as McDonald’s,
JavaScript, and AssemblyAl. RNNs (Susanto et al.,
2016; Ramena et al., 2020) and Transformer-based
hierarchical approaches (Zhang et al., 2022) were
often used in prior studies. However, in practice,
character-based approaches suffer from the “not all
errors are created equal” problem. That is, show-
ing “JavaScript” as “JavAScrlpt” is much more
detrimental to perceived quality than “javascript”
while the error count is equal between these two
examples. Therefore, some guardrail measures are
often required to deploy such models, which could
nullify the truecasing capability. While several
studies adopted word-level approaches (Nguyen
et al., 2019; Sunkara et al., 2020; Pappagari et al.,
2021), they typically simplified the truecasing task
to an easier capitalization task by ignoring or only
partially covering mixed-case words.

Inverse Text Normalization (ITN) ITN, a com-
mon challenge in real-world ASR, is a task of con-
verting spoken entities in a transcript into their
written form. ITN must handle a wide range of
entity classes, including ordinals, currencies, dates,
postal addresses, email addresses, URLs, and SSNis,
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among others.

Conventionally, rule-based approaches using
handcrafted WEST grammars (Zhang et al., 2021)
were employed for ITN. However, these ap-
proaches are cumbersome and expensive to scale
across a wide range of linguistic entities and lan-
guages, and have limited ability to leverage linguis-
tic context.

More recently, neural approaches have been ex-
plored, offering enhanced capabilities for utiliz-
ing context and improved generalization to sce-
narios not explicitly accounted for during system
design. Most methods are based on sequence la-
beling: an input normalized text is processed with
a Transformer encoder followed by classification
heads to label each token, where the labels specify
how to convert the corresponding input tokens to a
written format. Such conversion can be achieved
by using WFSTs (Pusateri et al., 2017; Sunkara
et al., 2021; Gaur et al., 2023) or other handcrafted
rules (Paul et al., 2022; Antonova et al., 2022).
However, reliance on rule-based approaches in the
final step still limits the generalization and scalabil-
ity of these models.

Notably, Nguyen et al. (2023) proposed combin-
ing encoder-only and encoder-decoder Transform-
ers, where the labels predicted by the encoder-only
Transformer are used to identify input text spans
to be processed with the additional Transformer
decoder. This method leverages the Transformer
decoder’s ability to model any type of conversion
learned during training. In addition, it is computa-
tionally efficient since the decoder is applied only
to limited textual spans, addressing the challenge
of seq2seq model mentioned at the beginning of
Section 2.

End-to-end Text Formatting (TF) Unlike the
methods reviewed above, which address only spe-
cific subtasks of TF, Tan et al. (2023) presented a
fully-fledged TF method that handles all the afore-
mentioned subtasks, except for processing mixed-
case words. The method employs a multi-head clas-
sification model that jointly performs labeling tasks
for punctuation restoration, capitalization, and ITN
pre-processing, followed by WFEST-based text con-
version.

Drawing inspiration from Nguyen et al. (2023)
and Tan et al. (2023), we propose an all-neural
TF model. Our model leverages a Transformer
decoder, or a seq2seq model, to handle various

entities requiring ITN without relying on hand-
crafted conversion rules. The seq2seq model is
applied only to specific textual spans, which helps
maintain inference costs within a practically af-
fordable range and minimizes the risk of hallucina-
tions, eliminating the need for additional guardrail
measures. These textual spans are identified by a
multi-head classifier that simultaneously performs
PR and capitalization. Notably, our seq2seq model
also handles mixed-case words, enabling the en-
tire system to achieve truecasing, unlike existing
methods.

3 Proposed Model: Universal-2-TF

The proposed TF model, named Universal-2-TF,
is based on a pipeline comprising two models,
a multi-objective token classifier and a seq2seq
model. Both models are based solely on text gener-
ated by STT, with no acoustics utilized.

