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In this paper, we studied several kinds of
data-driven linear feature transformation techniques,
as well as the integration of spatial-temporal
information, for Mandarin Large Vocabulary
Continuous Speech Recognition (LVCSR). First, we
explored the use of linear discriminant analysis (LDA)
for the transformation of speech features as well as
the integration of temporal-spatial information, and
compared such an approach with the conventional
feature extraction approaches. Then, several
improved approaches for linear transformation of
speech features, such as heteroscedastic linear
discriminant analysis (HLDA) and heteroscedastic
discriminant analysis (HDA), were investigated as
well. Finally, we considered the influence of noises
on the above data-driven linear feature transformation
techniques. All experiments were carried out on the
Mandarin broadcast news speech. The speech
recognition tasks included not only Free Syllable
Decoding but mandarin  Large Vocabulary
Continuous Speech Recognition.

bl VN

fe?é;élpw - Pai
RIS R e

RIS~ BRI E
Bl AT s B AR IR R o

N

FHEAMKRE A E A FEpRE RS
FEd S N[1] e EF BT S P DESHFE
ZoE MM B R R GOLITE 3 B gL A
TR EAAPE- LR DTN GFET SoBa *

2R AN LR AS LR G RRESET
PR E S “k'rﬁér%fi‘l HomXiiEEe
AR R R fw% PEAFERELE G F
N &;j;—frjﬁf;‘d:; A fpe 3 ua#fmﬁﬂﬂ)\%
"B&mi**m%hpq#"ﬂfl I E A R A BEe

4*!."1‘\

FEUARGEELZ DA a5 27— 25
H»ﬁ;ﬂt BPEF M ERERY DL BEMEE TR 5}
kg s PHCRIERARED G sy
folici g % ol S TR R 4§
PR A LBy FFAALE < R Lt

STk B A b s f b i eng 4 A
zﬁ@?aﬂ’%%?ui{ﬁ?{am'ﬁﬁw
2- o RN P ES TS LS D
SRR Y 3 E\IF“/T‘?”“ (Rl S CE
B aa AP o Tt 3 PR S u
WENAS HFFHEELmed T8 AR
I i ¢1*\i SHRREGE S M i p B R T
TAE A BP ¥R EATE DN
F g_ptsr’ﬂtfﬁgf_@mwg]m%pi PR

SRS AL TG - R
(Pattern Recognition) & st » 4@ 1 #7577 o #7F &4
& eys B¢ 4 4 (Classification) f* A% - & 4R 4L

2

¢z ‘1 d B A 0 % - &3 dc iy B (Feature
Extraction) » % = &_4 #f Bemk 3 o 4o %k g
ke £ UEFTE R SN ‘—*{" 1w

3 %% ehgw 4 (Discriminability) » 4y L AR EI—E’?)]J'
VST ﬁ{fiﬁ?_@i 7 E RIT AN p AR LR
B gy LA ARER L ES Bk
¥ B 4F @ % #ic (Mel-frequency Cepstral
Coefficients, MFCC) [2] & H_g 4% |+ 37 ] % #c
(Perceptual Linear Prediction Coefficients, PLPC) [3]
S X R ARAE S BB 2 - s Y P

— F# 22 = P pE R b 3 Bc(Time Derivatives) ~ 12 2 4
HeT o e % B fier 31 (Mean and Variance
Normalization) 3z & |4 (Robustness) &2 {8 » ¥ 11 f
Sk EUE e N LS SRR L 23



Pt L F
> EE—
$5Bn FEE EXt
A
P L
o~ #7)

WLt W E7E 5 FE e

Vﬁrpﬂgéﬁﬁzggﬁﬁﬁw@—ﬁ@
o g ¥ LA Fie TR X0
BREFHETELNE G RS e A b
* a4 #@ow| & 47 (Linear Discriminant Analysis,
LDA) [4] ~ # B {231+ & %] ~ 17 (Heteroscedastic
Linear Discriminant Analysis, HLDA) [5, 6] ~ £ & |+
#-u] & 37 (Heteroscedastic Discriminant Analysis,
HDA) [7]% o 8 ¢ Supd v 2 45 £ B3k 75 47 4 4
Heo Bl R AR o @ B ARE E A
158 B R A 47 Pl EdT RS R PR o e
S FFI AP RN SRS AT
(Kernel Linear Discriminant Analysis, Kernel LDA)
[Bl¥H:F & #Hitre & it - H gL » # %’%F’ 7
Pk fee BRI F R F KT F'“ e gl &
o ﬁ*/‘{"‘ V= el A R I S g PN f’iﬁvv‘J [
,5\‘ °

