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YRR, SNz, =IME, NS S (B0K)

1 EU®IC

BHET TV 2AE TR L, HERICREZ T
RoOMICEEN I A~y 7035 2548, SRR
TLADWRIEL S DEAETLTLE ). RMEE,
PREPRAR O EERE, Fr 2NEALR EORL ZRA
Lk o THREEHO S 2wy FIRRESCH->TLED.
MEST (TR 2 R RS A T LR EBIT 2 021,
INHDI ATy FREWT 2 FIRPLETH 5,

A2y FRBERT 5 FED 121, R B
HIF 5415, Cepstral Mean Normalization (CMN)
% Mean and Variance Normalization (MVN) 7 &
DR EIER Lo KN A FETH S 12 CMN 13
REEN7 PV o 2oz L5 2k
D, FHEE~7 POz 0 ICIEH LT 5, C
U K D EE T ¥ 2NV EADFEZ RN B
CZENTES, MVN IZFAR Y PV & FR
WKABMbIERLT 2 2 Lick ), HREFOHELIR
W22 TES, F7, Histogram EQualization
(HEQ) &MEn 2 IEHULFEIE D &b &G LE O
S THBEICHWLNTED, EFEEHERROTEI
BOWTOEMETFIETHL I LoD LHIck-
7. 3.4 HEQ BH#EDOE R+ 75 ADBERSAD
RIS 2 K IcZ8 Wz i, Z OZMIBIERIEIC &
50T, HEQ I3#& I X 2B L BA T BT %
LB TEDLEEZOND,

R IEAL & 138 e 2 7 7 e —F & L ORI
3D 5, FEEREHIADONEN 2 FIE L L T Stereo-
based Plecewise Linear Compensation for Environ-
ments (SPLICE) DBl 23217 65h 3. 7Y —viFHic
MEEDESET 2 L, MBRICREEITIERE 22 % )
7%, SPLICE TRMEEEEFA 167U —VEH
DI 25tz , BB AHRDE AN TANC X > T
WERLE 2 2 LTk D REED S ME ORE 2D R
(. MIBEfOEAMN T IZHEZESHH D Gaussian
Mixture Model (GMM) Z Wit I N5, FiE
Zfa L MR EEE O GMM IZFHAiicEE T -5 2 H
WTEHELTE I ENTEZZDT, FEERICFHEERH
THEOFE IR MM THEHVERE LR S
CEDTEL, L LEEEER L IR R 3 BEOEH
2RI 256, JERIEEHA DRI A IEMEIC 72 5 72
OFRFREMET LT L E ) MEID 5.

FHEIEAL, MEEmHEZnEhIAvy 52

BT 2R3 H 205, S ETINS DFEEMAL
bELTFHEROIVMEIN TR, Z I TEART
IFRHEEIERE & SPLICE Ofiatb¥ e Fikz iR
L, &M oz & raikz 589 5. SPLICE
T RICKHEER 2 fEd 2 itk D, SPLICE T
B PR E e dr o 7S 2T 5 2 & WIFET
Z%. $7 SPLICE 3D X9 7% F X A v ORiE
THMMT LI e TES, 22T, LRHLZMEL %
FititZ2 SPLICE D AN &9 2 FiELIRET 5. I
BULL 2R3 S L ORBE X D S A~ v F 25
INTWEDT, SPLICE IZ & 25853 & b Zhic
< EEZONS,

2 RFHELERL - B0l GDE

ZOfiTIE I F TIRE I N EE R EGE
#R5FEEFNT 5. FriZ, CMN & HEQ D%
BHIEAL T L RR o 1 > TH % SPLICE %2#8
T 5. FRFEHMEIERL L SPLICE Zfladtbt
ZRETHRICBEHL THFL {FHHT 3,

2.1 RBHEEIERE

CMN &7 7A b7 L0 6 ZDFHfExZLEI 2
ST KD PEHMEE 0 BT 5. 7 A 7 AlEx
BART PIVEEBROFEERE LD T, F ¥ RILVEARICE
LEEPRER I NG, IEBULZIE L 72 FegiE & 13U
DELHlLEINS,

T=x—p (1)

7272 L p BIEBULHTOFiEE ¢ O PHETH 5. @
DFHEIZ 01272 >TEDH, CMN ER#HED 1 XH
AHREEHLT 2 FEL ES A5, MVN I 2
Z T2 Xt CIEBULT 2 FikTch 5. CMN I
FEHICHHIT & 2 D3 (R 7 o PR ERER & BT 5
FETHh 3.