Figure 1 shows the overall model architecture.
The first stage performs multi-objective token clas-
sification using a multi-head model, predicting
punctuation marks and token-level casing labels
while identifying textual spans requiring mixed
casing and ITN. The second stage uses a seq2seq
encoder-decoder model to convert short, unformat-
ted textual spans identified in the previous stage
into their formatted expressions to jointly perform
mixed-casing and ITN. The model utilizes some
left and right context for improved accuracy. The
predictions obtained from both stages are applied
to the text.

The proposed architecture offers several key ad-
vantages, as discussed below. First, the use of a
shared encoder in the multi-objective classification
model enables efficient inference by jointly per-
forming PR, truecasing, and span detection tasks,
while potentially capturing the correlations inher-
ent in these tasks.

Second, a seq2seq architecture is crucial for han-
dling ITN and mixed-case word conversion, as
these tasks cannot be easily modeled as classifi-
cation problems. The seq2seq model generates
text autoregressively, enabling more flexible text
conversion while leveraging both left and right con-
texts through a bidirectional Transformer encoder.

Third, avoiding full transcript processing pro-
vides two key benefits. First, focusing on restricted
textual spans minimizes computational overhead
and reduces processing time. Second, this approach
allows the model to be fine-tuned for specific ITN
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Figure 1: Universal-2-TF model architecture: A Transformer-based encoder generates token representations of the
input text, which are processed by punctuation, truecasing, and ITN span identification heads. Punctuation and
truecasing predictions are applied to the input text, from which ITN spans and mixed-case words are extracted along
with limited left and right context (one word in this diagram). The identified spans are then processed by a seq2seq

model for conversion and reintegrated into the original text.

and mixed-case conversion tasks, enhancing its
effectiveness without sacrificing robustness in han-
dling generic text conversion cases.

Finally, delegating the mixed-case transforma-
tion to the seq2seq model offers practical benefits
for truecasing. This approach allows us to use
a token-level method in the first stage, as other
truecasing transformations, such as sentence cap-
italization and all-caps conversion, do not require
per-character decisions. This results in a reduc-
tion in computational cost compared to using a
character-based truecasing model.

The remainder of this section describes the two
models in detail.

3.1 Multi-Objective Token Classification

The first model is a multi-objective network under-
taking multiple token classification tasks. Given an
input text, a sequence of feature representations is
first obtained through a Transformer-based encoder.
Those representations are then fed to three linear
heads to predict token-level labels, with each head
focusing on different tasks through disjoint label
sets, namely punctuation restoration, truecasing,
and ITN span identification.

Formally, given an input token sequence X =
{z1,...,x,} provided by an STT model, each clas-
sification head predicts a label sequence of the

same length:
LF =505, 1), (k=1,2,3)

where:

« [} € {PERIOD, COMMA, QUESTION, 0} denotes
a post-punctuation mark to be appended to
the ¢-th input token, with 0 representing no
punctuation;

1?2 ¢ {CAPITAL,ACRONYM, MIXED, LOWER}
denotes a truecasing label for the i-th token,
with MIXED used to identify mixed-case words
to be processed with the subsequent seq2seq
network;

« [3 € {ITN,0} denotes whether the i-th token
is part of a word to be inverse-normalized.

We train the three-headed model, including both
the encoder and the task-specific classification
heads, by minimizing a combined loss function
that aggregates cross-entropy losses £y, from each
classification head:

L=a1L1+ asLs+ asls (D

with o, being pre-determined task-specific weights
such that Y27 _ oy, = 1 and oy > 0. In our ex-
periments, we set o, = 1/3 for all k values for
simplicity.

At inference time, the predicted labels from each
head are used as follows.

* Punctuation restoration: When the predicted
label is any of {PERIOD, COMMA, QUESTION},
the input token is appended with the corre-
sponding punctuation mark.



* Truecasing: When the predicted label is either
CAPITAL, the first letter of the input token is
capitalized whereas if the predicted label is
ACRONYY, all letters constituting the input to-
ken are capitalized. When the predicted label
is MIXED, a text span surrounding the current
token, including some left and right contexts,
is extracted for further text transformation us-
ing the seq2seq model.

e ITN span identification: Neighboring tokens
with predicted labels of ITN are grouped to-
gether, along with some left and right contexts,
to form I'TN text spans. Individual text spans
are then processed by the seq2seq model for
ITN.

