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Abstract

The goal of linear discriminant analysis (LDA) is to seek a linear transformation that
projects an original data set into a lower-dimensional feature subspace while
simultaneously retaining geometrical class separability. However, LDA cannot always
guarantee better classification accuracy. One of the possible reasons lies in that its
criterion is not directly associated with the classification error rate, so that it does not
necessarily accommodate itself to the allocation rule governed by a given classifier,
such as that employed in automatic speech recognition (ASR). In this thesis, we
extend the classical LDA by leveraging the relationship between the empirical phone
classification error rate and the Mahalanobis distance for each respective phone class
pair. To this end, we modify the original between-class scatter from a measure of the
Euclidean distance to the pairwise empirical classification accuracy for each class pair,
while preserving the lightweight solvability and taking no distributional assumption,

just as what LDA does.

Furthermore, we also present a novel discriminative linear feature transformation,
named generalized likelihood ratio discriminant analysis (GLRDA), on the basis of
the likelihood ratio test (LRT). It attempts to seek a lower dimensional feature
subspace by making the most confusing situation, described by the null hypothesis, as
unlikely to happen as possible without the homoscedastic assumption on class
distributions. We also show that the classical linear discriminant analysis (LDA) and
its well-known extension — heteroscedastic linear discriminant analysis (HLDA) are
just two special cases of our proposed method. The empirical class confusion
information can be further incorporated into GLRDA for better recognition

performance.
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Experimental results demonstrate that our approaches yields moderate
improvements over LDA and other existing methods, such as HLDA, on the Chinese

large vocabulary continuous speech recognition (LVCSR) task.
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P REHNE T AN AT FE S » BB R hiT R AT E - B &
g e £ #HRED B Y hF (word) 2 =t F ~ (sub-word unit) > 4-§ & (syllable)zt
% (phone) ° 374 R 1% 5 BB HAfriF 5 ]’a&m#%f’”’#t EFEXF A2 B2

WM % TR EF AR 73 syntactic) & 3% & (semantic) s F
= Yy



roven [ werree ﬁﬁé‘ .y
SUES;

ot B / \—/ %3 A )

Bl 2.1 353 5k Sin f2 ]

B BTG R M iEEn R g TR T 4

%
"
C

'
AN

)

37| (hidden Markov models, HMMSs) e 2t 38 H3] 7 L &P w0 en2 J e »
& A +‘“%ﬁd L3tV 2 #m“ o T - B FROEE Ry E O 29K

T oA EG T w4 e B 7(word sequence) W o i T 8 N A E e T

W =argmaxP(W | O) (2.1)
WeWh — ——
posterior

Hoe o W, R & 905 VPR ARk & PV |0) 3 B 5P BE Pk

w8 O={01,00rrcy0r} T 0 B AR F| W hE {58 5 (posterior probability) > #

v

v 2
tl’Otr?-‘L*‘_

FREEFR R e E c FIAEF LG AT PRI AE T
ALY A € X ) AEFA A F p(O)TRE S AT R LN 7R

(Bayes theorem) » #-3%(2.1)E B &2 f§ i &

W = arg max pO|WPIT)
rew p(0)
=argmax p(O |W)P(W)
WeWp —  — ——

likelihood prior

2.2)

dRQYF N R EWAEIARE D A A A FrreA o B - AR

BAl W 0 A BE e £ O s & 4n w0 (likelihood) p(O | W) » 4tz

T R SREE FULR Y ASR 15 4 [ 77 (connectionist systems) iy ]| #1157k KL FL#EHY
s (knowledge based systems) » FL[35] »
10



BEOL /i g

<1 ) AL

(P i)

B 22 % F 3 kA 4 IR

EENA O - SR AEY i d 23 L (left-to-right) s R RERNEF
% $i-4] (continuous density HMMs, CDHMMSs)e H = & 4355 ¢ 4 L EFE AW
% 7 1 5 (prior probability) P(W) » A2 2 %3 #3> HE ¥ Lanf ¥ 2 5
n—it (n-gram)i 3 Al o @ M3 (22) 5 P RS BOROFE F 8 2 A s

% {4 % & (maximum a posteriori, MAP)f% = ;% -

d SR R AR RS R O DAL N L RGK LR
ey o B v B S S B 2 T R e R S AR 2 B

Bl 4T 2 R B AR T 4% [33-36]

22 BF P

hed AT SRR B p B R RSO aES S > T F
R R Y R e R BE AR R A s
7

DR BRI A SRR EART £ £ I R iR o

FRRFFABAL R REFSE T AHAFET g e ot ay
H3E 3 3 ﬁfbﬁk\’» SR A & 5 - i B 1 4% T (quasi-stationary) (N3 ETPE Y e £
(discrete-time vector sequences) & 5 1=(frame) 5 7[37-38]> iz 7 H'E &\ 5 ¥ % #

11



Al - B H I B e E & IR o AT IR 3 M EL a3 & % (spectral envelope)

BRPTFTURE RIS - FiY RFEENLOREIEY 7 REFOET T

B FE RAERTUL S H 5}?8[39] » #F 3% ¥ A5(spectral shaping) ~
# 3 & +7 (spectral analysis)fe 4~ #cig 4 (parametric transform) » 4] 2.2 > 12 T #3E

gz .

“~

2.2.1 HF LA

EAR R A hiEAR Y o B g A BB RE Y licidE 3 B(A/D converter)
Wﬁtﬁ > ﬁii'_-p%%{ » T ﬁ'{'“/@/ﬁ»ag » Ae 5@}‘%%{“ 'é--t rer;' Foa A f/’\ &
g 5% (pre-emphasis) © 3 53 ¥ 4R AR 5 — 8% i Jm it B (high-pass filter) > # Z 4% (Z

transform) =

H[z]=1-0ap.xz" (2.3)

S(n)=s(n) — Apre xs(n—1) (2.4)

HY 5 §n) 5% n BHRIFZSIERIS mﬁz%] MEL s(n) % n fﬂ;aﬁéfig\bﬁﬂﬂiﬁl%a

el & P hd o Fg b f P BERF FHREINLA DN E EELFRFT L
BRI A A B R hE R T BT R B EF 5 2000~5000 Hz k3

¥

pRs
CURL

A FIE AR R A KR A D I e LA B B R i

Il

4 o H 24 F]F A B E AT ALIE 1000 Hz c0F B 4 S AR 0 TE 585

‘—‘ﬁ,

*H IR W - BALS, 36] -
12



be dp iB B 4R £ 4R (formants) i E & $4[39] -

222 AN

ﬁﬁbﬁ’ﬁé&%’$%%@ﬁggﬁ%n%ﬁ@mwmﬁ&m =k
SR d WEF AT AP P R oA E T - ZEORR A A
(BT AT o (2% ,%g*—gf Peii & = 8 4% (fast Fourier transform, FFT) » 3 3%
5B d PERE SR > BT O IR A ERF R (20-40 ms)en R o MR R IR A%
B ensg it o F)p AP T B F B S e pF 48 2 (short-time stationary) 2t 17 £E
F_sh(quasi-stationary) » if ¥ F - [ ELRFRFHEH A5 B iz 50 EAPAS
FIEERIE2Z A kg 43 BT > A3 =7 ¢ £ fp(overlap)- | L > gt
B R G 121 (framing) A~ P - BHIEL R TE 20ms F1EFE£d 5

10 ms -

< EEE B L LAUER AR R B ER T fE AR B
R G i 2 F A BN ST R ML RN A

g ¢35 - B3P § Hamming window) > fLz 2 %

mly
K
F_w.
ﬁ

(windowing) » M3 4e F 12 FiTen@ Fit o FP FT 2 E N 40T > B P L Suady

FUER T DSl AAHTRTL 0460

27m
1= Bram ) — Pram COS , n=01...N-1
(1= Bram) — PBu (N—lj

0, otherwise

w(n) = (2.5)

g Rt BB A is o N llﬂq}uv %ﬁd W RS N E

#E B¢ b enrs SO 3 (power spectrum) 0 H £ i V4o

N-1
Xi(e”*My =" xi(n)e”*™" (2.6)
n=0

13



HPY s i A% iBFErE x5 i BHIEw Y % n BE > NAAEE

SRl 3%

A AT 25 8 0 15 f B 3 0% B(Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients,
MFCCs) #_p % 43535 58 BB 4 # % e85 3 [40] - MFCCs irg 5 2 d =
B &ne w2 R (Mel-frequency scale) ~ = % jjg it B (triangular

filters)£? & 474k 52 ## 4% (discrete cosine transform, DCT)

o AR F RS © RdEFRd R AFAH (<20 1000Hz) B
AR R B R HHEE A BN IR AL R % (basiler membrane) @ 1T FCE A 50T

\\\Xr

Beyx i 1127

Mel(fi.) = ylogmo(l + ;;I){:)j (2.7)

