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1.1 fFEOE=

AR, HEE AR EM O B RO KR EEH Y, EFEREMEMAH S
BGTHIFIRM > TS, Il ZIFEER AR TOEFHRGRIC AT, BRP, HTOH—F s —
YavYAT A, SEOFHEBERAER 2], Bl 5EIfERK 3] 2 IR HINT
Wo. Biaeak & E, B OYHRE» GEEE MR L - SEEER (TFAN) 2T
%, T2DH speech-to-text DEHZITH R AT THD. LU EE ORI M
WWEOTHBIZEDONTLUED. TOLOMENFETIERETIE, FHA#Y AT A
MEINZFE U TV ERDETIVEMENERE L ZEHADOMTI AT Y FRED, Nl
MEDKT25 SR, A QERETEFDMEBA 2T 201201, HrH 2y
SEREICMENH oL UTE @MEIZHEHMT 2 7-OD LRPEMPIBETH .

COMBIZNIET 272001207 7A—F L UT, MEREEHOSEEEN LM
BRI RE, 7V -V BEROEERBEIGED T S MENETENHS. HIZIE,
AN NV TCHES 22 U, MEE %272 U151 < SS (Spectral Subtraction) 23€ - & & Hiff
BEFETHD M. MIZE T 4 —F—T7 4R ) VI DHEGTIRER, 0 MEREARRIZ
Lo Tk LR ERERL % LB 9 5 SPLICE (Stereo Piecewise Linear Compensation
for Environments) [8] % VTS (Vector Taylor Series) [1] Z W\ =FHEREE, 7V —V 7
RERZHECTIDIZATHD LVDONTNS.

A IS E TR T EL LD, MEITHRLRBEE M- T, ME L &H
DETINDOEDIATY F2BMT 2B TES. HIAIE, REHOMBEMEL, KX
TLTCHFETDEHERITE S MFCC (Mel-Frequency Cepstrum Coefficient) [14] X%
2512 CMN(Cepstral Mean Normalization) [3, 8] 2> HEQ (Histogram Equalization) [5, ]
ZEDER Lz L ZREENE T ONS.

UL IS DFEOMERIMEREIKFL TH Y, BMOFEZIT THEA DOHEE 2
JLHEFH D SNRAZIE S THIFES 5 Z L IZIEH ICREETH S, T I TINLDOMEMETEE
BEEHABDERET DI LT, KVIRFFHOMEERTIIN U CTHlfd 2 & A lilia i ae T
Hd. FATHRTIX, EEOFELZ BRI 2 DMAE LY D AL P, BHOFIEDR
AEREZEEHEZHEAL, Eo L EEHEOR VMR EZMAR R L 5 A1 0] Kb
5. INHLDMAICEY 1 DDOFETORME YD CEFENMW LU, HEYIHAEDEZ
BT AT &Y JRFPHOME S BB U T B E R RE T H D Z L PR INT
W5,

1.2 HEOE®N

B BHEEBRET (T U Ol 2 S alili 2 @ 9 2 7218, EROMENETIEZHRE
T2 ZEMREINTWD. EITHRITIIZERNBHAGDOEIER L FBEIC L DHENDH
D, B0 8 RHEEOMERECERELRHPRIETITVD.

77—



UL IS DEEIEICE D H D, BRI AGOEIETIE, 4FEOHESIET
EE2DOMAEDLEDZ -0, HIMETRETRE BERLHAGLEZMSZDICE, &
BT 42 = 16 FEDFME T LR ITNIER LBV, EHEHEIZEDZHEAEIIBVTE, RHMEZM
FEFEZNTNTRBEITOMBENDH D20, RBFOHERNRESR-oTLES.
R, TEREYATLD) TIVEA LERERLONDAHEENRHD. I SIEFEL VD
REBAREHERNZEMNTIZRL, HBORMDEHZ EZLND.

Z 2 TR TR D FIE L TR R DM NEFIEOME MG T 5. £9iT1%%
T2ODMSIMTEFEEMASHLEAZLEDI, 20U EOFEEHASOEAESICYD L
SHMEBRIZ R D DR MR TS, X5, ;rLWEEL UL TEROM SN FEFE% SPLICE
THNTHAT S HEZRETS. SMENEFTEZEH L - HEE2EEEE LR
NV 5, SPLICE Z HHWNTZ VU —VRRHEZHE TS Z LITkY, eI g8k
BEZES., ZTO1 OORBE CEHRBEIT D ZIITTROWAEZOFEEND LT, X
512 SPLICE MMEFERBEDEWVIZ S UT, EOMESNETFEDORBEIZEAMNIT 2T 25
RBINT 5720, EHFHOMSEEICH U THEEBETH D 2 ERHI/RINS.

1.3  FEWX DS

AFIEE 6B THRTINT WS, FTEDTETIE, FHERmD IR, & — 72
TR AT LAOMEEZ TS, BRETIE, MIVEHBBATLIIEDESIC
OB R RUF TN EHIAL, MEORME LRI ZOICHAINI HESNEFEEZHENT 5.
WOETIE, FIMROHEEGHEL ZORBESIZOVWTFHULBIL, TORMEMZMHNEL
72 SPLICE % W2 #iAiE %2 R KT 5. BT TIE, REFEROENME 2R T 272012,
MEBRETNICB I EERMEREITo /2. RBIZERET, AXDFzed, 5HOM
TP RBLEIZOVWTHRARTNL.
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Speech Vectors
v | Feature |-
. ) Decorder — 1 gotit”
Extraction| Xx w

Acoustic | [Pronuciation||Language
Models | | Dictionary || Model

P(X|w) P(w)

Figure 2.1: Architecture of a HMM-based Recogniser

2.1 XU ®IC

AR WO NTO BN AREFRSY AT ATIE, FANCEFROREEDE TV
EFEELUTEE, TOETIVEERBEIZANINAERORMEN ENZ T OMERIIZELIT
WEDERHIEIILT, AL TS, AETE, —BIICE IO SN TS FHE R R
PG FRIY AT LOWEE HHT 5.

2.2 BEHFRAHRORIE

B aas DAV Figure ZI D £ D IR I N D, Hiaeamd, AJERE I N/ E K
el ZREEDORY Xir = 1,...,xp N UT, HEMRIITKE LD HEGES]
wi.;, = Wy, ...,WL, %%OLj%)FDﬁ%Et bfiﬁ’ﬂﬁf%é

w = argur?aX{P(w]X)} (2.1)

PwX)2ZDFEEETIMELTE I LIFEL WD, XA XDOEMTRERMT D L

b — aremax P(X|w)P(w)
= ongue | SO 22)
= argg1ax{P(X|w)P(w)} (2.3)

iﬁP@ﬁ@i%éﬁa%%aﬁét%ktwioaﬁﬁkauvﬁmm%%fwm?é

FEETINOPEIN, HAHER P(w) XD &5 LHEGENHE LTV E ETIE
LTWREBETANORETS I ENTES. (£3) ADHRD P(X) 13 P(X |w)P(w)
DRFEIZFG LR ZOI, BBTIEERTDHENRN. TNTNDETIVEH SMNU
OREOFHEPXENSFEHING. UTCIREHEMT, 2T T IVoME, SEET
IWOREEDBITFEIZ DWW TH LU KL TV L.

