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Deep Learning (230 7V — » F EIREEA 1T K 2 MEEBREG T o A adaik
SAUARB G, FERER, ZMEHH, AW (BER)

1 FU®IC

AR, 7V — VBRI H BN R O RS EE YR
M LELEHBRBIZA>TETYS, L2, /A4
B TIIRAZICZDMWRIE T A7Z L IEE Ak,
BN EFHRF IS W TRRA 2B S A~y 0340
20, MEEEZE® 2 2 L IFIERICEERHET
b5 [1].

R e M 2 iR T 2 cdDd7m v b L
v FAUPFETH Y, SPLICE [2] % Denoising AutoEn-
coder (DAE) [3], ZDfthic b #£FEFE [4-6) D3RE
INTV3, INsiE, /AP —ERRHEENS Y
V—vERREEZEE TS LTk S ARy T
RIS 5.

SPLICE 3 2 DD BRI T2 2 & TE S, %
T, B A 2 —EAERHEIERER 2 Y RAE TV
(Gaussian Mixture Model; GMM) TE 7/ LL, A
N7 v—2N$ %, GMM 2 v F—%v FDHEE
MERZEE T 5, KIC, GHRLL - HER2EHA L L
THIBEROR L GbE T 7 ) — v EHER R i
ETS. LL, /A4y —ErRRBEERosH & 7
V) — VEFRRHEEFESRICB T 2 0B L kv
L% <, RFTEIC ORIEAEDAEDSTE L v & IR
S\, £, /A Y —EAREEBEE O 3 EHI M
DREFICKE CIKAF T2 2 LBHETH 5.

Z27T, 7V —vERRNEEERTO# 2T ) T
% & LT REgularized piecewise linear mapping with
DIscriminative region weighting And Long-span fea-
tures (REDIAL) 222 ST 5 [7-9]. REDIAL
1 GMM & #ZHEISIHT (Linear Discriminant Anal-
ysis; LDA) IC & D /A ¥ —EHHERHEED S 7 ) — v &
FORIE Z i ICHEE § 5. REDIAL (3Ff1C HMM
ZMEE AR TYEH T % multi-condition TE\ iR
WRMEREZ R T 2 EYEBRINIR I LTS, L L,
LDA 3B AICH 27-0, /AP —FHFER L
7)) — v ERIRE DM BIfR 2 Y€ 7T
ETVw5LIEEAR,

—7J7, DAEZ=2—7 %y M X > THIM/ A
CBEREED S 7 ) — BRIz IR0
EHNICHEE T %, DAE %%J812 L 7z Deep Denois-
ing AutoEncoder (DDAE) I3ffic/ 4 X7 a—XF
B CTHEOWETZ ) — v ERZHEET 2 2 &5
HEINTWS, Lrl, /A X4 =7 VBT, &
YEOHETRKE CHRMETT 5,

%2 27T, K#ELEF T Deep Neural Network
(DNN) [10] 2 7 V) — > G A REE D Fi MR HEE 12 D
AR, XOTRIEAIIC X > T 7 ) — v ErkeEE
ZHEET 5. 29, 7Y — o EAREEZENZ GMM
TEFMUL, 7Y - BERES L EES, 7
V—vERLE A Y—ERBKENIEORNT» 5
NRIVIVT—=FTHDD, ZO7)—rERRES
~L% DNNIC & DBl A ¥ —E AR & 0 #EE

ZiTwv, 7)) =V EFRBICNT 2 FEMER 25 5.
Z0#%, REDIAL &k [FKEIC, B2 42— H %
w6 HAMNEOMIBERIC XD 7 ) — »FERH%
mEHEET 5,

AFROWKZ R, £, 2fficiREFEoEAL
2179, 3EMICHERTEE L O 217\, 4 /i cHEER
ZRT. BRBICFEiTEED S,

2 TEIE

RO T RE T oA RMEE 2 m 1
R B-OBHIE N AP —SERBEED S WIS
T2 —vERREEZHEET 5. RiFETIE, 8
N EIE o N D 7 ) — v HE R EEIRRE I
®3 2 FEHEEE DNN 2 HoCHitEL, 7V —v&
PR R HEE L 2 FRER 2 EAMN T L L Xy
R X Y ske 5,