= //ilzﬁtg‘emﬁ it ’Kf 0orE "&?‘f o JE ifﬁ?‘;‘g“g‘f”’l/g"LT /ﬁ Z]:\

# (harmonics) e iT* » W REREF DX IRYE o = b gk Bendk E 04T

0, k< flm—1]
k= flm 1] ke
T gy S HEkE A
Halk1=1 T (2.8)
Frw )<k < fTm+1]
0, k> flm+1]

B fIm]s S m Bz b Eed sk H K]S k95 6% mBz bifinE

efE € (weight) > N 5458 F Bofghfic e f(m] 7 8- H &7 = ¢

fIm]= (%j Mell[Mel( ) +m

M +1

N

Mel(f;) - Mel(ﬁ)j 2.9)

Be FLaBBES - flaz djpit Bl Mol S o fis 2 dgil Bed &

"R Y LS MECCE) ¥ P AR A 0
4



BOES MLz AR Bl Ak P X I8 (M=18) B= &4

7 HEE A ‘Fl:(ii.,./\ﬁﬁ_"l—“ﬂ%fLéﬁ@%,}\‘.fﬁag_ﬁ_%_i rﬁ;;‘][@iﬁ;ﬂgﬁ,ﬂ i i

Yo o £ 5 i EERH £ 5 MFCCs ¢

C/[n]= 210g|X(e’2”k”/N)|cos(n(k 0.5)— j =0,1,...L (2.10)
k=1
2o 2 X,O)EF B3 is & AR A o N IS Bl n 4.5

n B MFCC - digapsz gt 4 — f8F & = ¥ 4 3 (inverse Fourier transform, IFT) >
Tt A g 1S g A S B (cepstrum) 0 H A WAL A F - FEE S R
B i e BT 0 o tE MAF AR R Feh g R B2 (spatial correlation)
Bl arERGYE VX A AR E - HF R ahE B B AL (covariance matrices)

LS TR C AR R R EERE R R R

% o

223 Sl

d STIEEGY S W A {0 B 5 e & Jb 2 (observation independence) s
Koom LV FEF LR R e Fp > AP WEApREER
BEETA L A% - § 2/ 40 » % F 3 (dynamic information) o ¥ £ <17 2 B

RapnFiEaPge 828 b r vERTF RS- oo o F LE

AC,[n] =22 - (2.11)

15



2 z‘qL%fu

<1 pae mo

ECUES E g I A

@23 7?’1%}”@0!%&?}

> p(AC.,,[n]—-AC,,[n])
AN Cn]=2 - (2.12)

24

HY sp— 4% MFCCs4r b i B2 135 4e r - e - PEeni $232 8 15 0 B s

BB R S 39 L o
224 T iz 5o RE

",%”Jllfﬁlmﬁ-ﬁi:lfpfﬁ]m R F A enfE & S Nk s Makino ® A 4% )
V- fafii: b :E_ﬁ%l » (multi-vector input)sH= j% > st S5 % K p K - F 1='HiTHR
LR RE B R IET (88 &0 A5 — B ATIPF I — 47 1 (temporal-spectral)
Fie B PRHBEEaE S RERE A 10]c VLY S E
PRpme B> N3 VR §REARRT » BB R BB I A G T -
Bk F e R ﬁaq] i g B iE- % & #%] A 47 (discriminant analysis) o & J 5

G ERR G i A A 2R S R EN ek blde 0 LDA

Rttt B g ek [41] -

' Makino %[ (=LA % [/ Bl (=40 ] 26 (multi-layer perceptron, MLP)EL[fiY
ﬁ'ﬂ?“ (input) » B[ s (EF1 = j;f'](consonant)%‘ o Hermansky r?iﬁ B *‘E’Eﬁ Ik — *ﬁfcﬂan'?f;i(pattem)

’ﬁaﬁ“ R ITEFHO ) B 1 % t=0 e - BUT) -
16



2 2.1 A ¢ R RV TR OR HE 2 PR T enihii
16 kHz

320 gk, 20 ms

160 2t, 10 ms
0.975

0.46
& 18 !
AR 0 3 12
P AR EHEEL 132 BE39E

BEE-HRIT > Ui E @?] » i 4F P $&(feature concatenation)sii™ 3¢ >
$E e i & A A 44 (principal component analysis, PCA)'' & # ¢ g% » 45(4-LDA) »
4 Fr g Bk G AR cha (F[19] 4o 230 F 5 S F - TALA

v B B3 4p B (feature de-correlation)sni®* (2232 & )

11¢%ﬂqy%wUPCA$§ﬁﬁvyﬁﬁﬁ#m

2o ey R Elp R R G Rk (cepstrum) Vi 0 (26, 27] 0 (S FI0R LT
PS5 17 ES ﬁlﬁ@lmﬁ?'ﬁiﬂiﬁlﬂ']@“ BT xH/IFTEEE(IMQI spectrum).V/ % > — P fHE = S ;‘%l
ST AR LR 1 > BL32] 5 = S pI T “’% f:IJFE: = B R ST [ T B -



LDA i & 14|82 scit

/\

2 74 /" 33 4P B 14
[ MMI & MCE ] HIJDA /] K E &M @ FES Y T2

(Demuynck, 1999) (Kumar, 1998) ‘ / \

[ WLDA ]

[ / aPTAC ]
HDA .
PLDA ] (L1, 2000) (Loog, 2001)
(Saon, 2000) (Duin, 2000)  ------¥------ N
(Sakai, 2007) | aPEAC

PR SR . (Liang, 2007)  voooooooo_. :

i H-GLRDA | (1. 2008a) (Lee, 20092)

, CI-GLRDA 0 (1 ee, 2008D)

Bl 2.4 i7# k¥ LDA »Fr2 scig™ 2
(RBINL 5 K~ T d)

23 MEN A 5 (LDA)

wF 1R A FE A AT L P AR

(feature-space based DFE, FS-DFE) » H P £ A3 F 3 - BaMER > Bhknla

I~

rﬁ’%;@f’:'?’ ’#}»ET,Ld‘H-m+3‘;F'&(d<n>’lﬁx%%,{'{I"*

LU E 4 hidE en

g4 [42]o @ 2#rF FS-DFE = 27 > E B LDA SR HE " B 5 i % o 58

x g4

foeraro Hunt 5 % - A #-LDA * >t dd — i ¢ B frjes £ 9T 263 &5

& (syllables)[43] © 2 {5 » Brown fis i L2 @ » 5 =% LDA g * &b w

Ik

=

 NAWEET O FEF T et AR S 7 A 03] (discrete HMMs, DHMMs)
hL‘.Lé:v m\wer ‘\.E'ARP » LDA ﬂ*,\PCAmz\ﬁa[30]° llfgm}i_ﬁ LDA}@;'H ,L+
PR RBFFL RN 9T P D % [44-45] e h 43

§ 44 H[46-47] -

G E o RIZAT Y K Y LDA R B R T e E A blde

18



Bo | A RpH ok g 318 5 4 T &8 F R TR - RE[48] % - bribrig & 7 LDA
A TR IaE B2 AT c AP T RGRITARA LA A RE S AN
(heteroscedasticity) —#7 /L LDA » #+*t& — 4 %|* f8(population) & F 48 FF & ¥ £
4& % (covariance matrix) K 5 4 27 4p B 14 (classification-related property) — #-
LDA { ?f‘ % 7 & 45 F (classifier) g #2437 2R (allocation rule) » 4o §] 2.4 - H
PP T RGNS L ms LA R AR SRR |
/]?e B k' & & #5172 (de-emphasis scheme) > ™ 2 ¥ g A S % ht S E e
i/ (accuracy-driven scheme) o 2 {5 » 3V i #-¢ A1 5 &2 B3 2 » Fal L AGH2 o
F O A b AT N G S e 5 1R 2 (approximate pairwise empirical accuracy
criterion, aPEAC)fric Sa e Pz 5 R > LB o sgip M end shit 4p 0B v F &

5| & 47 (generalized likelihood ratio discriminant analysis, GLRDA) °

231 B S
FAPRIMFTRXeR AL CBEEY > n 5 B C TRl
N & 23R F L o Bl#E W) F 57 4B (between-class scatter matrix) Sy € R™" & 4f

L] ) 47 i 4B (within-class scatter matrix) Sy € R™" e & 4 |40 [49] ¢

Ss = ipi(m,» —m)(m; —m)" (2.13)
Sw = ipisi (2.14)

PR FRISORTE R S B B - K AR R (il (estimation)F 5 L ELI 6t “ AL
E (N (maximum likelihood estimation, MLE)[ij 4 « £1 p[ 1> H gl $(f1AY |'Fr, WIRLE) ]'ig;j; fiY(biased)
1[22]- I'L'EW?&%% RCEIpOE B B ifglﬁjguﬁfjg}’ﬁe]g(rﬁm\ T 3 g (blas) [T 2D«