~10—



F2E FERAVRAT LA

Speech signal

i} Lt?&

Short term signal MMNW\MMMJ\W

@ DFT & log transform

IDFT Cepstrum

Spectral
envelope

IR S

N—/

Figure 2.2: Cepstrum extraction

2.3 EFEOEHHEMH

2.3.1 ARJ ML

LR OBRIZIE R, NSNS FEIREEZZDFEEHANDE Z 2I3FBE R,
— MR, HAE ORISR Z DFBEBRETH D AT MNZE > TREING. AR
7 MVIL, F9EA T ERMEEICEY B, BUIRRBEKENTS. kY, B
B 7 — 1 T4 (Discrete Fourier Transform; DFT) MSA[EEIZA Y, TNTNDEFEEMN L
DFLE DIRIERAIF %2 Hi > TV B KT A2 1L (Spectrum) 27525 Z W TE 5.

2.3.2 HTANS A

FEOFIZE>THIHINDREED > B, LD ARY MUVEREZ RE UL ORE FWD
PTVREE L UTAKHWSLNTWEDMT AN F A (Cepstrum) TH 2. Figure 2
D&, FFTARY MVEKRDE, TOXNEISNT—ARYT MLVERD, T LT
WAL 7 — 1) T2 (Inverse DFT; IDFT) 2L TRONDDNT TA KNI LATH 5.

AN T AFBAED S EE R DI T H S D EEMEEE TV (V—A T«
WAETI) IZHEDNTWDE, V—AT A I)NAETIVCIE, AHOEFELEROBERIZED
X, AHOFTFENEHOIRENC & 2 FHRE Gw) 126U T, AMOFEEIZET DG D

11—
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Jmel (f)

fnel () = 2595 logio (1 + £/ 700)

Figure 2.3: Relation between linear frequency and mel frequency

FHVE H () % AR Y LCRx OB TW2 L £ 2 3. 3405 AR 51
THERINGHH S(w) £ U FORTET.

S(w) = G(w)H (w) (2.4)

X (Z2) OMHEDONEZ L) ThEH 7 —) TEBRT S, WlE & 20z &)
REMOETHMTE .

o(r) = FHS(w)|
= FGw)| + F | HW)| (2.5)

DX EXN(ED) BB cfr) WHEREE UL TOT TANTIATHD. IDFT 1I2&D 77
ANT LEANZ MVRBERY, ZOMREOAZKRL, @ikEZ 0L U2E&IZ, DFTY
% ZETANRY MVEMELNS. TN ([E3) B2 FHH(W)|, $805HED
PEREICNIRT . AR MVEAED IO FFE GO LGB L 7 A< v
NEWE L IEND., SEOFENFEBIEZO 7 v~y MNEREIZ LS END, DF Y
TTARNT MIANRY MVIERE SEICRIT 27 MVREE L 25

2.3.3 BEERFMAEARMLAT TR A

ABEDE D SRS 2 JE B RAE IR O E I BUT E M <, BV EEBIZ SV E
DHISENTWS, D& REEEEMELZ 7 72 NS AR MEIZKII 28 ONEO I E
£E95.

MFCC & Figure Z3 D & 5 2 AIVEWRE & WEIEND, AFEOTEE R % Kt U 72 &
i EIZBWTCEHEMBICHEINZ=ARBEZHEL, 71V ENY I 3MEITDHETRD S
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1-a l-az l1-a;

ay
bl(X) bz(x) b3(x)

Figure 2.4: Hidden Markov Model

N5, BEEBIIFIET D HBREEIEONNT — %KD, BOKIIDEAZDITTHNEZ LD
ZETAMEUZARY MIVOBERIEERPE O, ZHUIEER Yo ARz Z & T
MFCC 23R 5ND. BB AINEREBIILL DR +— 2 7 TRD B.

Foat(f) = 2595 log, (1 + 7{;0) (2.6)

2.4 EHEETI

EEETIV LI, P(X|w), TRDLLDDHGEw RFHEI N L JITEHERBEORR
I X BN INLHERZLRTLIETNTHY, BETREAIRT LS 2RI T
E 7 )V (Hidden Markov Model; HMM) % W2 DD EFIZR > TS, Figure Z4 12BN
T, S, 1ZiFHHOREZR, o (ZRES, NORIE S, | ADREBEBMERZ, b(x) IFIRE S,
MO EFREE x VB NIND LR E, T ThRT. b(z) DRSHOR L LT
&, BE AU A5 (Gaussian Mixture Model; GMM) 23& < WS35, HMM Id#& H R
BEOFRY T —42 X NEEIS N2 S, 208 HMM OWTIhDAREN S D H
ThHdEDONDEM, EOREBRIINOHNINEZFHERBONETIEDONLEN. TDED,
BEAv) ~)VaAT7ETIVERIZN TN S.

REfEw G- ZA 6Nz E, HMM 2 FIWTERIIZ P(X|w) 23RO D TR DOWTHIT
%. Figure 231X, HGE w@HMM NS B FERHEEDOIRST—4 X = (1), 2(2), -, z(7)

M INLGEDRBREES DRI RN TE2RL TS, HD—DOOREE@E LT
X BT NSRRI, TORBEIZE I S REESHER o, & FHRETOHIHER b () D
FEIZE->THAT DI LN TES. £IZ T, Figure ERIZRIN/Z TR TOREERTITH

~13—
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EONEe 0
C () 0 O

x() x2 x3) x@ x5) x6) x(7) t

Figure 2.5: Trellis path

UTCZDERZROME L, HMM »SREERRY] X NI NS RE, §48bb5
P(X|w) 2RDDZEMTED. 72720 IDHETIE, TNTORBKICKLUTHAMHERE
ARG 22O BENERIZZ>TUED. TIT, mEIMIHEROK I ZREDA %G
BL, TNZE2TP(Xw) 22X ETINTY XLANEH EZHOLNTH
5. EAETNIY XLEZHNTH, EREERLUAZGE EHERIFIFEAEEDL RN
EMNERIIZHEND 5N TN S,

2.5 BETETIL

SREETIVIE, RAFERNZEE U TZYUBEDIZTIHNEZMETHD. ZDHKIZEY
%%@@ﬁ?ﬁé@@ﬁé@m:rﬁﬁbt D, XX UTHY LR & D REERRBEEY] % )
52 LINTED. —RINIZIE, BEE N-gram ETIVAHWSLND Z &M%\, BEE N- gram
52607 NEOHEESNZH LT, TOHBEREZ 522 ET NV THD. HlxiX
“FAMFFER? &S HGEFIDRIT, “4287 LW\ D HEEMRDHERD, “T3 tu\oﬁan
KDMELRLDEENE VIR L EZHRTDI2ETINTHD. ZNIL>T, HEEETI
EANFBEL DY F 2 I & > THEE S NZRBEFED M Om N S, SENICKRD
EELSLWEDREPHT ZENAHEIZRS.

FEFw = wy, ..., w, OFFHEER P(w) I&

L
=[] Pwlwy,... w) (2.7)
=1

LRIND. N-gram ETNVDHE, Pw)ZERODO N — 1 BFEDORUKTFT 5 720

P(w) = [[ Plwlwi_s, ..., wi_ns1) (2.8)

=1
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\
;Q—VERY —,4 SN
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Sy
N{)\]b \V
=N
HAVE &—ir Time

Figure 2.6: Example of word lattice

ERIND. NIZ2ARETHD I LMNEW.