Note that predictions for subword tokens are ig-
nored.

3.2 Seq2seq Text Span Conversion

The second stage is a seq2seq language model
based on an architecture using a bi-directional en-
coder and an autoregressive decoder (Lewis et al.,
2020). It is trained to perform ITN and convert
lowercase words into properly mixed-cased expres-
sions.

Given a sequence of tokens in each span identi-
fied from the first stage, X = {z1,...,z,}, the
model predicts an output token sequence ¥ =
{y1, ..., ym }. This is achieved by finding the output
token sequence that maximizes a posterior proba-
bility P(Y'|X) = P(y1, ..., Yml|21, ..., xn), Where
the probability distribution is learned during train-
ing. The bi-directional encoder of the seq2seq
model computes hidden states H = {h1, ..., hy},
which are used to condition the decoding process.
The decoder generates the output sequence Y auto-
regressively using a greedy search strategy, that is,
the output tokens are produced one at a time. At
each time step ¢, the decoder finds the token that
maximizes the posterior probability over the token
vocabulary,

P(yt|y<t7H)7 (2)

where y-; represents the sequence of previously
generated tokens.

The model is trained by using a dataset consist-
ing of input-output textual pairs. The training is
achieved by minimizing a cross-entropy loss.

4 Data Processing Pipeline

Our goal is to learn a mapping from normalized text
to formatted text using the multi-objective classifi-
cation and seq2seq models described in the previ-
ous section. The training data for these models can
be generated from a textual corpus by applying text
normalization techniques. This can be achieved by
using the Nvidia NeMo Text Normalizer (Zhang
et al., 2021), which leverages WFSTs.

Although conceptually straightforward, achiev-
ing highly accurate and robust text formatting in-
volves addressing several intricacies in data pro-
cessing. This section describes these details.

4.1 Quality First: Data Cleaning and Filtering

Data cleaning and filtering are crucial to ensure
that models are exposed to high-quality, diverse
datasets during training. Publicly sourced data
often contain unwanted artifacts that could neg-
atively impact specific tasks. Also, such data may
not align well with our target application domains.
To address these issues, we developed a generic
pre-processing pipeline and tailored it to generate
training data separately for the multi-objective clas-
sification and seq2seq models.

More specifically, our data preparation pipeline
consists of three steps:

1. Coarse-grained filtering: We discard data
points that deviate significantly from typical
punctuation usage and capitalization patterns.

2. Text cleaning and normalization: We pre-
process the text by removing out-of-scope
symbols, correcting known errors and capital-
ization inconsistencies, and eliminating tran-
script artifacts, such as speaker labels, from
text data sourced from transcribed spoken au-
dio.

3. Fine-grained filtering: We further refine the
dataset by applying stricter filtering criteria to
obtain the cleaned text.

Details of the data cleaning process are provided in
the Appendix.

The pipeline is used to generate data for both
the multi-objective token classifier and the seq2seq
model. We adjust its configurations to optimize
for the specific needs of each model. Early empiri-
cal investigations revealed that the multi-objective
model benefits more from data diversity and scale
than from data quality, whereas the seq2seq model



is highly sensitive to training data quality and re-
quires higher quality datasets. Also, we used tai-
lored cleaning and normalization schemes to ac-
count for the different vocabularies required by
each model. For example, currency symbols are
essential for the seq2seq model to correctly predict
corresponding linguistic entities, while they are
not expected for the multi-objective model, which
operates exclusively on normalized text.

4.2 Filling the Void: Data Augmentation with
LLMs

One challenge in seq2seq model training is the
under-representation of text formats with high prac-
tical importance in data from typical sources. Ex-
amples include proper nouns, acronyms, and enti-
ties requiring strict adherence to specific format-
ting guidelines, such as credit card numbers, phone
numbers, and email addresses.