Ll



b=
"N

:_ZX

n; xeC;

S :lZ(x—m[)(x—mi)T

i xeC;

gt AT R oy AT B AT AR S AT

Zzptp/(mt m; )(m; — m/)

lljl
cC C

1
Ezzpipjsij

i=l j=1

29 5> S, =(m,—m;)(m; —-m;)" - % % %] fe ¥t (class-pair) C; &2 C; 2. 8 %

ji L‘E_%Fl (dyadlC product) ° F’ —\ (2 18) 1 y I\ TFB—F' 3 4’/3'_ ?g ;\ (213) .

z pip;(m; —m;)(m; — m./)T

J=1

N | =
Nl\|4: EMQ

>, 2" pip,(m; — )+ (0 —m,))(m; @) + (@ —m,))’

i J

(m; —m)(m; -m)" +(m, —m)(m; —m)" +
D pip;

259" @ - m,)(m, )" +(m, — @)@ -m,)"

| =
.MO

Il
LN

1

Il
| =
Ma

pi(m; —m)(m; —m)" +2Zp/(m/ m)(m; —m)"

i=1 Jj=1

aQ

=) pi(m; —m)(m, —E)T =Sp

i=

—

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)

(2.18)

B & h

(2.19)

=4t EI[JE/‘q%_—F - @;uilpjf

[ﬁ?%\v?ﬁﬁv ) 3 ﬁ'J?WHE (Fd3 3.1) mAFTErR EE (F

2162 7%) ¥ T 73 RE] s‘hH [ﬁl(small sample-size problem, SSS problem) ﬂl*ﬂ ZEIES

j:l 1@% d {E[[Sﬁl Eb ¥ l:[ ﬁ‘(smgular)]&l Ni l?: ;I/ 0



RS F QT i5di RN F TSt
° /\ °
oo o o o0 o o
"‘. 2 0
0:0 .".”:o gco'.‘. ”..o
e % o e ® e
o o ® ° 4 ©

W25 SMpgmsiray e L m

d Q2148 Q2187 ¢ 41 HEp AT HELS, H )]*{Lrp wg B 3 s
Woen kT 35(arithmetic average) > @ #f W) ¥ 47 4B Sy Ak & 77 & 4 W] e ¥ e
I

B0 F BN SPAER B R - ] e $ Y LDA KB R T R

(modification) °

LDA » ¥ 4 % & 4] % #c~ 47 (canonical variate analysis, CVA) » 424~ £ 4%
Fisher #7151 i& » 1% 5 & 3t B#F W] * W ansizt 2 2 [50-51] f {6 d Rao #-2 2 W
IS TR R[52] e AFREMY 5 v A ARAH AN EF K- BREEEEL
@cR™ > %%—&1 CH R B HF AL S, S AF B P AL AL S, Gt F o i 4
o MRS RTR Xe R LS ERET dBhF T FRY S (d<n ) &
Bl F AT 4 T B [49, 53] 4eB1 2.5 LDA B RS & 4 A fEA50 o

A w| RPN #icP B #ic(trace)[54]27 17 7] 3 (determinant)[55] k £ 7

Jioa (@) = trace((©7S,0) " (07S,0))

c cC 2.2
- %ZZtrace((G)TSW@)_l (@Tsl—,@)) (220)
i=l j=lI
0’'S;0
JLDAiDET(G)) == w (221)

197S,0 |

FRENQANDVAEP EF AR NfREE L[4 OF S d T g

(lightweight) en3 i i & f & F® 48 (generalized eigenvalue problem)m ¥ :

1 ﬁ#[nﬂH[ﬁi&‘nFe&u,%' e F@Eﬂ f\_;ﬁ}zﬁ g > RS D o



SBG[ = ﬂ,jSWOi (222)

B oo 45 S,)Ss2 % i 4 ehzb R A kg (nonzero eigenvalue) > @ 0, B 5 H ¥
A fee £ (eigenvector) o FJt 0 @ B fS T AL & T 5 [01,0,...,04] o

B

o

S d AL LA 0 - R AR TR R R

AR AT g Mo T ANERL 2P 0 T AT A B REE AL S g

B B (span)z & 7 C—1h3+ 2 B> i ¢ #2535 LDA

BB AN A TR AN 4 0 AP RA 234 &2 [56] -
B2 @R 4] 5 d <min(n,C—1) » 2 ¢ »d i

B ) n ERAAER > CHERR

F i D pm = o 5%(2.23)i% &7

pl(ml —ﬁ) +p2(m2 —ﬁ)+...+ pc(mc —ﬁ) =0 (224)

Fp s x- o B p(m )T A7 L HT C—1 B B mzmwn&u,i*njfu,

de g M2 lGpan)z FARI<SC-1-BXRF-»EglpigeM?® z-

w ’E’_}E’j_ll 2 0 p,»(mi

-m)'g=0 > P13 (2.13)7 Sy ehE & o

SBg=Zpl-(ml- —m)(m, —E)Tg=2(m,- —-m)0=0=0g (2.25)

i=1
#0(2.25)¢ R85 H R RSy > 7 FSySg=0g > WP 1 SySz L n—d B Mz

# % 0 2 & e £ (orthogonal eigenvectors) @ iz % 7 7

22



LDA thp & & 3\

~
= Aiw sk || #3 S8k R BX 2 R
P |
Y (Wilks, 1962) (Campbell, 1984) (Fisher, 1936)
| (Seber, 1984) (Rao, 1948)
i g Z0h A A F g R I C-l
vy < SANREM 0 RRolEXTie A AR R
#Ho = YT
=
L
5 P A B HCHS K L
7 N

B 26 LDAPHEI; AL P=fs R

d { ] ehzbF At o 2 > d<C—1 > T} SyiSp ez F A fcim & % &

d <min(n,C—1) - [ |

ook s (B 18— e E o F AP R4 TR hizbd B AU 3% (nonsingular
linear transformation)'” » 7 € R FO I LDA P 3050 .’rh%] AUiE o T

% K20 E % 4 LDA P 53058 0@ £ g ri- 200 2 v gt (scaling) v 4 A

iz & eo(arbitrary) » iz B F - R FA ARPERE DL OB IPNAET N E L

3

BE %@ BESRR B GVRIL[ST] o 3 0 R0t 5t b B A (scaling problem) » 2
WMEEJDAﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬂHJQ%’%@@ﬁﬁ%wwﬁﬂ’ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬂ

5 73F LDA PSR kiR APV O BERKF TR D U
/% Pl (Bayes decision rule) % ji- % 3F W ¥ & if 4 K 1 B (decision boundary) ~ & *

w5 W A 0 gE4t(geometrical distance) 1 5 #F W] B 4 3L & 1E JP|(measurement) ~ &

:*H‘ { %‘ﬁ‘lr til(isomorphic spaces)=! & J?FE[[F iIf LDA f#ig -
o Prleto (2003) PR LDA fES I - Jﬂ&ﬁﬁr’ﬂ/ﬂ “ ASR HER[1 > iR )R T
[l LDA sl - FAzH’?‘ff“f‘ﬁﬁ Rl -
23



* g & Y 4p 2 B 5 32 (maximum likelihood estimation, MLE)¥t& — #f W] etz
oA oS | 4 3 17 48 iz 3 (parameter estimation)'’ o &5 B & & o 4 b H A B
L5 hBk 0 BV N LDA P RS c F I A B RPT S FF A F

B &R > @4 LDA e U foBk § g » Y kg fehd BRAES

- ~LDA PR FAF BEEXMG R TR I LG

(Gaussian distribution) 2% H v % & & % ?

- ~LDA i =+ £ {#(homoscedasticity)'® 2k - + fj‘u{lh;!{ R ey

3 %”EL‘:{EK‘@?K#EF\?’ » BB R TED?