Y- 2542 L_ﬁ‘%‘f%*"‘l(mlﬁr‘%ﬁi‘ B
ARGk ERPB T A G)F R e R R
B (s q‘iw Piee BB E S 5 E M)
g ArA o e f_F ik anE § Bk £ 2 2 FEN A
LA S L e ?J“#%.dﬂﬁs* AR i
BOR P E ¥ (Maximum Likelihood Linear
Transformation, MLLT) » & Féﬁsg#@ tehy B R
EESEEY AEAS Y A7 PEEE A4 0
BRGREEET > FEREHLCE R 2R
Feo Flpt o B AP RANF R FERIRE S Uk
RO~ ¥ LM ES AT B S g 0 R S

L & (LDA-MLLT) [9]# €8 5742 412 g & 44
284 Ap 0 R S 4 3 & (HLDA-MLLT) [10, 11]
Eeon- BT oA A g AANE A ,fg FHE
AP FHEEL AL EFBEIFB TN 230
T AFRBNFS ?"%?é” T+ ’1»‘*b ?! LN =Tl
Ei PR L RAT R E %‘1114#“@:32?
He P e ALY 2 RARATH LW R
%”Jfbi* s Uﬁf&’*‘ % (Field Reporter):# #4384 i+
»TE T TR R o

Rh T RT R P4T AN S AP
i

5 b BT S e & § 7 4 E
AAE s SR 44T~ BT AU ] 0 4T~
AMERPEE R & 45 AT RBFEF A
,;‘, R N ﬂ“j‘g-ﬁiiﬁ%‘;% R T waﬁﬁé;ﬁﬁ%

TR E o S B 38 4

T A E K TR e (Data-Driven) 5 12 45 fcid
HLFRPFEEEROFT G E LR
o B 5 FRL e AN g i T ”%‘%E’ FRVR
FHAOAFLFT AR BB B NFE ERIFY £
£ mﬁ}ﬁ&‘?’ > i 1] q._ﬁ*ﬁ i mpp B 4’34’&% f,gfp j‘!i
Bk AR A 2 T e B g
R K S f’ AR EERBYRTALA K
s i R e R N A
Ho 11T g B e e TR AU i 3
E Rk
21 AL

i = i» 4 45 (Principal Component Analysis,
PCA) & Bl 7 2 ¥ LengkiiFo v a4l &
- R B L 4P M (Correlated) sh— 343w £ %
BCRARRET O RUEFARFR SRS AN
(Uncorrelated) > e P ac 3 e £ % B &
(Variation) [12] » #7124 & i3 & 457 12045 I ca
BT AEPR AT 4Bl 2977 B A -

F i AKe R AT RS PR RO RN A
‘a= ARG AREF X SATREE I AR ER
é. f % H =1 % (Orthonormal) o i = i 4 45 ei% 2
B F AT PURF AL X =X, %, X %] N FF
o F B X nae o KA IRFT D
B £ % 8 s (Covariance Matrix) T

1y — _\T
T:—Z(xi—x)(xi—x) (1)
N =
B¢ X AEHT R 57T 4 nxnaiEdo
1 N
= 2
NEX. 2

T & # ) » £ & f% (Eigenvectors
Decomposition) » 12 3% #c iE (Eigenvalues) & + &% p
B Fhce £ (Elgenvectors);g,‘r A R B (7 fE
SRR A SR B S D e S S

ﬁﬁ:‘f“’iﬂg,‘ﬂ%ﬁ’%ﬁii Y :[yll Yor ¥Yso, yN] :