To address this, in addition to the data clean-
ing pipeline explained above, we expanded the
seq2seq model’s training data with synthetic tex-
tual examples generated by popular LLMs with
permissive licenses. Specifically, we prompted
the LLMs to generate diverse text samples rich
in proper nouns, acronyms, and various linguistic
constructs, as well as data containing entities that
require specific text formatting schemes, like credit
card numbers, phone numbers, and SSNs. Using
these synthetic texts, generated by multiple LLMs,
provides the model with the ability to handle a
wide range of practically important text formatting
cases.

5 Evaluation Results

We conducted experiments to evaluate the proposed
Universal-2-TF model across various performance
dimensions.

The model used in our evaluation was con-
structed as follows:

* Multi-objective token classification model
(first-stage model): The encoder of this model
was initialized with pre-trained BERT weights
(Devlin et al., 2019) using bert-base-uncased>.
We then added randomly initialized linear
heads on top of the encoder. All parameters
were updated during fine-tuning. The model
contained approximately 110M parameters.

Shttps://huggingface.co/google-bert/
bert-base-uncased

» Seq2seq model (second-stage model): The
second-stage model was initialized with a
BART family model (Lewis et al., 2020). We
specifically used bart-base*, which achieved a
good trade-off between accuracy and process-
ing latency. During fine-tuning, all model pa-
rameters were updated. The model contained
approximately 139M parameters.

Text data consisting of 10.2B words was used
to fine-tune these models. Our training data com-
prised public, purchased, in-house, and synthetic
datasets. See Table 1 for details. The multi-
objective token classification model was fine-tuned
for 100k steps using a batch size of 256, utiliz-
ing all data related to the involved tasks (PR, true-
casing, and ITN span prediction) as shown in the
table. The seq2seq model was fine-tuned in two
steps. First, we performed generic fine-tuning on
a larger, non-specialized dataset consisting of ap-
proximately 6B words, using the public and pur-
chased datasets along with a subset of the in-house
datasets. The model was trained for 500k iterations
using a batch size of 512. In the second step, we
further fine-tuned the model for 2k steps using a
ITN-focused dataset consisting of 2B words, specif-
ically generated through simulation for ITN and
mixed-case word conversion. Both models were
trained on v5e TPU clusters.

5.1 Objective Evaluation Results

To evaluate the entire TF system, we utilized
five datasets to ensure variability in data distribu-
tions: SummScreen (Chen et al., 2022), Dialog-
Sum (Chen et al., 2021), AMI (Carletta et al.,
2006), MeetingBank (Hu et al., 2023), and Eu-
roparl (Koehn, 2005). The following performance
metrics were employed.

* Punctuation Error Rate (PER): Measures pre-
diction errors for commas, periods, and ques-
tion marks, following the definition in (Meis-
ter et al., 2023).

e ITN Word Error Rate (I-WER): Quantifies er-
rors specific to ITN and is calculated as fol-
lows. First, we remove all punctuation marks
from both predicted and reference texts and
convert them to lowercase. Then, we identify
words requiring I'TN by aligning the original,
formatted reference text with its normalized

4https://huggingface.co/facebook/bart—base


https://huggingface.co/google-bert/bert-base-uncased
https://huggingface.co/google-bert/bert-base-uncased
https://huggingface.co/facebook/bart-base

Table 1: Summary of training datasets consisting of a combination of public,” purchased,® in-house, and synthetic

data.

Word count

Avg. word count

Used for 1st Used for 2nd

per sample stage training  stage training
Public Wikipedia 298M 112.7 v
CorpusData/NOW 2,612M 165.4 v
CorpusData/SOAP 7™M 1339 v v
Purchased CorpusData/COCA 739M 155.1 v v
CorpusData/Movies 152M 141.8 v v
CorpusData/TV 252M 144.3 v v
In-house Human-labels 1,949M 150.0 v v
Pseudolabels 2,127M 172.9 v
Synthetic 2,027M 138.0 v
Total 10.2B

version. Next, the formatted reference text is
aligned with the predicted text, while ignoring
punctuation and casing. We then calculate the
WER over the words requiring ITN.

* Character Error Rate (CER): Measures cap-
italization accuracy by computing CER after
removing punctuation marks, following prior
work (Meister et al., 2023).