N-gram E7I)NVDFHEIE, KEOXFEICHITIHENEZEH T LICL>TEET
5. LU, HEOHMAEDLRIFIEFIZIZHY, 2HOHBEOMALEDLEIIH LT
BREDFET— %2182 ZEIIHENICITEH LN, 22T, Z0FET—ZDA/—AM
DRIE% R T 572012, B4 RFIETEEETNVDO RN TbNE. ke L, #
BF—2OFIIEL L CWRWHRENTH->TEH, TOEEHEEEZ 0IZET, HDNIIR
25252 Thd. LUFERILEHBIBNEEETINTHo-5E, FHET—XITIX
B LB N EENIZIFE VNG 2T 2 e NTERL<B->TLED. 20D
EIDBREFEET NG 2 I LAIRIZE L <HIREINTWS.

26 TaA—T4VY

BEETIVESHETIVNEEINE, ANINERIINS L CHEY)ZHEESE RO
I on, Fa-4 (Filkd) OREITHL. 7IA—XE, HENLOIRD LN T\ DGR
ESEMD Figure LB D & 5 BAGH 2 EK T S, TNHED TR TORFHIZDONT P(X|w)
AL, TNPRREZRDZwEREL UVWEGESE UTHNT L. ZORMEZMRIET S
BINT, INTOMBUH UCTHERZFRLUTLUED LEHEEMNFRIIR)TES. 22

TEIEDBRHTDH DL RE DR IX T HBABRIEEIE L 2, B OFE2 HWT
AREZDBLITLIREDOTRMTDONSG. LED LD %, WAV THE A H RS IEAT
LTS,
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Trained
Training Clean Speech _[ Clean Acoustic
Environment Features Models
""""""""""""""""" Mismatch

Extracted

Recognition || Noisy Speech

oI || NOIsy speecn || Noisy Acoustic
Environment

Features Models

Figure 3.1: Mismatch between training and recognition environment

3.1 EU®IC

HHEET I RY Ebtﬁﬁt%ﬁaém&bt%ﬁw AR FEEANZE L 7DD,
FlgureB:I]’Ci?)é FHERETIEZ ) -V REEN O U REEE2E>T, 7V —V
BEBETIVEFETLS. UL UHSOFET 2RMERETI, HE1ES L ZREEL
IV —VEBEFEETNTRBLEID T2, I ATV FREURBENMETT 5.
CDEDBBETHRBREZM EIEDIIIATYFRETILENHS. ZIT,
RARYFEMBETD2OIZIEATD 220207 7O0—F1E 2 655,

E5)LE R
2N =V REEBEF ) S EIE T TOETFNVIEDITS
MZINE

MESERBE N CHI U 72 2 2 ) — U RREISE DT %

ETFIMEIG L EZ 7)Y —VRFEETIVE, MEREOHRE AW THSEREICS T 52
ETNEMET D, MEEREOEE %Tw%%i?é EMTENUE, MEFERBECThi U
FRHEAZTOFEEFEBEICRBTLIILMNTES. UL, HMM TETIMEIN/ZH
BE T, BMEHDONRTA—=2EELS5TEY, TO 12120 TEBER HEE
T50FEENKI V. BARNZLTFIE L U T Parallel Model Combination (PMC) [15]
* Maximum Likelihood Linear Regression (MLLR) [Iﬁ] b,

*E%ﬁ%?ﬂ]Edi%%fﬁ%T’G?ﬁﬂtﬂ U7 kitiE %, DB LB 7 ) — V BFEE
L:‘E 5. BARIR FIRITHEY & HEE bi&ﬁ%%%ﬁé%#b%l IETLHSS P, HEHE

mbau~/ P ANDZEH % K R A LTIl % SPLICE R EZIKIZH 725
%MgéHMM;Uﬁ%&GMMaaf%TwmbfﬁU~/a%@§%%mﬁé iz
BoOTUED 2D, —MRNZIZETIVER LD & ENE L EDDOHERZ/NX <
Té;t@f%é
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AT MEFEOREEZHNE LTWEDT, FARMICEWTAL b Ty
SHEEMETIER, RETFIRIIED Y PEOMEFINETFIEEZHNT .

3.2 SS [1]
SS (Spectral Subtraction) I3 & HMMAMFMETIETH L. MEHETHDO/NT—A

R MO S, WEUZHEZDINT —ART MV EFIEETDH I LIZLY, MSNERRX
N5, SSIFUTFTOXRTERINDS.

SU7) = X ()P = 8- [N (f e &) (3.)

ZZT, S(f,7) BMEEMERDARY MV, X(f, 1) I 3MESEESHEDARY MV, N(f,7)
THEEHEE DAY NL, BIFBREAREUST A =&, nI3BRER/NT A -2 %E2RLT\D.
niEZ1HDdNE1203HDONDE ZENEL, n=1DHEE2FERALY (NT—RAA
V) @SS, n=05D5HE 1RNASY (RIFERAAY) OSS EEEND. UL, Z
DIFBERE T D & DI E T 2 BT - E D L H D DT TIEAR.

3.3 RASTA [2]

NG 2T 2RI, & A O RREZ T TR <, ZORMKNAZRZILIZEH
UCiRilia L T0Wad. L7d > THMIC L 2 FFAERICE VT, MFCC & & DR E
ZITRL, HNREEORMN AR Z 2 R THINREEZ NS Z &Ik DRz M
EIEZeNBINTHD. RENZRENREREIZTIVAREETHY, ZIIIFTEE
7V — ORI EORIFHRE L U TR INS.

UL, AHEOBERIET N TORMEBOR AL Z FEICHET 2D TiERL, 1~10
Hz F O 2 %2 R EBURIZHME T 2R ONT WS, ZOHEBOAZBEIE5
NV RISAT A NRENTDZ LY, &) ABORRIZEIU ZRE 2421455 Z &2 T
5. ZH7%z RASTA (Relative Spectra) & IFE.

RASTA 74 VR E L TELKHWLEND IR IFLFORTEINS.

24zt — 3 9,

H(z)=0.1z*
(2) SR T, Wy g

(3.2)

ZDT 1NV DEEBEEIE Figure B2 D X 51275, RASTA 71 V&%, NAISAT 1)
A2 &> TMFCCDEFRD ZHRETEZEII8D. ZNIEEET S CMN L EBEOR)ER
RFFOZLICRD. F20—AT7 4 VAR5 THUWKEEIZ L% $ 284 % Fit b d
52EMTEDLDT, KHZLOBWMUWHEDREELFTES.
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lIR BANDPASS FILTER

—T

10 b

ATTENUATION [dB)

0.001  0.01 0.1 1.0 100  100.0
MODULATION FREQUENCY [Hz]

Figure 3.2: Frequency response of RASTA band-pass filter

X

Normalize

=>

Figure 3.3: Transformation through CMN

3.4 RFHEIERE

i IE AR TS T E TR AW
ANZTEEZEMT 20, FEEFERbIEEY
TIEHATS. 2k FEEHT—XTFEY
DIAYY FEREWT 5.