T F o LDA #1aJE Rt %iﬁ{%ﬁ:}%éﬁﬂi@ T hfcipiteo S~ Lﬁ%ij;_flj“.'—_ ’
Aoy ﬁﬁ‘f.zp\ IB 260 TFBE o FAPRY L NAKZ AR ApRAE G
% LDA 1 F BRI A G enE® o A 23k 2 LER > PR A E A
& & PEK 0 4 FP A LDAE & U] U HERFREILREAEARR
LR Mt (R EdHh o A FUERLDA B b AR R
14 BT A F 4 #f(allocation) } (hE & 0 T AR E G Ul e L e
BE AN HERTOLDA Rk ganC-1m3 274 ,Tﬁ{@eiﬁk”’
(d=C—1<k)> a2 Fp > $FufF €5 5] Pl < 435(Bayes error)'’

232 BRAMARNLREASH

%% LDA P 5582 5 37558 (54220082 58 (2.21))358 § dn b ehjz & &

v ?Jﬁ?@[ﬂiﬂﬁ%j’ B2 R 0 FLIS6] -

18 T[ﬁjﬂ?—;‘;% g AT TR AE ) ST HIRLES A Thomoscedasticity 5 A1 T heteroscedasticity 4
PO B () TR A TRV PTRL AR BTSSR T homogeneity 5 A

T heterogeneity 5 Elfiﬁj'EiH R

b = I (oA vE b e | 1 VR @ (minimum Bayes risk, MBR) » iﬁﬁj}ﬂ (7 (P %%
K53 ifﬁfué?'(cost)ﬁfﬁtﬁﬁji[l% s [PRIF=E IR 0/1 i e (0/1 risk)ElfJ'[ﬁ% o F—%JJE? FI %ﬁ?&'ﬁﬁ TR
w0 pise] -
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TR ASPARE PR AR - B B AAE > AP R 45 (2.20)0

I A AT 2 HEE 22

BAL22: RS AUSAIOR R s B RS, 4 - 54 C
ko S, =Sy (T3 LPHEX) MEX1NQ20)% B3 L AP r T

¢ o2 T iagg el i 0§ S §E4E(Mahalanobis distance)* > o
B GBEOERE SN CHC B 5 NEERT VAR TE S

D} =(0®'m;—-0'm;)" (®'S;0)"'(®m, -0'm)) (2.26)

BT 3oRE | 2 § SRR S L —ZZp,p, 7o I3RS (218) 5 e - e

pzijzf

N | —
.MO
Mo

T
~.
i

p;(®'m; -0"'m;) (0'S;0)"(@'m; -0"'m))

M- 5
AMG
<

I
LN

~

I
—_

.p; trace((®'m; —-@'m ;)" (©'S,0) " (©'m, -0'm,)) (2.27)

]
_

~.

Il
—_

D, trace(((E*)TSW(E*))*1 O®'m;, —0'm;)(O® m, - (E)Tm,-)T)

Mo
M-

I
= D= = N
. . .MQ .
M-

T
oI

D, trace(((%)TSW(%))‘l (G)TSU-(E))) =Jos = (O)

Mo

i
L
~
I

# 3(227)4 » LDA 7B i3S 4 %30 T 08 u] 2§ SRR S o m

d ER22 A PT g A BT R % - > LDAARS IR N EF AR

A AR R R R GBI X § S I E B AR M DL B

-

Fodz o Bl S AEDERY TR S R RR B RE R T

20— R B %glffﬁ[ﬁﬁﬁph?ju:kw t‘%’,,\_ﬁ“%@ﬁ“(generahzed variance) » ' M| s e 4[]
HiARt aﬂgﬁﬁ IO (volume) » iz 2.2DANP [Pt gl Rl PO S ’FE‘FT;JELJ% iSES
—gAF'FJ pL[52, 55]
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Bde g B

v it /
A C; 4 7 G
) e
’ Sy’ “llll'
I\A

\4

G

Y4 1
i) -/

/

L4
»

X, Y,

B 2.7 SEEw 47 a pp R R REAR (SRS 4T)

v

G T 39S, % o

Mo fie s> & O LDA R fEFARAR L - fA3 FF B A2[58] 4o B 2.7 o

S

F_L

B - FEE 0 9T Hriks B § 5iE - =9 1 (whitening transform) S, » i {F

Bok& -

-h\
“1

| enA i % & 41 B (distribution contour) & i3 H = [F]* 5 14 g 4 A e
£ 12 ehig * g X pedE(Euclidean distance) (% 5 W] S o o R (hE RIEE o &

. HF PCA® i #* 4% — BAage it (whitened)d 3w #H % &% £ m; >

ikt B Er R Y e B2 G At R R A (variation)FF 2B (A4

2% ) 4o 2.7 ¢ 0, o

F) i HiE P 2bd B AR 307 ¢ BFLDA P RSt hkfae s S
Bt B 0 5 R (PCA B8 10 iR 7 5 ©=(0,....0,)

23 4 H § 1 2 (orthonormal) » » %{@T@ =Ny > #TIE3V P R4 e LDA

2 l“"‘fﬁﬁjré Iilﬁ;?ﬁ firf E'{ﬁ\ﬂﬁﬂw JEEJ\WI’U@I,F‘I?EUF'UE?J@?‘{I " pL233 1234 4]

2 gkt LDA P2 T

2 PCA fl- fﬁ}*(orthogonal)ﬁ\[fkﬁm R PO PRI AR e {2
5y AR (FY 53— = 19 5] (the first principal component)) FUErR| S E R A pVRRE Y, Y E]
B K&ﬁiﬁluér*[“"‘lﬁﬁkﬁhg‘fk'”‘" o TIPS -

24 %ﬁéf o (2 H AR B I E - E(positive semi-definite) > {HITEHET o RS RO RR B
m R B o TE  HUR IS 55 T E(positive definite) » Jﬂ’#’? JREL? E“r EIEIR
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PRGN (220) 5 B - FAEL (6 PR 2 fs P ot

Jipa 1= () = trace(((:)TS;Vl/ZSWS;Vl/Z(:))_I((:)TS;VI/ZSBS;VI/Z@)) (2.28)
= trace(@TS;Vl/ZSBS;/zé) |

Mok VN 2.28)F At ffE A E R 4R
(S;/28,8,/2)0, = 1,0, (2.29)

BP o LEEES)?S,S,) 2 % i A Ao @ 0,0 5 EHRSA S B o T
P @S T AR A T 5 [00,0,,...,0,] 040 KT EF 3 e B OLDA L O >
APT AOLwEES) A0 o T AL 23 WP 1 A RS e

358 BB LDA ehd ih i AR R A R R L E R e

4 g

$3023:d LDA 0 A 473 FFE e & e 35 46 S0 7 it S8 £ 14 Rdpeh

LDA P &3 » 7 % 5 §)%0 4 £(2.20)¢ @hH ¢ — 7558 o
EP L d Q229 TiES

(S;/*S5S;/*)8; = 1.0,
= 8,/°(S;/785S,/7)0; = 1S,/°0, (2.30)
= Si/S5(S;/°0,) = 4:(S;/°0,)

Q230 TS0 7 L 4(2.22)F S, S, vk flew BB 0 L R

x|
S;/?@ 7 il B % i LDA e {350 - m

GG LDA 3 FF R R fRE A A § FRARP TP AT ELS,

BT A LS, AL & T (RT3 (231405 (2.32)) 0 3P 1 LDA
27



f 3 W] p (within classes) e #F @ & (between classes) 'FFS L2k 4’5 B3 Ap B e A
Sy —30 5(S,20)” Sy (S;/°0) = Tiuwa) (2.31)
SB S;,}/ZGS
_ i i i A0 01 g3
(S,/°0)7S5(8,/°0) = (S,)°0) Sy (S)*@)A =Awy=| 0 . 0
0 0 A

poeb o d QR3DL T U F A LDA e FF R R RG4S IR @ ehigiict

BIRAE> A T (220)7 B 5 E 4 rTH] 6% 2 (constraint) s RS 5820
Jipa R (@) = trace(©’ S ;0), O'Sy 0O =1 (2.33)

P AL TLHE 2 O'SyO =) » $3° Sy £ 5 1 2 (conjugate orthogonal) i £
[59] > v & % @ shgrest I Flypd] > ik ok gt 8 v A LDA 2 sie = 3

P g G 2T

Bt LDA hA fEE SR A BEAPT S A B3 e T k- He
i et LDAC - £ A% - FFf (6 (FFE) ¢ > AP T R FES SR
L gk S S, (G Fe s p et V- LAY DR
(PCAFEE) ¥ » AT 11 & 3728 FEAE 0| 40 4B S, o 8 8 56 PCA g2 eh

R

» (L3 T = (MR 5P e (individua RIS/ i > LDA SR 250 2 1 B ﬁ'F%JEJW%' el
FLO'S,0 = diag(®@'S,0) # ~Hh -

% (2344 T VI - A AT PSSy (Lagrange multipliers) ['=sk(f [ > 2| Fogetsa il
E? Iy hil’iﬁﬁﬁﬁfl LDA [ g1 -

7 Sammon(1970) Foley (1975) ~ Duchene (1988)3% s+ % 4™ iV LDA »
(Epr g B> [Ii e e R Lﬂ ﬁtféﬂ“ AP R MRERLED -



233 "{|erezie @ B 2 Z {4 (Heteroscedasticity)

EAPE S E ELDA 758 (£(2.20)8(221)) & o i e % (47w

FAPA A RS  ¢FMIDARTHI BT r B3 A GeaE®n - s 8 L] 4

ﬁt

FHRASFTANE L (DL EERER) [56, 60] o AP EKXE - 55

R

L %’Kﬁ ,}ﬁ % 274 i¥ (Gaussian distribution) » B Campbell 14 — & & ¥ it e 4]
#P O LDAE#ELARE > TRy D2 A an TR E AR LT
AP IR R T I SR 0 TR g T A R T U R e

daas 2/ a7 chn—d ap| 3 & & e Fwla[61] -

ES “,%-i PR AMSOER o Kumar & 4 #4000 B2 X RMMEFEY AT
(heteroscedastic linear discriminant analysis, HLDA)**[26, 62] » I # £_ #5044 4]
Tt TR B R AR Sl X RREL R RS AR o
HLDA *# & - g% 2 e ¥ Ep B L $BELY, > N2 Gd AV PpIAR R