: 5

' <

O »gss
- R&
Xih

B 3 w2477 LB o

yi=9:;Xi ,i:1,2,"‘,N (3)

Foh Y LT SR 2 R R TR e SR A 4
,zmi"a : +%“§£%ﬁrﬁﬁimj‘\ﬁxz e s ﬁ,fxiﬂzfﬁjﬁ
2 ;\‘(3)1\191'%\5’“7? ’r"'?'?_%\/ 4\“’

22 RPEFEE LT

F 4 gow) & 47 (Linear Discriminant Analysis,
LDA) [4]# i = >4 47 G iwi 1 4p iz > 3% q_Rkp—
[ s Shs A ;‘%‘gt (T AR M8 e 29 3 s o TR P
U AP AN R RS E R BT R
F B A EFES T o 4o 3 4T M'i*iw
FE- ARGV RPIY D ARET MG RS
w4 o MM ER ARG A BER Y- 0 BX
BRGET LG AP §EAT R &

WIS § A p a+;;ﬁ!“wﬁ s(n-p)a+ Z &
R E I H R e o3 W FR AL Hra %
=T AR R R LR o MU A T
T E & R R 5 ?"‘f‘:ﬁiﬁ*fﬁi EPIEE | ”"‘IL F reit 2
WA ot R A - TRy “ (Supervised
Learning) e % 7R s £ N R IRPE S K AR
+ % 2 5= B (Between-class Covariance Matrix)i#
Bl Fa N EAR S AR > T NP R R R
W (Within-class Covariance Matrix) i #% {s {7 7]
FUEAR] ARAT o 4 ffui’dﬁ R BAKELY
FoeRPEEFBLIRT LA 775
(Determinint) 1 & & + :

. |9T BA |
=arg max
|9Twe |

(4)
o BRFAE A S BN N BB
B i:\FTW—;lJrT’J ! %ﬁ ‘f [IE3 ;ﬁ';: » N % ’*Lf"}s :,]' éﬁ«;,}_]_m][%
i Wj 2% B L e g8 o X PR E=1
_}’l ﬂ}éﬁ Jm—lijrﬁvﬂ X‘ierJF ;”lﬁI‘}«—m—I

()%\TF'?' “T@mwﬁ'@]vmW?B

B A 4
3 25

’sﬁl 2 f"""’v‘ AN

W:iijwj ©)
N ]:1
L& (7 9V (w )
B:W;Nj(xj—X)(Xj—X) ©6)
H
1 _ —
Wi =3~ Z(Xi_xjxxi_xj)T (7)
§xistg(i)=]
1 .
Xj= >x . j=1..1 (8)
§xistg(i)=]
N
X_W;Xi (9)

P T R A[12] 0 & R aEeL 0 @ 1755 (4)

FHRL EE R EWIIB e B AR B
BEh A paB ke BEE AR R o

23 B RAM g S

43X % m%%{%,{f{é\ fnzm% B ;ﬂ%ﬁ'
Mooy B ’?f’}ﬁfﬁ‘ﬁbu}ﬂfq,guf Fo ) ERF
mé‘ﬂf’}f*wjll,\ﬁnu,—lmp;\;{ s 4 ijﬁ{ ;;\;1' ﬁ%ﬁﬂ

B30I R - 4o 4 9 g B s g
A I 1 BT R M RIS R A
TR 18 R F'~‘} —’ﬁﬁ;‘./m&\lk\?—@:\:ﬁ' s,‘r*\ i
*‘%ﬁf&m]‘\?‘ﬂ 3 J‘lﬂ,t;g,—g - [5, 13]‘frr]$sﬁ*1
[14]5 FafRE o P fAfRERR* 2 Pk G
ZPEAR R P RS0t o