HEQ Tld & 206 & ~DEH F %2R 20 H
%L, FIRDTO L) ICEHIN S,

& = F(x) = Clgpna (C()) (2)

L C ik x ORBEERNE, C ) . 30,5
B 1 T d 2 BEHETERLO A O SRR FE RIS O W BE % T &
5, ZOZHIC XD IEBUL L 2Rt s D A T
LFEHEIERIA & B, BWHZ 5 & HEQ 13K
ROTRCOMGREERLT 32 FIELES 25, &

*Combination of Feature Normalization and SPLICE for Noise Robust Speech Recognition by T. Kai, M.
Suzuki, N. Minematsu, K. Hirose (The University of Tokyo)

_37_

20124F3 H



DHTHEQ 12 CMN ® MVN DR &£ 25 2 &8
TE 2. £ F 3IERIETH 5720, HEQ 3HEEIC
LI EAZIMY RS 2 EDTE S,

2.2 SPLICE

2 —vEFRORMEY ¢, MEESEH O
%y £ H<. SPLICE 3 y 75 @& ~DIERIY w2
RETEBOBEAMITANC L > TERIT 2, 72—V
LR OBMEOHEM £ ZU T X ckdon s,

&= p(kly)Ary’ (3)
k

REL, Ay SRR, o k[l yT|T TESNBIE
PRMEARZ LV TH S, pkly) 115 50U HFBE
NTOL MG EREEHED GMM » SN2, ki
GMM ZHRT 2 BHIERAEDA ¥ 7y 7 2 Th 5.
SPLICE 0% Tl&, %3 M F % o Bt
y OHERBEERR A GMM & LTUT O & 9 1% 8
T3,

p(y) = Z'ﬂ'kN(y§Nk; ) (4)
3

EEL, TSy BZNENEBHOAL Y7y 2 %
BT 2 GMM O A, EASOFY, S#TH
5, RICHIVE Ay 13, EHAMN S RN FRREHME
TUTD LS BT,

Ak:wwgmHEZp%hnM@i—fnyMQ (5)
k i

OB AT VAT =%, 2D 7Y —VEFED
gz, LZOEFICHEZ2HEI Y EH DR
oy DBBEICRDE, ZOL)ICHIEE AL Ly D
GMM (FHRTICEH L TW B DT, FEBRICRmHE 3
ZB2ER (3) ZFHHE T2 TL v, THIC X D EHE
A NN S OOHEF ITHEE R R R AR RS 2 ST
&5, KRELPE T2l W ERAOMERE TP
ERMEFEREE T T3 SPLICE OMREIZELTL £ 9.

2.3 HEQ & SPLICE ZiAahEIFHE

VL ED RIS X D & 2 FEEMES <0k U O 2 35
BBPEHTESL, L2LITXRTOEAICEVTZEN
5DTFENEME LI TIRERL, ZREFROTHk
ZEHALZELTHERL ENA0 I 2=y F2%%-
TLE), 22 CAFETRINSDTFEZHAGDLYE
Z2LICKD IRy FRISICIBIKRL 7, K DM
WA Ui R R E R IRE T 5.

K& B & SPLICE % #lAa A by 7Tk
%L LT, SPLICE %7} 7% CMN %2213 3
Fik (SPLICE-CMN) i s nicw»2 Pl 22T
SPLICE @42 HEQ % fiti ¢ Fif# &t (SPLICE-HEQ)
PIRETZ, OB I EUTOLICHobE
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1n5,
&= p(kly)Ary’ (6)
k
:% = Cn_olrlnal (C(i)) (7)

7272 L @ 1% SPLICE THidi L 755 <H 2. HEQ %
fig Z &2k h SPLICE TRV BRE ENmd o7
B R EARZERTE L EEIO5ND,

X 5z SPLICE I3 fEE DR % AT & L TiY)
T A 2 e TE B 0 22 CH 50U HEQ
%\ M S OB 2 SPLICE T ¥
32 L RBET 2 (HEQ-SPLICE). %9134 HES
ORI y 2 HEQ CIFAULL g 252,

N —1

U= Croma(C(¥)) (8)