MM W IR EER T S 3l T — &2 D
*? B & T T — & DO 2 ML S DRE
INEEE TV EFHT T — & OFRHEE D[

3.4.1 CMN [3,

CMN (Cepstral Mean Normalization) &7 7 A N T AMNSZDFHEEE Z L5 2 I
V% 0 IZIERMET 2 (Figure B3). 7 7 A N T AIZHEA Y MVIES O R E 743
DT, F¥RNVERILDHENFERIND. FHAZELZREE 2 ITFDO X Sk
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C': the cumulative distribution of
the original feature

X
Normalize
Chormal : the cumulative distribution of
the standard normal distribution
Figure 3.4: Transformation through HEQ
INb.
T=xT— P (3.3)

72720 p X EHALRTORIEE x DEIETH D, & OFEIZ0IZAR>THY, CMN &
FED 1 IXEIE 2 ERUET D FEZ L E X5, CMNIGIERE ICHMRELTH DN, &
GO \EBER SRS ERH TN TES /20, BEOEHERBY AT LIZE N
TESHHEINTNS.

3.4.2 HEQ [5, f]

HEQ (Histogram Equalization) I&E D& D & BV, IERALL 72 & BEEHEERI A TR D
£l x 24T 5 (Figure Bd). TD/2OIIE e N6 2 NOEWME 2RKDDBENRD 5.
FIFUTDOEDITHAEINSD.

& = F(@) = Crpa(C(@)) (3.4)

2ROV o ORBEERE, Ol T 0, 5801 Td 2 BHEERI A6 0 SR
BOWBEBTHD. ZOEHIZ LD ESLU ZREE ¢ OREREE S M ISBHEER A L
£%. FVHAS L HEQ MEDT N TOMEE EAILT 3 FHAL 545, 0
HCHEQ I3 OMN OHEERE £ 22 Z 2 AT X 5. £ F 3L TH 5 7200, HEQ 34
BTk B I B EAZ M IR 2 ENTES,

3.5 VTSIZED < s 7]

VTS (Vector Taylor Series) (235 < KuRdd TIIRIRE LT, 7V — Y HEREDOHEN
7 —ANY MV T OREE « 2 K BAD GMMIZRED L EL, FENHCB RO LS
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WZEPHINTWD LT 5.
K
plx) = PRN(, iy, Su ) (3.5)
k=1
72720, KIXIEEROADA YTy 7 A% KU TS, M 2O TIINTEMHES D A
*EZ, TONMEEMESE O 1, DS, WEETEL L9 5.

WEIST —ART MIVEETIE 7V —V EE x, IEEME S n, MEEEE S y ORI
WELATRD & S BEBZRRH 5.

y(z,n) =z +g(x,n) (3.6)
g lEI Ay FEEE XN
gp(x,n) = log[l + exp(n, — )] (3.7)

ERIND. bIFTANEINIDA VTV IATHS. IAYYFHEEIIIERETHDD
T, MIEEMTEHTEZZENTIRN., FIT, IAYYFHEHBEKERSHEOEE %
FhELUTTA 7 —EBHO 1 RIEETTELT 5.

1y (D) & f12,1(D) + b (1, 1) (3.8)
Zyvk(b’ b) ~ [1 - fb(/j’af,ka Mn)]QZ:c,k(b7 b)+
2720, fldATDOEDITRINDMBIBKTHD.
1
fo(@,m) = (3.10)

1+ exp(zy, — np)
LRI NG R 2 HET D ZENTES.

x(t) = Elz[y(t), p(x), p(n)]

= E[y — g|y(t), p(x), p(n)]

~y(t) =) Pkly(£)g(bep: fom) (3.11)

=7ZU,

PE)N (y, iy Sy k)
Zgzl PN (Y, iy i, Sy 1)
AEDESIZ2) =V ERD GMM 2FHANlFEH LU TEE, INEMMEE2H#HETH 2N
HRAIE VTS IZ L D RHERFAMN T X 5.

P(kly) = (3.12)
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/

® 1 :Estimated Clean Feature

@ Y : Noisy Feature

Figure 3.5: Conceptual image of SPLICE

3.6 SPLICE IC & 2 %2545 [R]

) —VEROREEY », HEEEEFOREELZ y £ 95, SPLICE Zy b
DR R % LT D & 5 BRE AL & > TEMT 5.

&= p(kly) Ay (3.13)

ZORDOEM % Figure BAIZRT. kIZHAEMOA YTy 7 A, A, IFAREEHITS,
y =1 y"|T ZRITIE/EERT MV THD. AL IF—ETHDEH, HBREMOEAT
B3 p(kly) By IIEUTEBT 2720, 2EL UCHMEENE RIS LN TES.

ZOXNTRHBE®RHAE T 2720121, REKIZABPOENZAT VAT —& {2}, {yi}
EFET—RLUT, EOLDITEMESETLENEERT p(kly) &, FBLH A, %58
TERENRDHD. £ y; OMEREEREA GMM IS LAREL T TFD &S I2#ET 5.

p(k) = m (3.14)
p(yilk) = N (yi; p, X)) (3.15)

727U, m, o, e R TNTNEFREDA VT 7 AIST 2 ERDAOER, Fi, 4
BTHE. ZAUTEY plhly) BEAFOESISHHETES,

p(k)p(yilk)
p(yi)

_ TN (Ys: i, i)
> e TN (Yi; e, Eie)

p(kly:) = (3.16)

(3.17)
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IR L HATI] Ay 1, BEAN S BN FERERETU T O LS IZFETES.

A, = ar%lminz p(kly:)||x; — Aryll]? (3.18)
k i

Ihzf L,
A, =XPY'(YPY')! (3.19)

ER%. HEUX)Y R, ThTha, y 2 EFRIWEA T8, P i3 p(kly;) 2 IHEFIZAA
72 D NAMDIFOITITHD.

D& DT Ay & p(kly) ZHINCFEETENE, EEICREEZ®RHT 2 RIER (Em)
AHETLZIT T, ZHICEVEREI A NMINSW—5T, @ik R R RA D ]
REE R, 2 UHE T — RITBR ORI DM E Bl 0 IR AE B HE & BB N Tl SPLICE @
PERRIFMETFLTCUE S 2 MonTW5.

3.7 Advanced Front-End

AFE (Advanced Front-End) (& & A8k A7 ADFEHiZ B L U T, BN ESGB{FE
HEAL#EME (European Telecommunications Standards Institute; ETSI) 7] (2 & > THEH#E(L
INTVDREIMTEIETH S (18], AFE XY 71 7> MICREIH, EiE, &1z
ML, TDOTF—2%&ZIFWo 29—/ MITREEDO T I— R, fE, SHERMETD 2
HHERMEREURBETHD. KX TIEAFE OMSEIEICET 2802 FHT S
DT, AN TIIMESHELRICOWTEEL <FHIHT 5.

3.7.1 BFHFKERHER

MR EEH O 70y 7 M % Figure B0 (27”9 . AFE TI3M#EH XM H (Voice Activity
Detection; VAD) IZ& V) HEXEZHEL, TOHEREZMESTOHE, FMEEOLEHE, 7
REDERD 7y 7 THALTWS. VADDHEZE T D720, ATFD 3 DR %E %
TV —AZEIZHEBE U THYWTWS.