3hiE Fodientg 33 (estimators) ¥ AL & T 4o Tl

_ ” _
d T
i i G) i
ui = ILl ,d = u—d = Tdm_ (234)
Mo pe'™ | | OG-am
| Ho(n—d) |

0 0:5.0, 0
Y = vy | = , (2.35)
0o % 0 O (-0)S70 (-0

% Saon = Z ¥ Kumar 57+ kg AR ERUAI > [ RLIFS Schukat-Talamazzini 27~ 7 ICASSP?95 .
LAY o (HETH P ERgR - 18 b > Schukat-Talamazzini £~ Bt ofl v 5 AT AU
o USR] 2 éﬂﬁ’lgﬁﬁ‘l‘ﬁ@}ﬁ’“Jﬁ#ﬂﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ@}ﬂfﬁI'F?@‘é*?’ﬁi@‘if@ﬁﬁl‘?EUHWﬁJE\jjﬁf’; o [RF=
FAHEOREDRH L T FIFD - Kumar 57 POt -0 O3 P P12 00 55k LDA -
pl[62] - iﬁ?ﬂ’ v fééﬁ” HLDA s i TRl 2 3e B g o A 5 -
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‘t‘l - ul Pi\‘g ;; rj: IE;LK\FI V—JJ—T- i’!rav mau d s u“’ d) < -E f rj: i TE;LJ;;\F-V—JJJ
e dhtin-da - By > L ALy A Ui d Bt n—d ey $ 8
T 2 0 g AR ey fe B0 S AR e e e @ Sy 3 AT 4B (total

scatter matrix) » 2 T_& 4T

Sr =%Zx:(x—ﬁ)(x—ﬁ)T (2.36)
APE BEP S, » Sy feSy = K oM s (e 72.1)

S;=Ss +Sy (2.37)

HLDA 5> # (full-rank) # 3 5% 280 =[0,,0, 4 | F 7 HER SRR

2Lz Fodr s Hop RSN~ )‘?15’,%-&}[26]

N C
JHLDA(@)):—?1og|®{n_d)sr®(n_d)| > "log @ISO, |+ Nlog|©®|  (2.38)

n;
i=1 2

C .
%:{Z%s@d(@gsi@m sT@)(n_d)(@{,,_d)sfe)(n_d))—l}—@)—T (2.39)

i=l
F(2.39)7 N log| @ |#3 1 H@ 2 HiHe blenk ¢ o R PE s @ X2} AR
3¢ (close-form) » & 7 J§ ¥ 1 & T *# (gradient descent) ¥ ifir 5 (iterative) s i it

ek A o

40232 Firit o HOERIF AR A BR DL R i ' LDA & £ eAj5k e g 2
T L% o Saon % 4 Pt & 0 B 2 L #ow] & 47 (heteroscedastic

discriminant analysis, HDA)[27] » Ff:ﬂi%?]%ﬁ BF - A s R

¥ LDA U3y~ A E U (29Q.21) 0 F IR (7 5) B2 ol 2t R pLss) -
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L 5Q21)° A=A 5 @ (7D 37e0p £50 580

0’S;0
Jipa (©) = # (2.40)

H| 0’'sS,0"

i=1

AL T -3 (2.40) 8 2 $#c(logarithm) 25 8 ehp & 308 E2 H - PR ik Hficde ™

[26] :
C
log Jupa(®) =Y n:10g|®'S,0|+Nlog|©'S,0 | (2.41)
i=1
C
w =Y -218.0(0'S0)" +2NS,0(07S,0)" (2.42)
i=1

¥ HLDA - > alogJHDA(G))/aﬁ) 0~ /‘7 7 FH Kﬁ* v &R fﬁ'gﬁ’&—[ " j"'l&“}’

Foeng E iR R s P AR > @3N 24Dk E it P T B vt

=

- R T 0 A Al @ st bl AT RN (241 R b
C
Jioa(@) =Y 1, 10780, |07S,0 = K (2.43)

R K AER s B R A @ st 6] o 4 £ (243)7 A 4 HDA

FRELEL* WMHE 3L, R iE HDA5P 550 ER3TAALA

BTN & > HDA i2fd R e s p 47 el 2 825602 2 51427 Sakai % 4

ISR IS (2.40) % # % HDA LA™ LDA fffil 42 553 » PIRLD # Sakai 57 *
AP+ HDA it | RLEPTHIT [HABEN IS,y (S #rifiFh (re-estimate) =1 > [1[63] » 2T
o i > PRI BRI 7 57 B8 e Il 2 1 (BRL AT - T HDA IV
JEILPE p o TIH Tl HDA liﬁ*ﬁ'ﬂ : il EH?EHEJ%L;» > FIl HDA [ f EERLES
T e iT”d’ AT HDA s F s Sl ¢
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G R o B PF IR ) LDA P g up A aEE S, (NQ21)¢° s R ) TR
597 HE B £ %R L ah i T $5(arithmetic average) © m HDA P et 2 38 4F %)
B AR (24007 AR ) BT ARG rF AW E BB EL NS P T
(geometrical average) » 2> iz T34 5o 6 3% 7 AT 3k BT 5(power mean)
&M g-%] A 47 (power linear discriminant analysis, PLDA)*'[63-64] » # P & & 3¢

4o T

197S,;0 |

Erosor

(2.44)

JrLpa (9, m) =

I/m

i=1

HY sm L FTY vad kwhific: $ m=1pF > PLDA %8R = LDA ;
% m=0p5 > PLDA %% & & HDA - 822X PLDA - ZA2R T &t 7 555} 47
Bt e XKL v v - LB - PRI AL f b TS
(generalized mean) » & v ¥ M F it A7 FA| T, B H Y Eifz omEsrd
BRE . 5> NQAN R m R AT o X H - hEERS R
FHenF TN 0 SR R AT RS R E DA
i# (local optimum) o Sakai % A ¥ % &7 ;8(2.45) % m 5 FHcPF - FE G F ki
LI

0JpLoa (O, m)

F 28:0S; -2D, (2.45)

R0 1 T PLDA i TSR SO 7  -
32 IR Bk (simplex method) (4[17: MATLAB K[ 11 fminsearch Fjgf) » = R4 R
- I’ﬂg@? AR (PR 2 ) F‘fj'Iﬁ%iﬂﬂig‘)%% °
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izclpisl'@i)(m,j,k, m>0
i=1 =

D, =1Y pS:OS;, m=0 (2.46)
i=1

GS

]

——Zp,S G)Z Y., otherwise

-1
Xk =S [ZMS; j SH, Yo ji =§im+j_l(zPl§lmJ §1_] (2.47)
=1

e oo gEct o T~ 47 ¢ SEQ i o 85— % E > Sakai ¥ 4
7R E - HLDA BB & PLDA» # 7335 »LDA P a8 ¢ chS, 87 S, AR T 1Y
g3 (4 ﬁf;g\:rzk;t(z.zl)é 1S, L4 5 Sro X3 e %0 ) 78BS, B~k HLDA
Piednst e S, 5w 3 ¢ B8 HLDA #E3AErL[64] - R EF A7 28 o Vi F
7(238)° Sy # 5 Sy 0 — %k HLDA #& 2 hkenpmE 5% > - K { 3% (4
I fAP RSN TR EREL AR DOFE o B HLDA enf it 22

BhAmHrr4xHD -
234 Ui AWM

¢ 233 & ¢ LDA e A4 > S0 g 2 i 2 FRE (PCA FREL) #F
Folenighs §d R AR S F W fe 7 A f(dominate) o 4 AF % fie ¥
(Ci,Cj) k3> F v 0B SET = D =(m;—m,) Sy/(m; —m;) § % > B v
S m ) e HS))78,8))% B4 sk e B (4 3 LT
ot i) A2 g Tk e FI 0 LDA § R R IERLECS ST g
WS T T Y AR X PR RR o 4o 2.7 ¢ 0 28] G B R G
o Y Z Y Rk < > B GE PCAREN N Gy G R aiipy

~ R > e AL HE HE i 0 R NIRRT ES] o o B C B RS C 0
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Y,

B 2.8 LDA 2 iE & 5% K 387 & B

At EFRAER A ZRFIRASAFEIAAFE RO & R f o TP H
PRBF LR T L @S A AR > A2 5 LDA il R 5
i? 4% (over-emphasis problem)® e 2 s id RE LDA GBlHEEN L hid
TG v 0P RSN I T2 BB AT A 5 B en 53 AP (allocation rules) & 4 5F
RS HOER RN IR AT AR RGOS PAYREE >
2 R EEEHIERRE AL RN DL PEET N ERRANA AL