* Mixed-case WER (M-WER): Similar to I-
WER, but WER is computed over mixed-case
words in the reference transcription rather
than words requiring ITN.

e Inference time: Measured on two datasets:
short texts (average word count: 416) and long
texts (average word count: 5,478). Processing
time is recorded on an Nvidia T4 GPU.

Table 2 shows the experimental results. The row
labeled “w/o parameter sharing” represents a model
similar to Universal-2-TF, where first-stage token
classification was performed using separate token
classification models, each fine-tuned for individ-
ual tasks. These individual models were initialized
and fine-tuned in the same manner as Universal-2-
TF’s multi-head model, resulting in an increase in
the total parameter count of the entire system. The
results show that Universal-2-TF achieved compa-
rable accuracy across all performance dimensions
while significantly reducing inference time. This
demonstrates the effectiveness of sharing the en-
coder across all classification tasks in the first stage.

The table also compares Universal-2-TF with
two internal models that perform PR, truecasing,
and ITN. We selected these two models because

no open-source system provides all the functionali-
ties required for TF. The first model, full seq2seq,
is a seq2seq model based on a Transformer en-
coder/decoder, which directly processes normal-
ized input text and generates formatted text. Its
architecture is identical to that of the second-stage
seq2seq model in Universal-2-TF and was trained
on the same data used for training the Universal-
2-TF seq2seq model. The result indicates that ap-
plying a seq2seq model in an end-to-end fashion
not only leads to significant inefficiency in infer-
ence but also results in degraded TF performance
due to lack of robustness and hallucination. The
second model, Universal-1-TF, is our previous-
generation TF system. It combines a neural PR
model (similar to the first-stage model in Universal-
2-TF), a character-based truecasing model, and
a WFST-based ITN model, as described in (As-
semblyAl, 2024; Ramirez et al., 2024). As ex-
pected, Universal-1-TF model exhibits significantly
worse I-WER than Universal-2-TF, highlighting
the limitations of WFST-based methods. Moreover,
Universal-2-TF demonstrates superior performance
in all other aspects, underscoring the robustness
and efficiency of our proposed approach.

5.2 Subjective Evaluation Results

In addition to the objective evaluation described
above, we conducted a subjective evaluation us-
ing human judges. While objective metrics such
as PER and I-WER provide insights into model
performance from large-scale experiments, they
may not capture the nuanced qualities that humans
appreciate in transcripts. In our subjective evalu-
ation, we compared the proposed Universal-2-TF
model with our previous TF method, Universal-



Table 2: End-to-end evaluation results for punctuation, truecasing, and ITN accuracy, along with inference time.
Punctuation accuracy is measured by PER, truecasing accuracy by CER and M-WER, and ITN accuracy by I-WER.
Processing time results are shown for both short and long texts, separated by a forward slash (/).

Model PER (%) CER (%) M-WER (%) I-WER (%) Time (s)
Universal-2-TF 29.0 0.9 0.4 30.3 10.7/92.7

- w/o param. sharing 29.0 0.9 0.4 30.4 12.7/130.0
Full seq2seq 35.0 2.5 2.3 37.6 222.9/2845.8
Universal-1-TF 29.9 1.2 0.6 52.7 11.2/127.9

Table 3: Human preference scores between Universal-2-
TF (proposed model), Universal-1-TF (previous model),
and neutral.

Universal-2-TF  Universal-1-TF  Neutral
81.2% 17.2% 1.6%

1-TF, using 400 test samples. These test samples
were carefully selected to represent the diversity of
our commercial domains and ITN entities. To elim-
inate bias in quality judgments, we collaborated
with two external vendors to recruit human judges,
assigning six judges to evaluate each test sample.
For each sample, formatted transcripts were gen-
erated using both models and presented side by
side in a random order, with the models’ identities
concealed. The judges were then asked to indicate
their preference for one of the models or provide a
“neutral” rating.

Table 3 shows the win rates of the two models
and the neutral judgment. Human judges expressed
strong preferences to Universal-2-TF, demonstrat-
ing its superiority in perceived quality.