1. ARYZ NVDIT R F—
2. HARWE = &0 L BEDONDEIHD AR MVOZ R F—
3. 7 LV —LANDERHRD AT NIV D4 ER

AR MIVDIZRINF—ZHFEXBTREL LD VAD D1 DDIEEIZKR DN, MG
WEoTEREILK AL -OHEBETIERN. TOH2FHORK M THOHNIE, HARF R &
LI IIMM DI LR K Z VSN 2 o TV D 720, M0 3 2 il vE 2 e i) &
WEEZXD. LML, ZORBENTINATAINEZAD LD BFME2EDF ¥ 2IVEAIZE
W AR NIVDZEUE AR SIVDOEEDE L X 2RI RHETH D, — i & X

—23—



i
i ! o
L 1st Stage ! i
1 |
i PSD . N
s —> > | | | o
! .| Spectrum Mean WF Me Me Apply Lo
1| Estimation _ | Design [ ™| Filter-Bank [ ™| IDCT [™| Filter Lo
5;;)("7) ol | :
Pl o
1 !
' »| VADNest o
! S | :
R D i
11 2nd Stage :
1 |
i PSD v 1
i i Spectrum ™ Mean > WF Mel Gain Mel Apply i
1 Estimation Design [ | Filter-Bank [ Factorization [ ™| IDCT [™]| Filter | |
| g |
N |
o !
|

Figure 3.6: Block scheme of noise reduction in AFE

Si_of (1)

IIMEFWIEIZ LD ART MVD L EADEAER L N, FEFREXEIHEARTART b
WOFEIIRELS RS,

3.7.2 HMETFRERR

BERRERANING L TOPIENO ETHECRET D, MERERIT2BEOY 1+ —
F—T 4N RERTILIZEIDEHIND., FIIEFHEEN S 25msec DK TR
T TEHU ARY NV S, (f, 1) #KDD. VEBEVED 27V —LTNT— S, (f,t) %
e A NS EWAL U 72 D 2 BRI/ ST — AR NV Spep(fit) & D, F/2, U1 —F—
T 4N RDBFHIBERMEE DI — Sy (f, 1) 1& Spsp(f,t) £ VAD D7 T 712 &> THE

THIEMNTES.

LBEHDD 1 —F =74 VA DORE H(f, 1) FATDESIZUTEAETE Z N TES.

H(f,1)

n(f,t)

1+ (f,)

where 7n(f,t) =

Sden (f7 t)

SN(f> t)

(3.20)

(3.21)

NIESNR ZRUTEY, Sien(f,t) FERDIAD/NT —%2 KU TWEWEHEINEZ KDL
ZEREELW, TIT, MEEERELAZL IV —ARIDARY RV Syens(f,t—1) ZHNT

Y/
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Saen(fL) IZEARD & D IZEET 5.

Sden(f7 t) :ﬂsden?)(fat - 1)
+ (1 - 6) maX{SpSD(f, t) - SN(f, t), 0} (322)

H(f,t)2KkdDDZENTENE, 1BEHDO Y —F—T A NEZFEHLUZART NIV Sjens
WEUATFTDOESICHAETES.

Saen2(fyt) = H(f,t)Spsp(f,t) (3.23)

QBIE DY 4 —F—T 4 A DEHE Hy(f,1) A FO & 512 LTHET X 2.
772(f>t)
H )= —=27 7
A0 = T

_ Saen2(f, 1)
where no(f,t) = max{ S0 ,mh} (3.25)

72720, ng = 0.079432823 TH Y Z 4L SNR Y —22dB DEGEIZHIEL TS, £L T
Hy(f, 1) BSREIUL Sgens(f, 1) FEBAFD & S IZEET 3.

(3.24)

Saen3(f,t) = Hay(f,t)Spsp(f,t) (3.26)

INEYRTZLIZEVIRO TV —LDT7 4 VAR ZIEF IR T2 2N TE 5.

A —F =T 4 I EZDORENRENX, 23F Y RIVDANT 4 IIVEINY ZIZE 5T A
REZEBL, ANV VBT 812E0 010 —F =TV EZDA VIV ARE
PRED., ZOA VIV AREERANT, ANINZZHEIEIEN S M 2 B8 U 725 5
BERDZZIENTES.
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4.1 FLCHIC

FBREIZBEWT, MEOMELZRBT D 2ODOMEMETIEZZEHENALEZ. LrLZ
WO DFEDOMREITMEZT BRI ICKFE L TE Y, 1 DOFIETHE A DM % ILEIPHD SNR 12
WEoOTHET D Z LIFIERICNEETH D, TDd &) ILEPH DM BRET CRlRMERE % [
X220, INOSDFEEMET DI ENBETHDEZOLND. ZNFETHE
BOFEOHEGF, BRI 2 DOMEMEFEZEHA L ZREETHRERT S HE D &,
BHEZINEFIEO DI SASTEE T & 2 BT % 17\ B 4 38l S & 8 < 53k )
DREINTWVDS. BUTFTRZENSDETHEIZOWTH LU LSBT .

X 5T, RERD S 1352 R 5% R SPLICE % AW/ M I E FEOM A 2 2E T
5. REFETRISHESINEFEZEH U ZRBE2EBEAE LT MLirs, SPLICE
EHAWTZ ) — VR EE HE USRS E1TD.

4.2 WRFROHBEE

4.2.1 2DDHBIMEFE%EHA [9)]

BB OMEE T FED —FBM AR EIEIE, EEIC0 U TERIZEBOFIEZ#EA
5L Thd. XHkE TIEATOATEHOMSIETFENS, 2 D% FIRITHEH U 72 F
BEZH->-TEHEERBE LTS,

N2e

o B A AL—Y Y T EAVEANRY NV T NS0y a vk 19
o MEMEIHHIK SVD 123D < F AR 0]

o GMM IZEED K HFEESHEE [20]

o Y FFEIH KLT [21]

4x4=16HERTOMAGDLETERRM T AR, SHEMEERE (M%, SNR D®
W) BV TEWERER RTHASDERDNS. 7V -V BEFROATEEET IV EY
#4945 Clean training Ti&, 1ZL A EDHFERE T 2 DOFEZ MAG LR ZREE GV
PREZRLU Tz, U USSR O TEHEE T IV ¥H 4 % Multicondition training
DA, LT UE 2 20MABDOETIIAL, BHDOFIEDOL MR EVERES Ho /.
F-EEOMREEZ RTHAGDOEZMD 2OI121F, 16 FHEOEHZTHLRTNIXZ SR
WZOFBEENERIZR>TUE S RENDH S.

4.2.2 SHEEEBWKES [10]

BEOFEERETDHEL LT, EROEHOEHEEZ2FEL TEEE EHVE D%
MAEFERLE UTHIIT D HAENREINTWS [I0]. ZOFETEIE Figure 1 D & 5 4
NETRIND.
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Noisy speech
Method 1 Method 2 Method M
Y A 4 A 4
Feature 1 || Feature 2 | - | Feature M
VRecognition "Recognition VRecognition
Results 1 Results 2 |- | Results M
N best N best N best
\ 4 A 4 A 4
Integration based on confidence measure

Integrated result

Figure 4.1: Process flow of integration based on confidence measure

ZOMEETIE M HEOMZIETEN B LN RME Z FHWTENTNEB =TV,
N-best & i 132 DTRIKT MN HDNGE 2155 . RIHSHEFEm OEMn TH D
G U (m,n) D7 L —AEFUEHEREZ [(m,n) & UT, ZSARHOEEE S(m,n) ZEHHE
95, FEHE S(m,n) IZATDOLI ITERIND.