T AU AN E £ s #5447 (weighting-based LDA, WLDA) % f# 4> :]‘*ui'\iif

BEAEH < %E b Ao ¥t 4o b o] e £ k4 35 3 (de-emphasis) ¢ € £ /] dik- K-

BALDA 7 1% A4 ipr 2 R T A H 2 2EM - $9 1 - LDA £
ked A5 T F A EARY 0 LA PSWET AR 24 k@D & LDA $¢

ARG L RB RO e TR A A AN B

Al HA ML BEL G2 L FipkhE RRELS, o A

ETIAS

A 240 BR G AT

*’ﬂ%

LDA it 3 & b < 45 % (Bayes error) | (hg & F > AT B F ek o+ 2B o

B Ar AL (R LDA YRS FTE(Matthew Effect) : FPIER IS E 4> SBIRIAGEY o PIIEA 27T BR ;12
fJE{fj , ;g_ll’ﬂjﬁ’?fmfj D URIEE S o g (FHRYTERS . Eﬁ\ﬁfﬁ gjzg ﬁl5‘329 gﬁ
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P 0 A KR 3 (two-class problem)® B N4 iFe ¥ TE 5 [49]

&= [ min(p1 £i(x), p2.f3(x) dx (2.48)

H ¢

7~

» P B p A G RN C e G E R S 0 fi(X) e f2(x) BIA B G R
Cifesfw C, A 2 FF x i & % & I fic(probability density function, PDF)  d 3%

&R RJIE > AP e KA R (upper bound) €,pper
Eupper = DI pi“‘fﬁ“’ (%) /27" (x)dx

Fote AP A KRB - BRMEEH IR > @ FFTAE

Bis > B3 Bl il SBEY R by o HE A BN PSS B

P
12
ol
b
=

4 HEhi S (X=0"x; m; =0"m,; S, =07S,0; i=12):

gChernoff = plbpé_bjlﬁb (i)le_s (i)dx = plspé_se_ﬂ(”, O <s gl (250)

7i(s) = S(lz‘s) (i — )" (580 + (1 - 9)8. ) (@i, — i)

~ ~ (2.51)
1158 +(1-9)8: |

+—In—= e
2 |Si [ S [

FE N G G0 e s REEES, 4 RS =8, =S, 0
RQRSDTi- KL

fi(s) =2

(fit, —m,)" S7 (fy — fitz) o Jipa 72(O) (2.52)

#9958, =07S,0 4 ;$(2.52)4r B+ i LDA B 358 % 2t 5] 1+ 5(2.50) »

P Eupper FEFFIE %X (Chernoff bound) -
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» ﬁ*‘uéﬂ") A R T AR - A |

% %% % %7 B 3 (multi-class problem) » 3 #7F FHAEW 5 F LA G B2 A
Mo B LDA #t 24 3 #enC-183 2 F (C 28uas) # Al Lk
PIT > B do] B SABE[52] - A T R AT 24 142 Rao “hdk 2t 4[65]

TR PEREEF R E S ke

mAE25 BERGF FHFA B AMIZEAGE L RO RRELS, > A

LDA it 53 7 b < 45 :%(Bayes error)de | e 2 F » g DA el L 2B 0

In(pi fi (x))> In(p, fi(x)), Vizk (2.53)

He 5 A :ié-'kln(p,» ﬁ(x)) F = 85| C; 2 #5) 4 dic(discriminant score)[65] » $13 e
S AP B EA G 0 KN C 2 Fh kT RS (L T722)
d;(x) = In(p, £i(x))
2.54
:_%10g|SW|—%(x—m,-)TS;V](x—m,-)+logp,-, i=1..,C (254)
g3 E - BNAREE G ke chE S BAEES, o F (=1/2)log| Sy | +(=1/2)x" Si'x
BIARPELGE APV RENQSHER T D I FRATHEE S C 2 EN A

o
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dj(X)

(m; SW)x—%m, Sym; +logp;, i=1,....C

constant y; (255)
= (ml SW) X‘f‘]/l, —1,...,C
[\ —;

decision boundary
F2.55) P T B i e R R AR ¥ AR G
- FHXAIEYUCG ¥

di(X) —d;(X) = (M Sy )X+ 7 —(m] Sy )x — 7,

= ((my —my)"Si K+ e — 71 >0, Vizk (2.56)
decision boundary constant
Q2567 f 2 4G AR E R (m—m)'S, iz ki ER - BC-lamE g

RO g g s g AR B G R 2 FRE AR BRI
T % LDA P fRan st R o

Rh o EAPLY SR - ~F LDA k72 F 5 Benan | C-1>
A FRd<C-10 RIBERS - SN2 5 2 e (54(256)) 1% g F “HAf % - = -
195 4L 2.1 0 SySp 2 Akl 3 B ehd e B g, Vi=l..,(n—C+]l) ¢ #iz- %

Em-miE2 s €12 e g (m-m-m-m)=m;-m;, Vik=1..C -

A

Soipg i

g’ (m; -m,;)=0, Vi,k=1,.,C, VI=1,.,(n—C+1) (2.57)

>

R tg, Vi=lo,i-C+) 4 &chz @Y > 224 EREYPEFR- N

-

mad<C—-1aa,7 (d 2+ ZFaR ) Geisser "ZP 7 28 570 E

Eg?ﬁfl—}#gp?'z’il”bﬁi’ﬁ;}}\x 1 g-q‘_F'&mE *«%J—F 2\/ 1[67].
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C-1 .
2 @(MJ (2.58)

eTm[
N=—F——, m<m<--<1ne (2.59)
\0'S,0
He D) L %P B (variance) 5 1 2 & 3 #74 § (standard Gaussian distribution)

e % ff 4 i O Bo(cumulative distribution function, CDF) » 7 & @ k9 it 2 55| C;

HHE>E > 0eR™ 2P TE RS 5 o 0 pF > LDA P ES038 5

cC C

Y-y (2.60)

FBER R TR Q60 B LB SRS
A iR EEY > g ERSAR N C-1F > LDA &2 L3 @ b 4%k
Joeko i R R AT R R REA S B AE S & M R 3 (accuracy-irrelation
problem) o 2_ {8 » &% 3 F ¥ > AP G/ NF LT E > A4y G okl A h

3 Geisser ™2 E | S0 (244 LU 28 o 1B > Schervish (1984) #41 Lt HIERR B
= @Fﬁj%@(three—class problem)FlfJEJ,'{%ﬁ R LA ]'[E‘Ff hEFE(convex function) » k=" | =
Il {F %(global optimum) = i » F R A RRES J%’xpﬁ_] R? ORI AE 3 F I
i o f3T > Hamsici 27~ (2008) ?E%[HEJ* (A= 3fy 0= — AR Vs =" A [pV ik > 20
Y geii= £ 5 ) (heteroscedastic distributions)ﬁlfl’[ﬁ% o ISR e %Flfjfﬁjﬁg s B
C>100 - I’“’I'Fﬁfffﬁjf?ﬁ#%ﬁfﬁijﬁﬁfj’T\:E'f'E'JT °
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533 ANERTAZMAMENL

F_*

AR AP RO L SRR E A T R AR B eh g T P en
A BAFELAE RS LDAEY O fEM 0 R R % 2 R AR FIOiB R %
AREL o T > L7 AA - LDA B irenE Bf}g-g s AP RS A

R IF

B T2 S AT 0 A 4 R B AL LDA EPE A G~ 2 AN

—

FES TR AT -
3.1 H#EREE L AT

7 & 24 LDA i & 58 % I® 48 (over-emphasis problem) > — B ¥ it 0 B

Wi A R4 LDA P a0 A EE - U RFESE e 2R

(m; —m;)(m; —m;)" 4c b if § o & & (weight) > @ 7R A FEHLER S G B fe ¥
FOEBER B 0 BEREC]) g R e B gL o WA e PR

B S A

=D pip; wii, j)(m; —m; )(m; —m;)"

i=l j=

=—>"% pip; Wi, j)S;

=l j=1

—
—

3.1)

Nl»—‘ I\JI'—*

29 m,=S,"m; > S; =S,78,8,7 » w(i,j) LN G HEn C 2 B enfg € 7S

(weighting factor) » z * &ir#|v P3PS w m?‘[};& o2 15 TMAEE IR

14 g-w) A 47 (weighting-based LDA, WLDA)*® e p 830 38 7 4 % % &

% it V] WLDA i PRI SRS g
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0.4

0.35-

0.3+

0.2

0.15-

0.1+

0.05 -

1 1.5 2 25 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

Bl 3.1 PWLDA 2_jedg2 g & i % B
(s Ay o %5 Weweoa(, ) )