5.3 In-Depth Performance Analysis

In addition to evaluating the proposed model in
an end-to-end fashion, we investigated its perfor-
mance across different TF categories using open-
source models and previously reported results.
Table 4 compares Universal-2-TF’s first-stage
model with two open-source punctuation models.
To directly evaluate punctuation classification ac-
curacy, we used F1 scores across three categories:
periods, commas, and question marks. BadCode
implements a Transformer-based multi-headed pre-
diction model to solve the PR and truecasing tasks’,
while Deep-Multilingual-Punct leverages a Trans-
former encoder with a single head to perform

Shttps://dumps.wikimedia.org

6https://www.corpusdata.org

"https://github.com/1-800-BAD-CODE/
punctuators

PR only (Guhr et al., 2021). Universal-2-TF out-
performs both models on average in all punctua-
tion categories, demonstrating its superior punctua-
tion effectiveness. On the Europarl dataset, Deep-
Multilingual-Punct performed the best. We believe
this is because the model was trained on the Eu-
roparl dataset, avoiding penalties from the domain
mismatch between the training and test sets, as well
as potential differences in punctuation styles.

Table 5 compares the performance of Universal-
2-TF’s first-stage model and BadCode in terms
of F1 scores across three truecasing categories:
lower-case, acronyms, and capital-case. On aver-
age, both models performed similarly in lower-case
and acronym word prediction, with BadCode being
sometimes even better on acronym prediction. This
may be due to the character-level prediction ap-
proach: in presence of consistent uppercase pattern,
the model seems to succeed at capturing the casing
global consensus. However, when the model must
decide the case of a single letter within a word, the
lack of consistent patterns makes it more difficult to
establish a strong consensus for the correct casing,
potentially increasing the likelihood of incorrect
predictions or hallucinations.

Table 6 compares Universal-2-TF and NeMo’s
ITN performance using I-WER as the evaluation
metric. In addition to the five publicly available
datasets mentioned earlier, we used six internal test
sets. These focus specifically on distinct ITN enti-
ties: credit card numbers, email addresses, phone
numbers, postal addresses, URLs, and SSNs. Each
test set contains 2,000 samples. Universal-2-TF sig-
nificantly outperformed NeMo’s ITN, which uses
a WFST-based approach, demonstrating the advan-
tage of a neural network-based method.

Table 7 shows another ITN evaluation results ob-
tained using the Google Text Normalization Chal-
lenge data (Sproat and Jaitly, 2017). Universal-
2-TF outperformed all models, except for Neural
ITN. This evaluation dataset contains extremely
short-form data while Universal-2-TF is trained on
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Table 4: Punctuation F1 scores across different models and datasets.

Dataset Model F1 score
PERIOD COMMA QUESTION
Universal-2-TF 83.8 74.8 83.8
SummScreen  BadCode 56.5 55.1 56.0
Deep-Multilingual-Punct 69.4 60.2 53.2
Universal-2-TF 88.4 71.1 93.5
DialogSum BadCode 71.3 60.0 76.7
Deep-Multilingual-Punct 81.2 66.0 85.3
Universal-2-TF 76.9 68.2 73.7
MeetingBank  BadCode 58.9 57.0 55.7
Deep-Multilingual-Punct 65.6 56.5 63.8
Universal-2-TF 77.5 69.7 82.7
AMI BadCode 54.6 52.1 60.2
Deep-Multilingual-Punct 64.0 55.9 70.8
Universal-2-TF 83.0 73.2 83.6
Europarl BadCode 66.2 61.8 51.1
Deep-Multilingual-Punct 90.8 81.2 84.9
Universal-2-TF 81.9 71.4 83.5
Average BadCode 61.5 57.2 59.9
Deep-Multilingual-Punct 74.2 64.0 71.6

Table 5: Truecasing F1 scores across different models and datasets.