RIZ g % SPLICE THl#H T 2 7= DI, gy DOERENE
Bi%z GMM & L CT#ET 5,

p(@) =Y TN (G; pr, i) (9)
k

SPLICE ICH W 2 54 E4H#R Ay, (ZIEBEI N7 k5 L

A, = aramian(kmi)H@i — AY? . (10)
o

DEp kI icEEH Il GMM & Ay % v TREN
LS N AR 2 U TD kI Ick s,

b= p(klg) Ay’ (1)
k

R I N R EITD EORE LD S 22y 728
etz , SPLICE 2 & 258325 % b A< 2
LRI B,

SERE L 72 2 DTk HEQ-SPLICE, SPLICE-
HEQ Zflaab¥, BicbBAI1CH HEQ 2201 72 4F
BERICT 5 2 & b TE S (HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ).

3 =B

Maiflatbric stz BT 3720
Aurora-2 F— 4 RXR—X M 2 HuCEB2T- 7.
DT = R—ZARFERMEET LT v A VEAICLS
SAR Y F DD B UEFEHBETIEF TR I LT W»
5. T R—RIIFE RIS AT L OVERE % H
T57%D, 3ODT A2y FBH D, Set A lFFH
vy FEFAUERMEEDEE I NAEH, Set B X
vy R 2ERMEESVPEBINEH, Set C
I3 A, BEIRRRZFYyRVEABMIONT-EF%E
GATVS, HFEEF)ILIZ 16 REDHGE HMM T,
FAREE I 20 A GMM O THER % Ff o> T
5, 7)—vEROAREFEE TS ELTEHLE
#E 7)1 (clean acoustic models) & 7 V) — v & &
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Table 1 Summary of word accuracies for HEQ using clean acoustic models
HEQ Set A Set B Set C
N1 N2 N3 N4 N1 N2 N3 N4 N1 N2 Average

CLEAN 99.66 99.70 99.46 99.63 | 99.66 99.70 99.46 99.63 | 99.69 99.64 99.62
SNR20 98.04 98.61 98.81 97.59 | 98.96 97.97 98.81 98.33 | 98.19 98.22 98.35
SNR15 95.64 96.49 97.05 94.91 | 96.90 96.10 97.29 96.02 | 95.46 95.98 96.18
SNR10 88.70 91.05 91.83 87.84 | 92.05 90.39 93.20 91.08 | 89.35 90.02 90.55
SNR5 7495 73.88 75.22 73.28 | 77.22 7524 78.17 76.18 | 73.87 76.39 75.44
SNRO 46.48 43.05 46.47 47.49 | 50.02 4595 51.21 47.27 | 45.96 46.52 47.04
SNR-5 20.11 16.60 18.91 2252 | 20.39 18.23 21.92 18.61 | 19.50 18.26 19.51
Average | 80.76 80.62 81.88 80.22 | 83.03 81.13 83.74 81.78 [ 80.57 81.43 | 81.52

Table 2 Summary of word accuracies for SPLICE using clean acoustic models
SPLICE Set A Set B Set C
N1 N2 N3 N4 N1 N2 N3 N4 N1 N2 Average

CLEAN 99.48 99.40 99.37 99.48 | 99.48 99.40 99.37 99.48 | 99.57 99.49 99.45
SNR20 98.89 99.06 99.14 98.61 | 99.14 98.58 98.93 98.89 | 98.68 97.76 98.77
SNR15 97.64 98.55 98.45 97.78 | 98.53 97.25 98.06 97.62 | 97.18 95.56 97.66
SNR10 95.27 96.16 96.03 94.57 | 95.67 91.02 94.09 91.89 | 91.93 88.72 93.54
SNRb5 87.96 81.80 82.64 83.74 | 83.39 67.74 77.57 71.03 | 75.04 68.20 77.91
SNRO 63.28 42.78 46.73 57.11 | 53.67 32,50 41.75 26.54 | 40.87 35.25 44.05
SNR-5 28.89 13.48 14.76 24.00 | 18.70 12.06 12.76 7.56 | 15.75 15.30 16.33
Average | 88.61 83.67 84.60 86.36 | 86.08 77.42 82.08 77.19 | 80.74 77.10 | 82.39

Table 3 Summary of word accuracies for HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ using clean acoustic models

HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ Set A Set B Set C
N1 N2 N3 N4 N1 N2 N3 N4 N1 N2 Average
CLEAN 99.66 99.70 99.46 99.63 | 99.66 99.70 99.46 99.63 | 99.69 99.64 | 99.62
SNR20 98.71 99.00 99.02 98.89 | 98.96 98.61 99.11 99.04 | 98.50 98.40 | 98.82
SNR15 97.30 98.28 9851 97.66 | 98.19 97.97 98.90 98.46 | 97.45 97.94 | 98.07
SNR10 9512 96.04 9648 94.69 | 96.19 9528 97.23 95.83 | 95.27 94.92 | 95.71
SNR5 88.24 88.03 89.20 86.55 | 89.19 86.88 90.58 87.90 | 83.46 86.40 | 88.14
SNRO 66.56 60.13 61.29 6893 | 67.15 60.85 69.79 63.13 | 66.29 61.79 | 64.59
SNR-5 2994 2282 2147 36.62 | 20.94 25.03 29.91 26.29 | 29.54 25.03 | 27.66
Average | 89.19 88.30 8890 89.34 [ 89.94 87.92 91.12 88.87 | 89.19 87.80 | 89.07
MEEEBREFEOM G2 ¥ EHT -5 L LTPFE L EE ZmRLTw%, %7 SPLICE-CMN X b % SPLICE-

£ 7V (multi-conditions models) @ 2 DD HFHEE 57
LEHABLZNREFNIC OB TERZ T 72, F#EIC
FMFCC £ 2DR7— (772 7LD 0KIL), &
X020 A, AA DFF3IRITLZ B BV, FEIE
Hift & SPLICE OflAGHEIEXD 6 fiHzZ HW7,
1) SPLICE 4, 2) HEQ D4, 3) SPLICE D1
CMN, 4) SPLICE ®#iZ HEQ, 5) SPLICE DHijic
HEQ, 6) SPLICE @it HEQ. SPLICE TH W
% GMM & 1024 BOTYEL TS, REEIE
HAbix 1 58 WL TWw3

Flgure 1 12 clean acoustic models (A ARVt 1)
RIFER DOV ZRT. £7: Table 1, 2, 3 HEQ,
SPLICE, HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ 0 Z k5 5% 7 7.
Figure 1 2> 5 SPLICE & Set A I W TIEE ik
BERTHDOD, Set B & Set C TIEFIREMET L
Tw3, NEWIC HEQ i34t v + THEIN 2 7ZHHE

P SCHE
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HEQ 0% » b CRIAAIG ELTED, CMN
Z I HEQ ICE EH#AZ 2 721 ¢ k0 m ¢
%2 L, SPLICE-HEQ % HEQ-SPLICE %
7%% &, SPLICE & HEQ ZilAatby¥ CHEAT S 2 &

Sk D KE RS Lo T %, SPLICE-HEQ
c": HEQ-SPLICE & otk ¢l SPLICE-HEQ D /%3
Rk <, SPLICE O#%I2h )72 HEQ D505
RO LI KECHBMLTW5, Lo L, SPLICE
DHNZ P 72 HEQ X Set B, Set C Ok _kic
HELCTWw3 I Eabhrs, HEQ-SPLICE-HEQ 0
HHAGOLEIRD EWREFEEZRL, SPLICE D& L
AT 41%, SPLICE-CMN (2T 25% § U]
BhYeEI N,

Figure 2 IZ multi acoustic models % > 7z ik D
TAE R 2R, 2R MERIZ clean acoustic mod-
els TOFRFKELITE D, SPLICE-CMN & SPLICE-

R
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Fig. 1 Average word accuracies of Aurora-2 recog-

nition results using clean acoustic models
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Fig. 2 Average word accuracies of Aurora-2 recog-

nition results using multi-conditions acoustic models
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AFETIEHEE ISR LT X D E@ 2 & ik e HELT
37 @iz, SPLICE T L 71 HEQ TIESLL
7R R, ¥ 7: HEQ TIESIb L 2R &% SPLICE
TP LR EZERL 2. EREX LD HEQ
¢ SPLICE % #la&H¥ 22 Fi#id 13 clean acoustic
model, multi acoustic model D &% 5128 WT HHE
KEDEOEFBEERL .

SBITHEE NS @2 M B S 2R 0 Fik
EDHBEDBNETH 5, PIZIET 4 —F—7 451
X 2MEGBRE 7 E &2 M L 72 advanced front-end 18 &
DB H T 5%, F7 Aurora-3 ¥ Aurora-4 &
WO I DT —F R—AZ HWTHEEBEL, FHEkROMHA
PN DD DO,

SE R
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