DNN #8328 12, (kDX oA T
BRIEEN BRI CRITE 2 X 9 REikic o #EC
XTVALIRES WD TH S, HlZlE, SPLICE
13/ 4 Y —ERRH%EZEME % GMM cETUEL, /
£ P — GRS O IREE I AT 2 ESER A AL L
THWw3, L2L, ZoEAORDLYIZ, 7Y —rF
RN GMM TEF ML L TIEBo 7 Y —
VE RN 2 T o CHEE L - HERRER 2 FH
T2L, BOMETI Y — Vv ERREEMEET S 2
EMTESL, A7 7 NVORGHE L HI L T SPLICE ®
WENKEETT 201, 7)) — v FHEEER
BEL ) A Y — GRS EIRED S A<y F OB
#2061 %, REDIALIZLDAICX>TZDHER
OB 2 EZ2iToTw 328 LDA I3dH & £ THYE
DEMRIT-ORANH %, Z Ukt LT DNN IR
WETH B0, LYy V — v THERSE
REEAHEETH I ENTESL EEZONS, FiFt I
BUILZNRXTOI7Y) —v SRRz, & /AP —
BRERHEE gy DT VLT =% {(24,y:)} 5 XD,
Fig. LI FHBRE oW EZ R T, £3, 7V —vigH
Fetm ORERE RIS p(x) % GMM THET 5.

plxy) = Zp(k‘)p(wt\k) (1)
k

p(x|k) N (x4 pi, 0%) (2)

p(k) = mf 3)

INZEHWT, GMMDavyR—Y r{ VTR
IR % SRRz,

p(xs|k)p(k)
k p—
p( |33t) Zk/ p(:ct|k’)p(k’)
ERTENTE S,
—F, FHEBETIZ 7 ) — SRS o, SR
TERVIOBII N ) A Y —E R v 205

(4)

*Piecewise linear transformation based on discriminative approach using deep learning and its use for
noise robust automatic speech recognition by Y.Kashiwagi D.Saito, N.Minematsu, and K.Hirose (The

University of Tokyo)
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Gaussian
Mixture Model

clean =
noisy ¥

p(kly)

Stereo data

Train linear transformation matrix

A,=XPET(EPET)™!

Fig. 1 The training phrase of our proposed
method.

Evaluation data

noisy v

Piecewise Linear transformation

&= p(kly)Are
k

Fig. 2 The testing phase of our proposed method.

2 ) — W EFRIEIC T 5 FHER p(kly,) ZHEET
20EDH 5 (Fig. 2). 22T, BAEFLELT
DNN % 7 V) — > RO R AE & Bt % FH >
THET B,

p(kly:) ~ p(k|d:) = softmaxk(Vh(")(dt) +¢)(5)
hm(m):¢ﬂ M p=1(d,) + b™) (6)
h(d) = o(Wd; + b)) (7)
22T, d 3T 7 L — 22 L AV REE AN
2 LTHD,

dt [yt 57~-~,y;1,y:7yL1,~-~,y;5]T (8>
L%, i, o3RIV T FEELTH D,
V, W Le bW iZ=a—5 L%y FOREREN

AT ADNRT A =%, ) (y) 13z n FHORENAEDOH
NIRRT FNTHD, ok, FHiiEE L L THEOWIN
fﬁ’i’ Restricted Boltzmann Machine (RBM) T:K®

% [10]. Mlbick D, BIKEEDS 7 ) — v EFks
BEIREEA 7 7 2§ 2 FHRAER p(kly,) ZHEE
THIEWAREE D,
AL T, 2V —vF
p(kly,) ZEHA L L THV3
HET 5.

PR @, %2 iR AR

XA X - T

Ty = Zp(k‘lyt)Aket (9)
k

IIT, Ap i, avE—RY b kIS 2HUPANR
FHITHY, e ZHIHET7 L — 2% i L 73K

Pl U

Deep Neural Network Table

1 Performance gap between ordinary
SPLICE and the oracle SPLICE. (Word Error Rate

(%))

Deep Neural Network
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SPLICE SPLICE
(Oracle)
clean 0.57 0.69
SNR 20 1.08 0.76
SNR 15 1.99 0.70
SNR 10 4.65 0.77
SNR 5 16.76 0.93
SNR 0 49.96 0.95
SNR -5 81.46 1.13
Average 14.89 0.82
TH 5,
€ = [lvyt—[ua . 'ayllvy;r7y;»17 . '7y;:»u]—r
(10)
BB, Ay BEAMIE RN FERERETAET 5.
Ay = aramian(Myj)Hmj — Agejl)? (11)
N ,
J
TUIENTIRZ 52 2 L3 TE 5, AL i3,
A, =XPE"(EPE")™! (12)

ELTCEME T2 28 TESL, 22T, X e RVXT
L E e RINGHUIDXT 13 2 n 2 )y & AR5
WO Y P A RA~FF— 555, P e RTT
3 p(klye) % WIS ATINTH 2.