Dataset Model F1 score
LOWER ACRONYM CAPITAL

SummScreen Universal-2-TF 97.5 95.8 88.7
BadCode 95.0 95.7 72.9
DialosS Universal-2-TF 98.4 95.0 91.0
108U BadCode 96.6 97.9 79.7
. Universal-2-TF 97.4 95.1 83.0
MeetingBank g 400e 960 938 73.8
AMI Universal-2-TF 97.7 954 79.7
BadCode 96.2 98.1 59.5
Eur | Universal-2-TF 98.3 95.2 86.1
uropat BadCode 96.6 95.5 71.9
Average Universal-2-TF 97.9 95.3 85.7
g BadCode 96.1 96.2 71.6

to process longer segments of text. In real-world
use cases, longer transcripts are expected, which
contrasts with this dataset. Nonetheless, Universal-
2-TF demonstrated competitive performance on
short form texts as well.

5.4 Examples

Figure 2 shows several TF examples comparing the
proposed Universal-2-TF model with our previous
model for different ITN entity categories. The pro-
posed model demonstrates consistent formatting.
It can be seen that Universal-2-TF generalizes well
to different types of credit card numbers (15- and
16-digit numbers) and phones numbers on which
Universal-1-TF struggles. Universal-2-TF also con-

sistently formats email, URLs, and postal addresses
correctly. It is worth noting that this improvement
has been achieved with lower processing time, as
shown in Table 2.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed an all-neural TF (Text
Formatting) model that achieves high accuracy
across all TF aspects, including PR (punctuation
restoration), truecasing, and ITN (inverse text nor-
malization), as measured on a wide range of test
sets. The model, used in our Universal-2 ASR
system, consists of a multi-objective token classi-
fication model and a seq2seq model for ITN and



Table 6: I-WER comparison between NeMo and
Universal-2-TF across various datasets.
Source Dataset Model
NeMo Universal-2-TF
SummScreen 78.6 11.5
DialogSum 62.3 29.7
Public ~ Europarl 64.3 24.3
MeetingBank 49.0 18.9
AMI 29.7 13.1
Credit Cards 72.6 19.0
Emails 63.1 19.7
Phones 56.0 184
Private PO Addresses 49.8 14.2
Web Addresses 55.2 28.1
SSN 57.2 18.8
Average 57.7 20.1

Table 7: ITN accuracy comparison using GTN dataset.

Model WER (%)
Nemo ITN (Zhang et al., 2021) 12.7
Thutmose (BERT) (Antonova et al., 2022) 3.7
Thutmose (d-BERT) (Antonova et al., 2022) 3.7
Neural ITN (Sunkara et al., 2021) 0.9
Universal-2-TF 2.3

mixed-case word conversion. This architecture en-
sures robustness across diverse text domains while
maintaining efficient inference. Subjective evalua-
tions of TF quality, conducted by external vendors,
also confirm the superiority of the proposed model
over its predecessor.

We emphasized the importance of building a
comprehensive TF system and measuring its per-
formance holistically, as highlighted in our previ-
ous work on ASR (Ramirez et al., 2024). We be-
lieve the significance of such a systemic approach
is growing as ASR is already widely employed
in practical applications and is being increasingly
adopted across a broader range of domains.

While the proposed model achieves impressive
TF performance, it has some limitations. Cur-
rently, it can predict only post-sentence punctua-
tion marks, which is inadequate for certain non-
English languages, such as Spanish, which use
pre-sentence punctuations like inverted question
marks. This limitation could be addressed by
adding an additional classification head to the first-
stage model. Another potential improvement is to
leverage acoustic input, which would enhance PR
and enable the prediction of exclamation marks.
However, real-world use cases operating at scale
often demand very low processing latency and cost.
Therefore, any solution must introduce minimal

additional computational complexity. Future work
should address these challenges.
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16-Digit Credit Card Numbers

Input: i’m so glad i finally reached someone my amazon order is a mess the confirmation email says three
thousand four hundred and fifty six seven thousand eight hundred and ninety twelve thirty four five
thousand six hundred and seventy eight was charged but i don’t recognize that number

Universal-2-TF: I’'m so glad I finally reached someone. My Amazon order is a mess. The confirmation email
says 3456-7890-1234-5678 was charged, but I don’t recognize that number.