# (Numerical Method)

(@) #eii

Kumar #1997 & efg L #h~ F D ¥ ik
A 2. %R 7 4 B F 1 (Heteroscedastic) » 4+ %
e AN S el ok e ke
FREELIARE DR R Fﬁﬁi# VR AN N
(Maximum Likelihood, ML) fz i 3 P &30 58 [5] » &
- B ENE TR LS 47 B T
AT e e B FR] A 4 - ﬁi"FK%ﬁE’ EBRRon o



ez e ahp a3z @ 2RI T Hp)ad 3
B R )% aenp e F] L Bt P A AT
B oA KT FES O STIL T AR B eh(n-p) et F G
e eha JE R o HT F A1 B kI ¥ 3 h(n-p)
MREBK A FTF zﬁw w RS (p
;}gp\;mo F LU
Bk Few e p . afrw(n Pk B s ATy
MY R g 2 L RBEL Y T
PG ERFT AT G ER TR

AT A it GREE

Hia
Hip ,Ujp
Hj = = (10)
/Uo,p+1 /—lo
| Hon |

pEBRIER BT e R p &y, i
PR )BT EsENE(n-p)a Fike o
XV XU aE L wm p A is(np)ak % B E
WS 2 o AT Ry Z”*”;K{#gﬁaﬁm
B LIFRRA R

20
Zj :|: OJ Z(np):| (11)
o

dod RASTORLA 5 B 2

I
g

3%

2

o

=

1a B

==

e

k

~h

BT L BT A o :
(Probability Density) cf# %40 :
|9| it ~sy) oty (%)
P(X)=—F—=——=—=¢ g (12)
(27) Zg(i)‘

HeY ginxnampgged 5 - fv(Cqumn)
- AReR Y =0'% X EHIBTRE
THg(i) 2 X HA Y o Bk #p 0 R GE A
FIRPGERTE TR Y s s o R
FEL TR EERTH) L “rfézﬁwﬁvﬁ
BoAR 0B B Bt o SR (18) iR L & o

log L(6, {x, }):Sleog p(x,)
= —%i(@T X = My )T Zj(i) <9T

X — :ug(i)) (13)

=4

—%Zl: log ((2”)n|zg(i)| )+ N log|o]

APON B PRGER AT R il § LA
HN(13) & Wik is Lo £ v U fex é\%_@_,ﬂ:&iz
?j“\%ﬁ'ﬂjfrij oluj ‘,UO‘Z?'—?E.’Z” LN

L] A, o

V-

ul =6, X, (14)
Ho =0y , X (15)
TP =07W,0, (16)
X" =0y T6,, (17)

Hd RT3 0 mMORES ) B (L EE AP

R R EL )T AT A

0 = arg mgx{N log|é)

n—- ij 0an|
(18)

_%% |og|¢9gwj¢9p|}

4 RN(18)F g e R RAEE T L4
AL = SRS ,3_,}\—3-:}&%-”75%56 'Fh‘iﬁ*‘% ts ek
RPELWHENG € fLEFLERTREAME
u] 2 4% (Diagonal HLDA, DHLDA) » ;%5 % :

0 =arg mgx{N log|é) —%Iog‘Diag (61,76, , )‘

J
_Z%mg‘mag(agwjep )\}
j=1
(19)
HF O kB 5 7 % f# (Close-form
Solution) » ¥ & U * #cld > F chd E R R
fEo $ O RIEERLATOSNE > B FlfTac e
(b) ® =_f%-* ;% (Close-form-solution Method)
dt b enlicE 2l FHRfE G R
2F A AR FTOEF (F- X F % ’7;%%7
TTRARE PR R RB R TR EN A 450
BRSSP A S W R A+ F Gales 3
# % 1999 ﬁa‘%ﬂ: EEIES S W el UEE PR b S
j3[14, 15] c B> # ¢ A 4 FRjE 0 ¥ T BB
?ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬂig’x{—gﬂ TERLETO A H A LR
B AR AR R e T R fE o

log L(a;{xi})zilog P(x
13 (

24
_E; log ((2”)” |Zg(i)|)+ N |og|9|

g(l)) 929(1) 6" (% ( )Zg(i)) (20)

#7905 nxnaEd, & - 7(Column) i - A &
2 |9|?/.>ﬁw ac ca L O0@%iF haxla
°C & 0% i {7k F S (Cofactors)> 5 1xn ‘&
&od WA S L SR LA
. T
N ( g(l)) 929(,)6’ ( g(,))