~ 1 & & e~
Jwipa (@) = EZZ pip; W(i, j)trace(®@'S,;0) (3.2)

=1 j=1
PR 0 E W, ) Bt E e it Bap s > 614 S, 0 BIEE i
LDA > WLDA thig# 62 @+ v ffE 3 27 5 8,0 » 27 @ 546 S, 2 A fic

T d 2 ke B [0),...,0,] # iR B o

i S MR RABE RS AR L o S K B R NF L8 RdEan
FRCLIEE PR AL AP AN R R B S R A

(power WLDA, PWLDA)Y'[68-70] > & W(i, /) 7 % #h it 4o :
WPWLDA(iaj)zA;jk, k>0 (3.3)

B ok 37 pd KTAAETH Ay 2 GEEH G Fahl ief » T

v

NN

Ay = \/(mi ~m; )’ S (m; ~m,) G-4)

37 zpﬁﬁw J | PWLDA iy "R e By M SR AT g o
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Ry

< rd R2
An/2  An/2

B32 ABEREZIHLAGEHE N&£ET LR

dRIGDT RN REEL BT 0§ VERGE A L g nl el > i B D
£ F 20 8 SRR L R SRR R 3 - e R 3
00 fE - LDA i B o 7 AL 0 (2 4 5 Ay 18 5% - (empirically) X 2k 4t L

FERE A e v ﬁ“?’]’""rla L8 ﬁK% I ST SR éﬁ? FAAE o

ot oLoog # 4 4 g EA A MCGECoZ K A LBDFAA G o
GBS (AR 0 F RIS » 0=(m, —m,)/|m, —m,| P B B S8 FE 3 (Bayes

accuracy) & :

4;(0) = >+ ;e f(zé/z] 3.5)
PP 4o T 2 GAT3

GA31EZA Y PR AFMCGE G SRR AR RS G I

5% % 0=(m—m,)/|m -m,| (0hE R eI R 1) HECERS

5 A;(0)=1/2+(1/2)erf(A;/242) -
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B DA Ao E LANYAMIGHEG d MERBI 1 RTFG o HA

=EoN

[

HREREAT ERRERDL L FTHRX~N(m,])E X ~Ny(my,l) o

i

2 EHFS 50 5 (m—m,)/|m; —m,

' . Tj*»ifﬁ BuARH T E 2GR

WP € Bl B AR TR 32 R d EdpINA o AR32Y 0 4

e

2SS LES S FICUREF L RS F LS SN SR

L x g%??\: Ry B A& ﬁ‘ﬁ?‘?‘gj Ci F ii‘g%??\f B Ry A A ﬁ‘iﬁff‘.‘gv‘J Cro B d

[k

g3t o By dor TR R AEIAES] Co dra PIAES] GRS 0 a By &7

FALR A B ATN G fra TIAT Gy ot 5 o

Fl o 57 3 0 F AN (m,)) & AR (normalize) 3 N(O,1) > K ER
RS S oo RIETRAEES CaoF R x RE > Hofrtmsy v &7

4T (HHAY G R )

420)= [ N(x00dr = [ N0+ [ N(x.0.1)dx

1

2

x
2 dx

1 (e -
e

2
3.6)
11 = .11 L (
=t *5\/5 Tdt=—+—|V2e " dt
2 Jz;zjo ¢4y \/;.[0 ¢
1

1 t) 11 t
=—+—=x—cerf| = |=—+—erf| =
2 Jr 2 (\Ej 2 2 (ﬁj
# ¢ erf() %48 3% 5 Hc(error function) » 4% & %
2 e
erf(z) = —j e dt (3.7)
Jz

Br=Ap/2 0 4 AL LR R RS 3T) T

oo A
AIZ(O)—2+2erf(2\/5j (38)
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LGB L TRz BN B oo =

95 :8(3.5) Loog £ A 5 17 5 N pEgpe | pp S enff kom w | WLDA >

o EA A MGEC o B PR T wl, ) 0 B AL E TS

$478 2 1 FE L 2 (approximate pairwise theoretical accuracy criterion, aPTAC)*
1 A
Wa i, j)=—erf| —~ 3.9
prac(l, J) n [2\/5] (3.9)

FATF R RS TAM > b R EHRE S % 5 0=(m —m,)/|m —m]

¥ aPTAC p a7 B 2%

Japtac (6) = pip; Warrac(, J) trace(éTgija)

1 r (m; — ﬁl/)T

erf[z%jtrace(w(rﬁ, m;)(m; —m;) ” J (3.10)

24 |m; —m, | m; —m, |
—lerf[ j p'p'[A-‘(é)—lj
2\/— iPj| Ay 5
oo Ot SR RE 0 A K i JaPTAC(G) g BRIV KD 141](0) o LA
M- AL S AN ) o d 0 =[0),..,0,] 0
—~ —~ —~ —~ —~ —~ —~ —~ d —~ —~
trace(@S; @) = 07,0, +01S,0, +...+07S,0, = > 01,0, (3.11)

m=l1

 EUH Loog & M F VLT ()Y 5§ A5 ¥ (approximate pairwise accuracy criterion, aPAC) » = i%
REERRS P (R YITELY © (L SR G R TR, 1L Ff@[&ﬁ 5 (P =
%EL"UJI:J YT?TFP V&’F“l aPTAC e iR T 30F ) S50 sfea e ri aPTAC SRS

Pl P Epya il - PR USRS - R @rﬁ@ ur = LA 1]

fi J?ﬁ[l }{‘—’J’~E‘uf 22 ”lﬁlﬂhHﬁ o T T p?}%l[ﬂﬂ]}f aPTAC Flrri:}g‘LE SN _L~ »J‘T\—F'j:fﬁln%'fi
il Fﬁ: 4T erE} bl 2.3.4 Ay e puFEy o
RES [ni% RIRE P = W5y ) > SR o= ] (NERd < min(n,C —1) =1 ©
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0.4

0.35

0.3+

0.25

0.2+

0.1+

0.05-

3.3 aPTAC .V SR i T
(s AU b5 WaPTAc(i,j) )

aPTAC P £S5 :8 ¥ B =

Cc C

| -
JapTAC (@) = 5 Z z PiPj WaPTAC (l, ]) trace(@TSij@)

i=1 =1

cC C _ _
== pip; Warrac(i, /) trace(iﬂfnsyﬂmj (3.12)
i=l j m=l1
) J
==

m=

Nl»— I\)Ir—‘

[\/]o

C _ —
ZP warrac(i, j) trace(0,,S,0,,)

Jj=1

I
—_

i .
approximate accuracy

He s ;T\“ (312)‘:‘ E’ﬁp,pj WapTAc(i,j) trace(ﬁf,S,»jém) F ARAR & ‘Jk‘F" Ll has %’ (O] Cj ttij’)t

B2 0, 3500 B RS o F]pt 0 aPTAC t1p £ 43085 110 =[0,,...,04]

BEMF LR AGERE S 2P 2 TiTi gy A mFaidfrdx o@d 30
Warrac (i, /) BE AR £ 3 % 3| ix i 254 B Ui s e 90 %0 7t aPTAC chffz s 2 7

% 75 WLDA » % b f @42 § ek it 1 4T -

V} g] 33 —%‘ ’ aPTAC i'—s/\ B} = ‘&E’éﬂ\.ﬁ'&“ rﬂ F,,| ﬁo;ﬂ' ’ "’Tﬁoi m*g'é-k g

FiS o F] i LDA B R 3 AL o 4t ¢ o b 3B E F1F warac(, j) FTR

© - SRR > FIRIEBES | 2] P (2 B
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MRS G LB o 2 b AR BT LDA 64
TR RS ML w8 aPTAC 52 F AT L v R T S0 A2 Al
SN RN A ST S S R AR LR I I Sy
Bk o B EASERBGI > Ao p B3E S SR A B aPTAC i FE T R
ey g0 30

Foo 2P I N EE A B Fed(pairwise) i ke o G T FE S

BB em A 32 St ARl -
32 AWRAFTRZEEN AP EN L7

TR PERAER DO AL 0 X - LDA T N S E o U B
SRR 0 ¥ WLDA ¢ 2 g € F]+ w(i,j);{gifj};.:& jﬁ e BEEED S b

s L2 G 18 £ % Pl (weighting rules) ¢

24

¥ 0 W, /)88 ANIERT &3 X AR 9 f 4p M 2 (negative correlation)

£

B2 AEALREDT AR E G Wi )) o

=

Wi b Ep > A PRBEEN B
321 AWERHREFF2ZEELENREFES L7
oA EH G A SRS T LB L 7 ALY A 49 (empirical error rate based

WLDA, EER-WLDA)"'[71] > # & » 22 L 2 &K d e Ber g 4 2 84 Erd

(confusion matrix) Meer-wipa =[5 Jcxc 40

e zpﬁw I .&gi J EER-WLDA s fiipi T JUR e iRk A e A 53 g
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S ifie
mi =17, J (3.13)
0, ifi=j
R RNOE L

