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● Recently proposed LLM-based ASR [1].
○ “Keep it Simple, Stupid”.
○ Only trainable component is Connector 

(Linear Projector, 18M).
○ Performance on-par with end-to-end 

ASR models on LibriSpeech set.

● Our work [2] highlights the failure modes of 
this architecture and suggests a way 
forward for its optimal utilization.

SLAM-ASR
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The Good
● Competitive performance for in-domain test sets.
● Benefit from generalizability of LLMs even for unseen tasks.
● Trainable parameters are very small.

Learnings

The Bad Table 2: Analysis of the impact of babble noise 
on WER.



Learnings

The Ugly

The Way Forward



Thank you!
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