7 — {7 (row by row) = 3% % 7 > P34 (20)F 12 i
= 4r Tl

ﬁ‘ﬁl‘



pa (A @) g u .
:_5;;—(0(?&)2 —Eglog((Zﬂ) Zg<i>|)
+Nlog(a/cl )

(21)

d4¢ xg(i)(i)zxi—ig(i) EIOERE 2 G
(620 ) 5 spatiegss b 2 R B kgt L300 ¥ K

Brdeop Q)T afMARRE? & K> ¥
o 3%

log L(6;{x}) 2
1
=52 (a;G*a, )+ Nlog(a'c )+ K
e
G =YW, (23)
=t O-diagk

F(R¥ta M TR EENTE S RSV RE

N (24)
¢G' ¢

a=G"c

dONER R G R pa ZEA G AT G

fr(o-djiagk )2 Y ;Fr A 4rT oo

J N
Z i : 2Wj (kS p)
Y (25)
-1, N
=1 (k>p)
= (O-djiagk)
(Gj- )z:{agwjak (i<p) (26)
i aTa, (j>p)

24 B A g R M

B+ Ap i B A (Maximum Likelihood Linear
Transformation, MLLT) [7, 16]#2 * it F L 8 & s+
P g i A - e S Re - B AR
B R R o A B TR R
FACRSAUARREEET R EFERE T
LR VRFREBMNTT BR o B T A
AR BHSNEN O RE RN FRER Y
Aulig AT R 2 (Full) s g R e et B o
e B RESE R4 0 R £ B o] 4 AR
BEAACRM RSN R EE N R4
MenfE L F Y L NAREE R SR EE
TG R E AP e dopt TR KR bk A i
A s SR s s o B AU ] A 45 e S

%F?nfi&{;ﬁﬁﬁa‘é foagulink %R B2 L4
LR g i F SRR BT A A RRA
Boo B S AP IR AU R B F BAE] A B HrA
DR H R BT Y RT AR A R
NI

b Ymp -

J Nj T
_ZTTM¢HM4+C (27)
j=1

Ok R L R LR R R
B eniE o D RERATRIAR 02 B £ SRR AR o o
E e AR

0 =arg max N Iog|€|—i%log|diag(€TWj91

PeRMN 3

(28)

g 8 (19) 58 (28)F g TR0 5N (28) s 1 g

FeF ey R Prod NEApE g Bk

IR S D S A B S A 4 2
FH e

AP e R

A FRBRBE Y E 2R T
18 B - B AW ad FE Sy k1,
18] » 4 & ¢ dpm AT ~ BFHOARR - P D
i = (Lexicon Construction) ~ 37 % #-413" #frid &
#H B 4% (Tree-Copy Search) % 38 4 o
31 HEIE

T RIEIN T E A R dnth g A
BRFRGHBEAKE DL BT AR
S S # P g P s kit (Mel-frequency
Filter Banks) mﬁig?] NELFFAEDAHFT
- HAFTHr EFEREIRELREEABT
Ao & kfh < T30 S 6 R SR A
Bl M R e W S § & s i
AR PRI DEAEN T LR TES
F ARG g s o ‘f EN SRt UEE . ¥ 5%
BERE RSN R - I = N
(Mel-frequency Cepstral Coefficients, MFCC) 2 g &
&M 3 B % &k (Perceptual Linear Prediction
Coefficients, PLPC) " fiz» ¥ 4 » 3 i 435 5 i
25N g A B T 35 4 2 (Cepstral Mean
Subtraction,CMS) [19] &¢ i5]#F 2 i+ 2R 1 ;% (Cepstral
Normalization,CN) [20]> *# i< v 5 %% 3 fcid e’ 5o
32 BEHI

FERA AR Rl R AERAE T
% 4£4] (Continuous Density Hidden Markov Model,
CDHMM) - fid]enitdie® § 151 @ » 27 & 373
1 ## % #2) (Silence ) 112 & #= 3] (Initials ) »
1% 38 B2 B (Finals) o & 3 B3 crik i #ic
AWL 336 BAEEBREYSFERES