Universal-1-TF: I’'m so glad I finally reached someone. My Amazon order is a mess. The confirmation email
says 3450 six. Seven thousand 890 twelve. Thirty four. Five thousand 678 was charged, but I don’t
recognize that number.

15-Digit Credit Card Numbers

Input: they even provided me with a five seven zero eight two nine four six three two one zero two five
eight four credit card to cover any incidental expenses i might have while on the trip
Universal-2-TF: They even provided me with a 5782-946321-02584 credit card to cover any incidental
expenses I might have while on the trip.

Universal-1-TF: They even provided me with a 5708 two 9463-210-2584 credit card to cover any incidental
expenses I might have while on the trip.

Phone Numbers

Input: luckily she was smart enough to hang up and call the real ssa whose number is one eight zero zero
seven seven two one two one three to report the scam

Universal-2-TF: Luckily, she was smart enough to hang up and call the real SSA,
1-800-772-1213 to report the scam.

Universal-1-TF: Luckily, she was smart enough to hang up and call the real SSA, whose number is 1800 770
212 13 to report the scam.

whose number is

Websites and Emails

Input: if you’re interested in learning more about our work you can check out our website at ai two one
dot labs dot com or reach out to us at info at ai two one dot labs dot com

Universal-2-TF: If you’re interested in learning more about our work, you can check out our website at
ai21.labs.com or reach out to us at info@ai21.labs.com.

Universal-1-TF: If you’re interested in learning more about our work, you can check out our website at
AL two one dot labs.com or reach out to us at info at AI two one dot labs dot com.

Postal Addresses

Input: the package is coming from amazon logistics originating at their fulfillment center on one twenty
three industrial drive in newark new jersey zero seven one zero five

Universal-2-TF: The package is coming from Amazon Logistics, originating at their fulfillment center on
123 Industrial Drive in Newark, New Jersey, 07105.

Universal-1-TF: The package is coming from Amazon Logistics, originating at their fulfillment center on
123 industrial drive in Newark, New Jersey. Zero seven 10 five.

Figure 2: Text formatting examples comparing Universal-2-TF (proposed model) with Universal-1-TF (previous
model).
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A Details of Data Cleaning

After collecting the data and examining random
samples, we identified numerous artifacts in the
datasets that introduced noise into the training pro-
cess. The artifacts range from random characters
such as #, &, <, >, and _, to additional punctuation
marks like !, ;, :, [], and (), which our models have
not yet been trained to predict. To clean the data
and eliminate the noise, we set up a data processing
pipeline to filter out noisy samples and clean the
remaining ones.

The main heuristics we apply to clean our train-
ing data were as follows. These heuristics were
developed based on thorough examinations of the
training data.

* Remove parentheses, square brackets, and
curly brackets along with the words within
them.

* Remove emojis, HTML tags, and any in-
stances of speaker labels.

Remove any period, question mark, or comma
at the start of the text if followed by a space.

* Replace multiple consecutive punctuation
marks with a single instance. Since we do
not support exclamation marks yet, replace
exclamation marks with periods.

* Replace instances of multiple consecutive
spaces and spaces before end-of-sentence
punctuation.

Capitalize the first word of each sentence
and uniformly standardize variations of “Mr”,
“Dr”, “Prof” and “ok” to “Mr.”, “Dr.”, “Prof.”,
and “OK” respectively.

* Loop through a list of common filler words
such as “Well”, “Umm”, “Mmm”, and convert

them to lowercase if they appear in the middle
of a sentence.

» Convert capital letters following ellipses (...)
to lowercase.

>

* Convert “You” or “Your” to lowercase “you’
or “your” if not preceded by a period or ques-
tion mark.

* Replace symbols such as ‘;’, ‘j’, ‘©’, ‘®’, 7,

‘=7 ¢ 7, etc.

In addition to applying these heuristics to remove
irregularities in the transcripts, we also filtered out
training samples that had unusually high or low
numbers of uppercase letters or punctuation marks
relative to the sentence length.
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