3 EROFHHERAFEEDHR

KEITIE, RETHEERXRDBEERTETH S
SPLICE & # OJhiETH %5 REDIAL & O g % X
%, 7, Za—70%y bEHOAEN RSN
HEFiETH % DAE EDHEE BT,

3.1 SPLICE

SPLICE I3l iED 1 > Th D, Rt
A>T/ AP —GFRREBENIS 7)) — v

FEREEZHEET 5.
. 1
o= S pliluas |, 1
SPLICE Tl&, /A ¥ —¥ AR ORI
$ p(y) % GMM TE F LT 3.
= S AN e oY) (14)
InzMeT, /A4 Y —ERREREICNT 2 H
B plly,) %
plily) = <AL (15)

> P(ye|i)p(i’)

ELTEET S, KX (14) DX 91, SPLICE T/
AV —HHEOHZ M THEGHOEEZIT). L
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L, 2SS 7= OMERBEIOEAE L TL £
T EBRTHEN, 7)Y —vERREEENTET
MEEIFIRESEEEZONS,

2T, /AP —EEREEESR E 7)) — U F R -B-set A
WEMEHD ZNZFNT CMM IZ Xk 2 EF AL L BEA ——setB

I 2 T2 858D #1772, Table 1 1% Aurora
2057 ALty A (VA4 RX70—X FEED) %A

LB TH B, 22T, 7V — v E B
TEAMIIZ{To74 5 7 1 ® SPLICE 3,

. - 1

o= pivleodr o] (o)

i (e ]i*)p(i*')

ELTO )= EFIREE o ISRT B SRR p(i*|xy)
REMET S, A7 7 VOB RIIMEZTOKRE BT
SIAMRIC 7 ) — v EFREHEE TS 2 LT ETED,
CAUSHRBIER p(i*|y,) ZAEHECHEE T2 2 L3 CT
ECWBZEIIMA, Z7V=VEFRFXL VITEWT
20N E D BIEERERET LI ENTELD
FeEZoN%, 18, NMN-SPLICE i3 031
RO %EBRET 2 ETHoElE 7)) — SRS EE
WIEO L 2 EDHfEI TV B [2).

3.2 REDIAL

REDIAL (¥ SPLICE ##5E L7=dbDThHY, 7
) — B EEME R IR T e T E TS .
BT, TV —vEROREZ I L E LK
LDA 2 X D8/ 4 ¥ —FgEx XouEMmL, /A
PR EE 7 ) — v EFEIREDOBIN DTS R
BARICEHET 5. LDA OXRICHENMEITH L %2 06
270 —VERRBEDRES VT I 2AEY 7T
R)LE LCTHEET 3. Kz, LDAIC X Y )ouHEsiE%
fio7_7 bV w; = Ld; ZHWT K* iEED GMM
EHEETS,

K
p(v) = Y 7 N(v; pg., op-) (18)
k*=1
ANEHEIB S NBD 7 ) — v FHE IR E
A VT 7 RN T b ERMEE p(k*|y,) %

k ~ k = 7 7
Pl =) = ok k)
ELTEHET 2. BKINICE S N HRER 2 EA
ELTHOEaNBIEE I X Y 7Y — v F Rk
HEx

Ty = Zp(k*|yt)Ak*et
k*
[l,y;_u,...

(19)

(20)

ay;r—lﬂyt—rvy;:-h e ay;-u]—r
(21)
CLTHEET 3. kB, A XIEEICKE 2T
%510, EEHOBICIFALZEAT 5,
LTy L REDIAL I3, /A P —SHK#MEDS
7)) — PR EIREREET 2 TH D, L
L, LDA ESIEEITH 720, 7V — Gk
BERIRB L /4 ¥ —H RO & DM DM 72 BIfR
PEUNCETILTETWB LIS AR,

e =

P SCHE
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Word error rates (%)

# of hidden layers
Fig. 3 The performance of DDAE with different
numbers of hidden layers in Aurora 2 dataset.

25

20

Word error rates (%)

# of hidden layers

Fig. 4 The performance of the proposed method
with different numbers of hidden layers in Aurora 2
dataset.

3.3 DAE

DAE Z=a2—9 %y F2HWT/ 4 ¥ =k
BE» S 7)) — v EFREEZEENICHEE T 5 T
#%TH5. DDAEIZDAE #%@IcL7-bDTHD,
7)) — v E RS

& = URM™(d)+c (22)

h(™ (d,) o(WMR=D(d,) + b™) (23)

h " (dy) c(WWd, +bM) (24)
ELTHEES S, 22T, UREATIITHS, K

fiTix, RBM I X ) BEOMIEZ R, /N5
AL X 2Ny 7T a R = a I kD
L7: DDAE DL Z1T 9. Fig. 3 @D %E 4L
L 7288 Aurora 2 IZEB 1) 2 FAGERFHE D K% 7o v
FLZDBDTHS, vy FA Ly FBldZNZENn
AR —AVREREE ) A XA —TVIRETHD,
HZBEIUED ) — F#13 1024 TH—L T3, iR
3L, 7AX7u—X FERECREOE ST &

ORI B D, ) A XA— 7 UBRETIZIZIEEL
L%z, ZUd=2—J 0%y bSEEE L TWwW5 7k

DREEZEZOND, 4k, ITEY) ALy MEEZ R
7= a—J vy bPEHWIA— bz va—%
bigREInTws 11].