S(m,n) = s(m,n) x {s(m,1) — s(m, N)} (4.1)
s(m, n) = 22U (m.n)} (4.2)
Zexp{l(m, i)}

20D (E2) RD s(m,n) I$HEFIEFEOMTRELZ EFRALZEDIZHY TS, X561
(@) AT, BHEFIMEFIEOHTIEMIZ LD EAMIT 2R >TWDS. kY, Efi
DGR & FALDARGRD TFE D DK E T UL A OGBS TR X 4, HIZEINX T
XN RAL DGR ER I NS Z L1285,

M N DGO I IXF UGS R 2 FF DI EBFET 2 L8 HDDT, HDFR
G R U OFHE Score(U) 2L TD LD IZEIET 5.

Score(U) = Z S(m,n) (4.3)

mn : U(m,n)=U

2D & IZEHEIN/ASHEE Score(U) O CIEFEE AR H K W GRS AR 254
ERERLRD. ZHUZkY, HEZFETIEORMERDOEMIPMEL R>TWTE, o
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I e P e R
or
:§+ AFE c »| SPLICE or HEQ }— Jy» SPLICE a:r HEQ _21

Figure 4.2: Combination of AFE and other Figure 4.3: Combination of HEQ and
methods SPLICE

FETHRIEMTHIVUIRERE UTOREENKREISARY, EORHEREZHS 2N TE
%. AURORA-2] 7 —&ZN— 2% AW FERRIZ X > T, KT Multicondition training (23
WTKRERBEIREONZEMEINT VS,

U U ) EEME D HEE TV TSI EFRRBRE ORI NIER S RN 2OFHE
ARBENZENRREZ RS, FEBFREDL DR, FBRODBNHRZ AT TH
X MN OO T, UG ROEREIES$ S et Emn. UL A0
LS RYGEENPKEILSARD L, MN OO FIZHE mﬁ#%#ﬂ%b AL BBk
O LD MEREH LR SNBSS BRDEEZLND.

4.3 HMEHNEFERZEHEZRBICERT S

SCHR [9] T2 DOHEFHEFEE AL DY TOAD, X OICEBREIM S IEFE% H
R ETES. HIRIE, BHOMEMETELE UTEHVEEEE 2/ AFE, SPLICE,
HEQ 2 #lAaEhED 2L 2HE 2 5. TNHDFIEOEKEDMAE LY, HEFIXZSIA
FERBIENTEL., UM LTFRECE > TREHTIEENHWIND b EH 5.

AFE &% ﬁ%%xﬁb%amféﬁomemémbﬁét@,ﬁ&Abﬁiﬁm
— RPN T S Z L2785 (Figure I2). AFE I$ HEQ % SPLICE &3#>TANH
DS 2 HEE U CHESHE SRS & 7260, M BB Eﬁ*mamwﬁfwmkﬁﬁ
HTED., ZITRIZV—VREENS AFEIZ XK > T I N2 FiE % TP, M
%E%%W%Mmu;ofmﬁ§Mé%@%%w”@t#a

52 SPLICE IFMER O #E A2 AL UTHYNICHTATH LN TE D [22). €I TH

6 MU AFE % D) 7245 BB OFRFSE % SPLICE THHT 2 Z e TE S, yAlh)
% SPLICE Cifiild % 72012, yA™ OffRE LM% GMM & L T#ET 5.
p(y*™) =" mN (A Ty (4.4)
k

SPLICE 12\ 2 B Z #0751 Ay 13 AFE %2 521 7285 LV — & [T (AT 2
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WTLLFDOARTEHE TS,

Ay = argmin > p(kly3F®),)|[@(AFF), — A yAFE) |2 (4.5)
Ay y

yATE) % SPLICE THRBGRF L 72 € D % yAFESPLICE) 52 L 23X/ GMM & A,
% W T yAFESPLICE) I3 IR D L S IZHEET X 5.

y(AFE,SPLICE) _ Zp(kly(AFE))Aky/(AFE) (4.6)

AFE 20N 7R EIZE L OREE XD I Ay FR480W /20, SPLICE IZ & 2 5FHH
FOEMEL ZENHHEINS.

X 512 SPLICE & R & FH L2 A G bR L4758 L LT, SPLICE % 23 /-4
2 CMN % M) 2 FENHRE INTVS R, TN EEBRIZ CMN &Y @WHEENER T
X2 EINTVWSD HEQ %, SPLICE D#%ICHEAY % (Figure B23). Z DREE
yAFESPLICEHEQ) I3 DITFR D X S I1Zh HhINS.

(AFE,SPLICE,HEQ) __ v—
Y C’normaul

(C(y(AFESPLICE)) (4.7)

7272 U C & y(AFESPLICE) o EFREX AR Cdh 5. HEQ 235 Z & 12 &Y SPLICE T
D BRI SNBN o IR EBAZRBTE D, £7/2 HEQ I & > THRAMAIZREE
imiﬁ,ﬁz\%ﬁc’ﬁéﬁ LIRS, ZOEDBEMEIZHMM & LTETIMELR T RS/
&, RO EIZHIRT D EZOND.

4.4 SPLICE *FHWEHEES

MEEMEE UCOSPLICEIRMEEEE Sy o7 ) —VEE o DLW ZEMT 5. U
» U SPLICE (Z A3 2 RHMEEICEA L THIFID R W28, NIV TF—ZIZHETEN
Fy 3R RIMEESSETLELEERY. 2%, HEORBEELHESLART ML E
ANIUT, 2V —VErmaxe 2HETSHSPLICE2 525N TEXS. ZNE2FHLT,
BHORBENS 1 DOMAINAZRBELZELS 22N TE S, EEROGRBILEMIITH

INZRHEETIEITD DAKLODOT, GHRIANZESMADZ I LNTES.

Kuﬂﬂif%%jé SPLICE # W2 #i &1k Figure Bd D £ 5 BN TR INDS. y I
MESIETEm 200 72REEZ g™, TNOEMBELERI MNVE 22 T2 L, HEX
NEREE 2 IIL T LS ITROENET.

&=> pkly) A2’ (4.8)

(DT

where z'=[1 gy g7 o gnTT (4.9)
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Noisy speech
Method 1 Method 2 Method M
A 4 A 4 A 4
Feature 1 || Feature 2 |- | Feature M
\ y A 4

Integration based on SPLIC

Y

Integrated feature

Recognition

Integrated result

Figure 4.4: Process flow of integration based on SPLICE
Ay (ZETHT & FRRIC, EAN SBUNRIGERETEETLH L
A, =XPZ"'(ZzP,Z")™! (4.10)

BB, 121U, X, ZI3NNTVINVERAT—RTH D x;, 2, RIEFIIWAN72475, Py idp(kly;)
Z M A 728 D 2N AEIFFOMTHTH D, LALID A (2 D) x (2
DXTEH) DITFITH Y, FEHT —RZBUIEDSLRNIZEED ST/ A — BRI
RELRDL720, @FHOMENE XS, TI TEHAM SHyNJfiE R IZ RO IEH]
LIEHZ A S Z I & D BZEE T TEHTS.