B 5 30W 535 ATy VAl E g e

Fs? /ﬁ’%\ e
fﬁ,gﬁﬁf{#r’g SR L A mens R8s B E L
3128 WA & o gt th s B {edp* £ 5 403 7};@17» fe
g H k.
33 wEEZ2FTHIAVR

* % Fufé % P g (Word Bigram) i 2 3= i@
(Word Trigram):% % #-3] » 3 12 ¢ 2 i 244 (Central
News Agency, CNA) 2001 £ 2002 & #1ic & 7|05
- RS FERY P FFREIFIET AR
P 2! sﬁﬁx%ﬂ o A Ehe ¢ enE L AR Y T
Katz 3% 7 #3]& i $21] ¥ $ * SRL Language
Modeling Toolkit (SRILM)&%= 5 1 E 48 [22] %
PRGE T A
34 PR RUER

A& B+ 'ﬂ;@ FEF I A
% 3 + (Left-to-right) ~ 3 1= # (Frame-synchronous)
i B A ALAE S [23] - G R A 5 B A K
(Arc) s % — & INITIAL & FINAL im* g8 5 & 2
#-A] > d FHTI(Root) ¥ ix — B A (Leaf) et 3 ik &
- B - L AP RS e R AL
AR AL FER T IOERS ST LK
A o B R e Y PR Rt WAEE R
WEH R BI 2§ T i@ R A ﬁl(Tree
Copies)’ & B % 2 F e3F 2 H3 f ¢ &
+1](Language Model History or Constraint) - ¢ “f’?
b E A 4 ch3 R 2 S (Partial Paths)de % %
F AP e T WAL 0 R gﬁﬁsﬁﬁﬁf—f’? PR
HHAF AL e AR S T X A J;I’Lw’%«'t
(State-level) 3t = L 2R3 HFH - 45 B3 f=¢
FPOPRDETC R A - ®m§”°

TAAL SRR B R W e A
7 RERECFEFAARSF IR CRE
AL L (Recomblnatlon) B S S I

LU P EE S AR R R A 4 ATeh- 1‘%;‘?;&
Pisg R **‘c MEP - R G AR E S
B anr g WY o WA R bR FREL
A A e U A S ‘ﬁﬁ,’e‘ﬂv RS
B RA TS HOFRRICER S 2" TP T L
G ie B0 E BE AT im‘*w’« 5T A BAR &
G Bh(x AT R DD P WAL I eh & Bh)hdp
BFER T -2 G d W EEdERNET ’L\ﬁ:‘"]

AR BT R g“ﬁiﬂ ‘f&ﬁs:_.l_;}'ﬁﬁti"i‘a’gt » F] S

vk 3 $ (Beam Pruning) HisiE E B P £ A Kk
PO R S BE N A R DT A AT b EpE
R BT REE - BRAMF AN KL S
(Internal Node)™ j& % ¢hv it 203 i & 8 % 4 2
SRR T A S R Eo H R
Fo BE AN SR G S B aNE S A 5
(Look-ahead) 4 #c » £ 4c b 0K i & 2h A L0
p¥ =1 B ff enfiz 4% 4 #(Decoding Score) 2 #-# + 5
Al A TR Rhirgg o Ak REEY PH G
(Unigram);%*‘ oAl w g 0 H1E - B R A
BN 2R G 6 g A A (R RS T
% )2 - AT S kY B A wHMES

WA 5 GG R AR G S BT T AT g A
gtc okt R 6 ded s i R R A
RS B 2 e ® F nip BT (S A S R
ibﬁ%§?swmv&£% £hev g S H0A
B %f@ﬁ;ﬂf@ﬁuﬁ A SRR =
Bhamas fic RS kP FTRE2A- BPR -
Yol 5o X hgE FE] PR f B R amE S A o

= i@ (Trigram) ~ 3 = & (Fourgram):% 3 #-3 % » £
AT 7 - =R E%’] # L 2R F) 4% (Word Graph
Rescoring) » 4% M1 ehe & o A A KLY » PR