4 EER

RETFHEOERIM% Aurora 2 1T X 2 #EE T 5
A ETFEHFEBRICL>TRT., F—=F130n <200
RIBOMENERIN /AP —FF &2t
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Table 2 Performance comparison among our proposal and conventional methods ( word error rates %).

clean condition (WER. %)

multi condition (WER. %)

set A set B set C

set A

average set B set C average
Baseline 48.93 55.80 39.23 47.98 10.57 11.89 14.33 12.27
SPLICE 14.89 19.31 21.59 18.60 9.20 14.50 15.22 12.97
REDIAL 16.70 20.59 21.14 19.48 8.98 13.26 12.45 11.56
DDAE 6.39 20.44 17.20 14.68 5.97 18.50 14.67 13.04
PROPOSED 7.04 14.93 15.54 12.51 5.64 15.20 13.29 11.38
T27)—=VEFRBPEENTED, RTLLTF—% 2 & v 7ol frrai s RURRER Y A 71 X T

%*U)ﬂj—%&- EMTE S, nauﬁ%k }ﬂb)%ﬁgﬂgf'f}b
i HMM ZFHL, 7V —vBEHEOATHEELED
?D (clean condition) & HEFH AR THEE L72b D
(multi condition) @ 3l h 'CICKE& L7.

T — 413 3 (AB,C) 23H D, kv kA
HEGLEL /A R 7 u— R P, v b Bl
BRERLLZI)AXA =T VHRE, vy b CldF ¥
FNVA =T VEEITH D, FiE L L TMFCC &%
T—, ZD 1R, 22X Mz, DNN OFEIL
KALDI [13] ZFH L, AW 3 Feieid 4 CHi
%3 7L =007 7L —hIHi— L7, it,%@
D/ —FEIF 1024 ITHEL, HETE7Y—vEH
R DIREE I 1024 1TERE L 72, DNN@A/77
0= a VITEB LT, AT — 8 8,440 FRED
5%&%%%%ﬁ%kvkkbt.ik,mmML
& FRRIC B AL A TR IEAMEZ EA L TWw» 3,

£, DNN OEDORIC & 2 iR DE % Fig. 4
WRY, EOBEREPT E )4 X 70— X FEREETIZ
II5—L—PETTED, /A4 X4 —7VEETIE
DDAE &[RRI F I 72\>, Z24Ud DDAE & [H
BRIC=2a—I 02y FOSEEE L C0E DL EEZ
5%,

RIZ, fERFIEE ORI, HRZITI DIk
SPLICE, REDIAL, DDAE T& %. SPLICE @/
A ¥ —HEREESE 1024 ICEE L 2. REDIAL 137
Y — v FRREEUE 1024 ITEREL, LDA WL X B X
TLHEMERORBENZ b Vi 64 Xotic L7, 72,
DDAE i3 filgn%z 5 & L.

Table 2 IZfEHR #7/R T, clean condition TIIIRE
FHRBIEFIZROWERBSE SN TWS, —J7, multi
condition TiX REDIAL & # % E%fﬁﬂjflfﬁ;b’.
Z#UZ LDA OFMEZH L v ) HlFaic GMM O
%%%%T%ét@kk%z%ﬂ%.it,DMﬂ
EH LA, B/ A XA -7 U BRETRER
DL T3, ZHUui DDAE 252 E L TL £-
TW3EDTHYH, GMM THOMEEEBE L7 525
ROV DA E AT ) REFEPREFE OWERET T
HIEMTETCELREEEZONS,

5 F&&

ARETIE, LAV TF—=FE2HAOEHLLREE
EHTFERREL 2. REFIERZ, 7V —vErR
ME%E GMM T2 9 A% v 7 %41\, DNNIZk-
T — U HRRIEER ) A ¥ — G R ED S HEE
T2, 20%, ZOFRMERLEAR L L TXTHE
I LD 7 ) — v ERRMEEZHEE T 5. Aurora

(oA LR

nnl\
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RETIEIIFIC ) 4 A4 —7 VBT DDAE X )&
WILF—L—F2RTIENTE, 5%, BETE
PRMIEE LCeikE =2 —F 0%y MEATEHRL
Tzl s e nELoN S,
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