Ay, = argmin Y p(kly)||@: — Apz]]|* + \1T AL A1 (4.11)

INEMRS L AL IFLFD LS 1225,
A, =XP.Z"(ZP,Z" — \I)™* (4.12)

27U, 1id2 LRUCIGEERDBETOERZEN 1 ONY MU, TEIEATH], MZERHME
NI A=RTHD. ZOFEBFIZEY, GMM DA VT v 7 ADFEMER p(kly;) (THKIFEL
T, COMENEFEZ EABEATRHITLZOPPNHEYNICFAETE S LHHFING. L
MUFRBET—RIZEENBRVHEEREOS AL, A& DR E2E SRVl Ferk
NHd.
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4.5 F&&H
RETHN U0 E 2L 05 LB FOESI4R5,

BORE
o BRDMEIMTEFEDOBEHIZL > TI AT Y FRI VBRI ND
o ETOMALDLHEIZODVWTRHEZLEIO LTI LIHBEEIFRIZERD
o FIEIZL > TUTEA T B IEFVHIF S 1D
EHEEICLZHE
o 2L X1 DDFIENARETLMSRIETE, HOFTIENENEL THIUXED R
EREHS N TED
o MEFIEDOEZIRi#%E T 5D TEHAEEINIALIV
o [SIEHE R DY 5 IZHIRA, PRI LIE R
o FEEDKIRAAZIZHNUTIED &< @H)R VA REMEND B
SPLICE IC & 384
o MEFIEREIZE > T GMM DEAITINREDLD DT, MFEREIZIGU TEDOIIE
FEZ2EDELOREATHRHATINNEEHIND
e AMEITODIFLEDATEINZOFEREINI W
o FHTENTA—RHBMNRIZZED 2O, FHULRED TRNPBREIZR D
o FEFT—RIIHFMAELUBRVWHMSERE FTOHE, ME L MR EAE LN
A[REMED D B
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5.1 [FU®HIC

ZOBETIE, FARTHEN UG E2 SEREERTHKT S, £2TIELOIC, EK
OMEZIETHEZ BRNIGE T2 MEETHRBERZITV, YD LD BRHAGDOEI R
BOMREEZ RTNEHEND . X DITIREIEZ2EO - 3HEEOMEIED L H RIS E % It
w7,

5.1.1 MEBERETEFRZRH T —IX—XAURORA-2

ZO—HOFERIL, HEERETICE 2 AT — 4 X—Z AURORA-2 23] % H
WCITo72., DT —RR—=ZZDONWT, fHREIZEHAL TW<. AURORA-2 T —HRX— A
1, MESBRETICB D2 ERRESHRBA AT THY, RELFEGY Mty b
ZaPNT WS, Wi, FEey M 2FE 7428 LT, ZBHOEEE T NXOLH]STE
e i

FHELY MIE, BABMESS &, BRAME S, ZICE 2G5 8440 FF DI ) —V FEMN
PFRINTWD., ZO7 ) —VRFEET— X THFEINZEEEET T IV % clean training & M
B FETNSE A2 FFAET O 20 MBI HEIL, 4 X1 7 (Subway, Babble, Car, Exhibit)
x 5SNR (5, 10, 15, 20, oo [dB]) D7t 20 IO IiEMEMEE N NTNEEI N FEH T — X
LIFET D, 722U oo [dB] 12 ) =V HAZREERL TV D, ZOMEAEEL %8 T —
R THEINZEEE T )V % multicondition training & FES. —f&H1Z, multicondition
training (&7 V) —VEFHEICR T B EN DT NIEFTL2E20D, DUTEHESNESE
U2 E I U TR ICFAER T X 5.

—4, #Hfity MEFEUAZFEETIVOMEEDZOIZHWSN, Ay N, BV,
Cty hD3DZHMNT NS, A, B, COFKLY MK, BRABMES2 A, BRAZME2 A
IZ& 2 EFH4004 HEXDOEFENH Y, Tk 4DIZ0EIL 72 1001 FEEDFEAFA; & > T
W, TDADDRAIIH U TERBRDHBEDOMER 2 TSNR (-5, 0, 5, 10, 15, 20, oo [dB]) T
FEINTWS. 22U, —EHOIEFEERIZ BT SNR OH D2 RWT, 5SNR
(0, 5, 10, 20[dB]) DL TFHHL T\ 5.

Aty M, FHET—REHEUABEOHERENEEINT NS, DFY, 4417
(Subway , Babble, Car, Exhibit) x 7SNR (-5, 0, 5, 10, 15, 20, oo [dB]), #f28 & T 0¥
HERERHD. UEB->T, Ay NTIEEARKIHEZ OIS L TY 10— X R2R5EER
PIFABEDITR-O>TVS.

Btw MIiE, #EHTF—RLITEBELRD ABEOMSTRENEEINTND. TD 4
I% (Restaurant, Street, Airport, Station) THhd. ZNAHY, At hEFEIBRIZ28 X1 7D
MEBRETTNTNI1001 FEDHD. Lo T, Bty MIFEHET—Z I U TRMM
B RICBITDEBRMNTRD.

A, B2y "IIEMHSZSZEELZEDTHLHDIZHUT, Ctw MMESubway & Street
MEMMESE 2 EE U2 DI, BICEHBEEZE L7 0 V& %@ U CREMEMES 2 0
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Table 5.1: Training and test sets of the AURORA-2

¥H - FANEY b B M 714 % | SNR

Clean training 100 #4, 8,440 ¥+ | KU G.712 Clean

Multicondition training | [[] L Subway, Babble, Car, Exhibition G.712 Clean, 20, 15, 10, 5
FTAREY NA 104 4, 4004 ¥7 | Subway, Babble, Car, Exhibition G.712 Clean, 20, 15, 10, 5, 0, -5
TAMEY B [A F Restaurant, Street, Airport, Station | G.712 EIN

FARNEY N C [A - Subway, Street MIRS Ak

Z1-EDTHD. AURORA2 DER T — R DM % F L /-K % Figure EIIZRT.

5.2 MBFHMEFEEEHOZRISE

AFE, SPLICE, HEQ O 3 FHEEHDIE Fik %2 FIRIEA U 2R EE DR T, YD &S
BALAGDODENRE EVREERE RTLMEND S O S Fikam a1 7.

5.2.1 SEEREHE

2TOHALGOLEE RTEHEENERICED 20D, LTRO THEOHAESHEIZDWNT
AR T .

e HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ

e AFE DA

e AFE-SPLICE

o AFE-HEQ

e AFE-SPLICE-HEQ

e AFE-HEQ-SPLICE

e AFE-HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ

—BRVNEA T 5 T AFE TRWEGSIE, MFCC13kity, A, AADEF39 {kmo)
FeE (2, SPLICE % HEQ % ZRINICEAT 5. AFE RN —BRMDOGEIE, 354
&% AFEIZANL, MZEPREINZ MFCCHOAHENINDG. TOREEIZG LTI S c:
SPLICE ® HEQ % #EH3 5.

SPLICE Off A A, DFFNIZ I ) — U REBHRT =X, MENES L -EEHT—4 %
INZ LI TF—RE LUTHWY, GMM DEE M VJ@EW_’“& HZEEZHAWZ. GMM O
BEE&EIX 1024 & U 7-.