B QLR LR Y PR A A AW
BRI AR LR 028335 3 -

T~ B

F S 3E LS TR S ol 0 12
g HAFE B A AP IR RS E P
B % o Bt T o

41 R AR

rhv AR B R 5 MATBN §ARET
BiEd[24] > 5 ¢ L IRT AT F L AP
E g A '”S’Mic« & lfés?‘%l* = o H¥ & 2 2001 &
3T 30 /) pF \2002 & 146 -] pF % 2003 & 24 -]
o hmy A hr ERBEPEERR TR RG
#o#HP & 5 255 ) pFeam "“ﬁ%(5774 P1) 0 B H
BRIz * 5 15 et $(292 @) 0 #3E
R > H P F AT Lo §oh s 50 RS
* IR AR S %“?’?akm%é Bl A
¥ OARATHE iy EiE R 40 » Aurora2.0 7 fe vkt
(SNR)™ e % fa vk 5 [25] - Aurora 2.0 2_d g 7 13
L€ (European Telecommunications Standards
Institute, ETSI)#74 (73842 > ik A 573
3 > 3 # T 4k (Subway) ~ + #(Babble) - ;T # (Car)
B T ¢ 4 (Exhibition) ~ % F (Restaurant) - 'fi‘i,'ﬁ,'
(Street) ~ # 3%5-(Airport) ~ L & =k(Train Station) -
W~ @ % Aurora 2.0 e RS A Pﬁﬁ_ﬁi
g ekt > 4w g _-5dB ~ 0dB ~ 5dB -~ 10dB -~
15dB20dB - 53 i+ F e 2 2 1@ % Aurora 2.0
NP7 ek dEpe A e e SNR M G e » i e
ALY R RASDIHGEAR AT R k5%



...... H H H } o H { o] [a } { H
] ] ] ] ] ] ] [ ] -] ] ] ]
] ] ] ] ] ] I_ -] [~} -]

‘—“"’ - SN - -
o e 9

A7 Xi2|:::| - —

&

# H AT £

y::id ] Yi

= - vi=d'z a

g 5@ ——|l{|---| —— |=

£ :

(=]

x
z
EEO
If
[
|

W 6 4 - P 2 R P L o

WA~ g REAE R B KRR AL
B A g e RIFE S H B s gl o
42 FTHE P EER LR

A2 FAE S R A
PR AR o F R T SUL S A
K PrREodfse P aprd b F & N B gEn 4 g
Mo B o 4ol 6 4T 0 F AY Fae R x Ak
A EEER Kk BEREFEAIALET RS
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Aol E AR A ERT R E S P
Hooga a1 & Z BERRFAKE LARP
¥ 5 ¥] DHLDA-I (#ic e > ;2 %) ¢ DHLDA-II (H
TR 2 RfR)erona a2 B T LA B
CUE AR - B P RS TS S RS
AR SRR T SERBER IR AR S
SPORPFPETEED 2 - R oEgEeL 13
Fagene H= > £ 17 05 40 LDA dggas ot
DHLDA-I fv DHLDA-Il #8 £ » &3 % 4l A7)
FEDER aPAR LY R R LR Ly S R
Bl B2 R LR EREEL L HE
oA ERG ST A SR RIA LA P
EyER ot - RAMBEL A S L R P
ML 15 o FRE S e DHLDAC {= DHLDA-II
WA E o ded 295 o LipE 2 A BRI
MEn s 4Tl G e R4 1 ¥ 0 F R HLDA
e F o 4 2 #0F HLDA+MLLT
syt g HLDA Apt > & g & ajp > 15.71%/7p

01 ERFTH e s P i 5 it
W B AR ST o (FE T A b
HE 3T ) 4 2 AJE (CMS) & 4e + AR 3 0 4
it % g2 (CN))

Method Baseline +CMS +CN
MFCC 44.97 41.68 41.06
PLP 46.46 42.50 41.82
PCA 45.40 39.82 38.89
LDA 43.17 38.80 38.30
HLDA 47.10 40.08 39.22
DHLDA-I 40.90 37.41 36.80
DHLDA-II| 40.50 37.05 36.45

