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MHHEECTH 5 720, MEEIRR 2 & Ak v
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Table 1 &HE5HEME
VAN 16 bit / 16 kHz
= 25 ms length / 10 ms shift
Kt AN TR T 512 Kt
AWKkl RIS RG34
ST HEE MAP - EH#A 1.0
IREEEL 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35, 40
Q
[
5
g
o2y [ Ve
0.80 ‘ ‘ % Validation 3
10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Number of states
Fig. 1 REEZETE L ZBAOEN) F—ray
t v MBI % ERHE

2T AN —LEELE T, ENEFNDA L
Y — LA TOREER 7 P LI LT LDA Z8H L TX
TLEHET 2 QBHLDA)., 2L T, £AM)—24
DEMR Y P LEREA M) =LA THEAELERXZ P L
WXL T, BHICLDA 2179 (QBEH LDA) . 1EH
L 2B HD ZNFNno LDA OHIRItEIZ, 1 BH
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%9211 & L7
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WTRFER E — IR LA 2 Tk 24l L 72,
HMM DIRFER % 5225 40 £ THIA 5T 1 O¢OME
LT (HERICL s THEIEDIRER N 2/H\v3), bk
HDOENY F—o g vy MWL CEHEEEZ T
7o, REEB10 206 40  TOEEFER % Fig. 1 128
T, Fig. 126005 X91L, SNV TF—varvky
MZEBWT, RRRHEREZHETRERIEI3 DL D 20
ThHol, 22T, WMET253207 A bty Mot
L C, HMM IRFEH % 20 & [HE L CilakzTo72. I
KINIZT A bty MI2BT 5 FE3RHEIZ 90.09% 3
Boni:,
4.3 BIC ZHBW-FR#ER
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TEALE R B TFHEEBEH L, N F—ravey b
ZfioT, UTD LI BIC R a 2otk L7, «
% H HEDMEE L, BIC Z/MbT 27 VEABE k
e AIFEFEHIR D, Ui W T AT DIREE
BEPET 5, #HEE SN HMM REES 2 > T, 3
WEIT). aDEEEAEE, HANYF—rarvky
MM L TIRARREEZ T a2k 5. o7 a
v, WIRT 3T A Py FHORIEDRESR %

LIRAESL 5 CORIZK 3K Validation 1, 2,
45%, 43%, 43%ThH-o7
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Boh,
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