5.2.2 EERER

Figure 5112 clean training COFMHKEE DI % 59, AFE & HEQ, SPLICE % fHlA&
HEFRHEE T RO AFE ORElE & ) 37 M LU Twd . &&ICHEQ &2 )
2 At D R R (AFE-HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ, AFE-SPLICE-HEQ) I3 li 04 bt
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Figure 5.1: Averages of accuracies for each training set (clean training)
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Figure 5.2: Averages of accuracies for each training set (multicondition training)

—-36—



BEE  BFERaA

SV ETBEE XS < R>TWS. ULH»U AFE-HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ & V) ¥ AFE-SPLICE-
HEQ O /insE kg 27 L CH Y, SPLICE OFIZHEQ 202 Z 213463 U 3R

TIRABEWEEZL5N%. — AFE IZ HEQ ® SPLICE & 27241, ANZEROMS % i
EUMEMET D TIETHD. D/ HEQ X SPLICE L I3 REMNKE BB LTl
X4, SPLICE OFIZAFE # M J2 2L ICX VMG ICLDEALZBRBTIZLEZION
5. SRIDGE, RiFKEE D [None]-SPLICE-HEQ, [HEQ]-SPLICE-HEQ, [AFE-HEQ]-
SPLICE-HEQ, [AFE]-SPLICE-HEQ DJHIZE < 7&>TH Y, SPLICE % 27 % §i DR
BEUTHE, ZOETOWREEELZR>TWS Z edbhro /.

Figure 52 (Z multicondition training DFFIEEZ DI 2 /Rd. ZOFEREZ RS & AFE
DB DOREEE OFRR PR & <, BUGEA U 7R IT6 T U R E XM R L
THEHT, RMHBEMETUTWIHAGDEEAS5NS. HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ & EERT
AFE-SPLICE-HEQ iZ&X v MIBWTEHFHHEL M ELTWESEDD, TOEIF/NI .

5.3 3DDHMEEDLLE

BIGE T 2EGE, BEEZHW/ZHE, KU TRZEL 72 SPLICE % AW 72/t &k
% i3 2 72O\ FREER = 1T 7~

5.3.1 ZEEREH
ERICHOCO S IEFIEIL FD4DOTHD.

e AFE

o VTS (/ST — AR MVEEIE CREIRIH T )
e SPLICE (GMM DE&EZ 1024)

e HEQ

INHDFiE%, FHEZHWZHE (Confidence measure), EHILZA UDIREFE (Pro-
posed), EHIED Y DIEETF L (Proposed with regularized) TEN TG L, T DR
HEOHKZITo 72, HINZIPHERZITY, BEELZHWZHEIZEIT S N-best D N
1320, REFE (EAMED D) OIEAML/ST A =& XNIX 1072 IZERE L 7.

5.3.2 ERER

Zitiiz Y MIB T 2O REEEMKEE % Figure b3, B4 IR, SED/ZOIT, M
HHEFEE2 ZRNZEA U 2R Eoh TRE e E R bt AFE-SPLICE-HEQ D %
H#E TS, Proposed DRk E % A b L, MOKETEL ERTHENMEL, FET—
AARRIZEDBEFZENELI > TN LEEZLNSD. LU Proposed with regularized D
RERLE, FAKLZIMAZ Z LI2& ) RIBICHENM ELTEY, BEEICLDHE X
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Figure 5.3: Averages of accuracies for each training set (clean training)
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Figure 5.4: Averages of accuracies for each training set (multicondition training)
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6.1 F&H

MENFETIRBICBID2EARMRIEIAISHEMNMETRT2720, MO EL2R
WD LTRVBETHD. FHORBEDSHET S %Y b < MESIETFIEIE, VTS,
SPLICE, HEQ R ¥ ZHUREINT WS, LA L 1 DDFHEDOATILHPHOM S 2 HES
52 3L WD, EROFEZHARGDODETHRETIHENR DD, BITHEEINATH
LIEGHE LT, BIRNICFEZHASHOE S HiEX, &FETENThRSEZB I -
THRONDEBDOEHNS, BHEEZHEUREEEEDOS MBI 2 MR L 35 Hik
N,

AF XL TIEH 7212 SPLICE % AW GTE R IRE L /2. EROMSINETENSELNDS
FHEZESLUZEOMNS, SPLICE 2 HWT 2 ) — U REMEEIZHY T 284 X - B
TS, EBRICEHBE IO B L HTE L, RHICHNAR S FEEMAEDE LIS
FH 5. REFEOEM 2 MRS 5720, AURORA-2 T —&R— 2% AW CEHE R FER
1o/, BEROREEZFHE LU TFEETINT A =L BD KU 220, ¥4 SPLICE
WX BMMAE TIERFRMEN - 7208, ERUbEZET Z ik, @FHEE2 T > OFHR
WEOMEEZRL, FHEEICEIIFEEIDEEVEREEZRT b >/Z. —HTE
IR HEZ IE TR 2 A DO 2R ED T T, mEMfE% xR U7~z AFE-SPLICE-HEQ
FAERIGEZ SR IIFONE N 7.

6.2 S1EDRRE

SPLICE & AW /Z# & DR KD 1 D12, EHOFEZHIF AL HHArGHE S 2 LA ATHE
T, COFHEIZEAMNTTENDIYSEBEIZSUTEDL ZENEITONE. SROEER
TIXB RN A G DY 72 AFE-SPLICE-HEQ DR %2 M2 2 Z L BB o 7203,
flDOHERETHNIFREIEDOAVENRBEEHY) S5, MOT—EAN—A&HN =&
R FERRE T, REESPHMICE O ERHERZ R TR T2 HENHD.

72 SPLICE OFEHKRD TREAHRTH D LFEZA TS, HlZIES5ENIE GMM % (K
EUT plkly) 2R UZD, p(kly) 23832 FE T 5 FIEEREINTVDS. T
SPLICE D A S % B2 2 R EDFES TIX AR L, i 7 LV —L20RHMEL2 2L OTHES
T35 TEMEREARMEMRMANTETH D ZEBWEINT WS [24]. Rk E#H
BT 2I2Il&oT, REOEILETHRALZMAENARTHE LEZLND.

41—



S

9, AWEEHEDDIZHZ> TEFEMICHEY ZHREWAZZ W, BEHETHDEM
BIHEBIZICESEH U 7. EFICBOI O TERTIRELZB > -BNTT, £ OE
ML EHET D ENHERE U2, JRESEBERIIEI —T 1 VT RWRET, R
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MEDEZEHDDZENHKFE U, 72, MREE 24 RETEXA TS EI > 2E6E
BHEE, MEOM LERK, IEHEETRICESBHUET. ARIFOITHAOMNZTNIE
AL—ABIFRBEEIINBRDEP O -EDEAEBIBETL e NTEET.

R ETRICHE N T, HEEOBERICEMERIZARY £ U4, R, BEREORARHZ
RIZIIFED S ED, EBR, RXHEREDLPIHTHHERIZAY F U, HITES
LU EFEY. 72, FEHOHAS A, MES A, JTTHLS A, BALS A IR
EEELATEALZZ L 2B UKRAWET. IREANE, BEPTOME AL A% GO
UK ZFEMZBITIENTIFELAZ. ED5EHINESTIVEL.
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