2 ARATHE>AEEER S S S PR
BRAPERZ P ERE S Ry 55 &
BFF o

Method Baseline | +CMS +CN
MFCC 44.67 40.67 40.10
PLP 46.92 42.36 41.94
PCA 41.98 37.53 37.03
LDA 40.78 37.06 36.47
HLDA 39.70 36.57 36.12

#4835 % o HLDA+MLLT sgzs % &2 LDA+MLLT
PR SO g o R0 2.65% AR e GRS o @
HLDA+MLLT ey 22 DHLDA-I shygs 5 4p
oo w b 1.08%7p A SES -

£ oktwmf @R R R RSP A
B S AT 0 8 37 g 4 & 20dB 3 5dB
g o b T 5 LDA+MLLT+CN ey & ’F’K L
PCA+MLLT+CN %% ; 5§ & 0dB £2-5dB 3
WL T g 4pF oot g LDA & DHLDA-II shpgss 5o
#F 3 7 die 20dB 3 5dB diawkit T o
LDA+MLLT+CN sz & ‘];’ML DHLDA-II+CN #*
1% 1 7 F 2 0dB &2-5dB cimkil T g4k o H
¢ -5dB pF > DHLDA-II+CN sy £ L 4o )
d 0w F1G Aot @ 17 DHLDA-IHCN f7j s g ™
* Eufa”i i LDA+MLLT+CN 4% o gt #h Fwjend > &
iz %5 T > DHLDA-II+CN # LDA+MLLT+CN
SRR L B RS T 0.05%4p $H45 RS S i A
Wk kB T > DHLDA-II+CN & LDA+MLLT+CN
FEGE SO oo B 0.98% 4p ¥ & E ST e
HLDA+MLLT+CN f#73 we§ #75 Mwk it HB T
JF'K it LDA+MLLT+CN 4~ DHLDA-II+CN &% - i
#-5dB iR ¥ 4 ¢ DHLDA-II4CN % - gt “t 8
TR EN A7 T AfERE T 7 B4 9t



3 TR S AR PR 1 % He
%&3%*%§$°
With Without
+CN MLLT MLLT
MFCC | PLP PCA | LDA | HLDA |DHLDA-II
Clean |40.10 | 41.94|37.03|36.47|36.12| 36.45
20dB [41.43 |42.96|38.31|37.78|37.34| 38.08
15dB |44.11 |45.59|40.83 | 40.53 39.88 | 40.87
10dB |50.01 |51.50 | 46.63 | 46.56 |45.89 | 46.96
5dB | 62.26 | 63.45 | 58.67 | 58.60|58.35 | 59.47
0dB |82.20 [83.09 | 78.26 | 78.64 | 77.73| 77.79
-5dB [103.94104.33|98.41 | 98.79|96.66 | 94.18
Average| 63.99 | 65.15|60.19 | 60.15|59.31| 59.56

%4 P

#(C)

bt H9E S RRE §(9) -

WG i BIF -

(W) 35 (%) 5 TC 5 37 % i W iwx o

+CN

Method

TC
(S)

TC | TC
(€) | (W)

WG
)

WG
(©)

WG
(W)

MFCC

19.64

27.95(37.78

19.52

26.76

35.55

PLP

23.80

32.40(42.36

23.63

31.19

40.05

With
MLLT

PCA

18.32

26.85(36.87

18.03

25.20

34.06

LDA

18.00

26.47|36.45

17.52

24.59

33.27

HLDA

17.40

25.79/35.66

17.04

2421

32.80

Without

DHLDA-I

18.09

26.56|36.61

17.67

24.88

33.79

MLLT

DHLDA-I

1117.97
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1 i & 3 o] A #4% 3 (Minimum Classification
Error, MCE) [26]4=(Maximum Mutual Information,
MMI) & B & B~ & & % 4p i & (Maximum
Likelihood, ML) wiplet -BBN &2 IBM %57 3 H i

s #} AU EC)F E 4 (Mimmun Phoneme Error,
MPE) iz 3] » ﬁié Bl F B4R T E L
+7 (Minimum Phoneme Error Based Heteroscedastic
Linear Discriminant Analysis, MPE-HLDA) [27] -
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