G Frip g3 s 37 5 3 W) Cyengt s & Bl my R

5B Meprowipa 0% (7~ % j T2 E 0 A7 RABIEN G o e A

3 3 8 W] C) enig sk A %48 225 (empirical classification error rate) o my -« f & ki
Bbe* RERGH GEHFHC 2 Bl 5 R = ,j}{;;b el G o

%m@*’mﬁﬁﬁWQ@?¥%i9ﬁ%§”°

+>g_» EER-WLDA #4p b chfg & 715 w(i, ) ¥ T&x 40T -

WEER_WLDA(i,j)=0£+(1—0£)Xm§RR, 0<a<l (314)

HeY s g5V pd REIDABFEFF > 7 % R S IR G 2 8a 552 Fant

o F#N(3.14) % » X(3.2)R] ¥ A5 % EER-WLDA p &3 3% ¢

Jeer-wina (@) = 5 ZZp,p, (a +(1-a)xm;* )trace((:)ng,-(:)) (3.15)
=l j=1

3 RGA)T F I afem N A EHS, PR AT Rk cAPT AL ES

ERR

fatepfiw: Fa=1> R EER-WLDA A% i = LDA: Fa =0 Rl m; #0

O e gL R A oy

=0 et ul e g Pl £ F P 2 AR L ¢

peckod sty REEAER Y R AT ERRECGECLFOLRER > S P

o ehg dpina o Faps Gind fol g o BIAPT EIRgakh v 2w C R

42 ERR

<R L fsﬁ 5 (producer’s error rate) * %Qﬁ”ﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬂ = (error of omission)Fl‘Jing o
%& & Hf U@'E’!‘ Fl¢ 55 Wl T B =1 3 o S @?‘fﬁﬁﬂ} AT RLD ™ 5 SR
(user’s error rate) * [i* JF‘L‘LﬂHe,, [qi > qi EVEER 05 =K ¢ puaErs wgﬂ?&fﬂjﬁﬁ

(error of
commission)[IYFFET o FIfji E;f?’,ﬁfiz?ﬁ?ﬁ/fj 2 I%’Euﬁuﬂﬂﬂgﬁ*ﬁ? e AYET BT gk
BPL o PR T YT PR AR -



F RS g AR E T (ar(-a)xmiR)d g R @anstar 5 F 2

3 e ™ e

WAt o PR AEEHL Y TS R E o

% i > g EER-WLDA &7 - BATE 2 R (T L 4F Fe R G e
H 2 A w BB cni a0 v v R A - B g M (heuristic)sh 2 o 2
TAEFFa R AT RS E I R v R RNEIPERTEP TR

e S PR FEF 2GSk A S L 5 1 4P B (positive correlation)
322 (-G FEEZEBELENABEYL T

EER-WLDA g i s - 62 597 EiF el g4 APgFna
ERR-WLDA ¥ > 82 mi g mi 52 — %4pf > R o H pESNF - 515 &

FEHE R AL TSR R e G 8B Ci 2 P3R5 B A (order) o AN R A g 2t

R w fe et e F(3BA5F B =

%p,p, (a +(1-a)xm;™® )trace((:)TS,-j@)

+ ; P;Dpi (a +(1-a)xmi™® )trace(@Tgﬁ(:)) (3.16)
ERR ERR
= pip.{a d-a)x (m2 L )Jtrace(G)TS;,(D)
i rg\ 1945 :0313) 0 B R A G C2 R A A2k g
mERR |y ERR _& e (3.17)
n; n;

R AP RBEGNGAT)F N A R A Rk PR RAER G A

BEERLE L LR 23 upECGE G2 Fam AR » AP v @R
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Ermpirical Error Rate vs. Mahalanohis Distance (inter-phone)

Ermpirical Error Rate vs. Mahalanobis Distance (inter-phone)

n1a T T T T T T T T 0.18 T T T T T T T T
’0
016+ kS 016 + q
LDA . MECC
.
0145 . . o4t . B
+
.
ozE ot 02t * g
a o M
= 01F = 01F . g
3 o
e + 2
I 0.08 - ]
3 P
LI
0.06 - A . .
Fo * - *
004 “en ,::.-w ‘» . .
0.0z
o
0 9
Distance Distance
L N\ sl v 2
B34 SohkA T al e ald B (- )
s P A
(FF s fedt ot 7 e chg R H03))
Ermpirical Error Rate vs. Mahalanohis Distance (intra-phone) Empirical Error Rate vs. Mahalanobis Distance (intra-phone)
035 T T T T T T T 025 T T T T T T T
.
.
03t . LDA - . MFCC
02f . * . q
e oat
025 1 . ..
. .
+ M L KRN .o. ’
. B
» 02r ‘ .\ oo 1 e M5 T T A
2 . -t = + 3 - s ‘A
& - + + . o A i DR T e . *
: el : o ddmen ROV
G 015tk s, B, o‘.‘.u 4 = + b I T i
o % iy 4 ..{3.’..?{‘ ST ot gt e SRt .
e ’t-" V’J":’ N it %.:.« - P )
a1l * o.sg’ £‘0¢ 8, e . | AR “‘ ,::, ’;:‘ ."‘.: N o
’ ‘s - e '. e
. L 1
: -
005 - Bl
.
i) L I L v Rt - D \ L MTTES 97 FICI .
0 1 2 3 4 3 5 7 a i} 1 2 3 4 5 [+ 7 a
Distance Distance

B 3.5 KGkANEFF

B g KGR R GB (2 )

(Fgw| e B3 eng £ 03))

Q
4

. DE iy
' Mpe-wipa =[5 Joxc €

mj;

EERLIEL S & A

&

AR

L_

DE _

€ o
——, ifi#j
n;, +n;

0, ifi=j

(3.18)

G AT I H G Gl 5 — B AR - 3R B RN 2 o

b

TR mam bR fAERE S T RERFEL CGEEYC L Fa

y

,J~ o

VRERG S T X H0A] P ek i (state) F R A SEA A menp #03F

ml4
g

¢
g
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% 3.1 LDA £ MFCC %% MATBN 2" 3GF k2. 3 # s szt
PR 2
KSR = S 9,183,440

F F B3 151

AR B (A AEEw)) 455
BT REAE TR R 3,896,185 /42.43% | 4,012,326 /43.69%
S & AN EEEEF | 2,400,806/26.14% | 2,637,002/ 28.71%

v [31]0 AT 0244 LDA & MFCCP A 8§ L ch s~ j2 A Bl i 390§

ULt 2 % A A B 8 IR (R 0 4oF] 34 2 F 350 - K R

Phs B E Y G G EEBA, > KIHP] 5 K5k A RS m" o B 34 7
chE - BLIS £ 7 4 £ #53) (phone models) ™ crsg w| ekt - @ B 3.5 ¢ chE

- BRRS R AR R R HER] el e g o

d B 34AFF BRI - BPAEORE DL N FEHRICEINE B R (B4
Ay <4)» B3 F 4 R hSs%hAFERT (Ml4em)” >0.07 ) 7 5 S FEHRE
SFE B Fe ¥ (Ao Ay >4 ) BV i Mg sk 54 5 (Bldomyt <0.07 ) e

BEE- RN SRR T TR § FIF RGPS A oA n g Fph A

¥

NS
"lb'

WERHZEEMGRET - R 2 ARI3S57 > GRAFHEETES JE
BBl T ARAP IR A B FE DI AP E PN E BBAETE L D
% % 4% 355 (phone error rate, PER) » %15 U € B 85| B & 4235 3 ok onF
4 %3 (word error rate, WER) » @ ffe— B § Z 3P ek i 2 5745380 T3 ¢
FRBEX O A HFF 0 2T R 3.5 ¢ SEUASCOR RF e s AR L o F
L Ad 3010 BT MATBN 2" 3G HL 2. § 2 yghiist? » AP R 2 4 B X 26%

REHFEE I G bk - 3 AR 16%:50 A E AT 1A Y e 7

SR 5 IR R P R
R Y PO SRS R B (RS T 3 2 S (WIS R )
IR
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0.18 T T T T T T

T T
Regressions
016 r — linear I
0.14 - — quadratic H
— cubic
012 4th degree [|
01k — 5th degree ||
0.0a .
0.06 - -
0.04 & —
0.0z .
nF ﬁ
_DD2 | | | | | | |
0 1 2 3 A & 7 & e

4
B3.6 145K 3.5 474 I3 Rl d 0w fFd &
(Hdhs Ay > Sh5 my )

FT

R R U e i

PRI {FHER AR R AP R LRI AT TR E (data
fitting) e 2 45 1§ <RI HEB(A;) > RAPHFF B I8 2 EEFHR NS
S PEALET S A B IR T B T 4 i S9TER DB RS N R i A AT
SiFdomyt o TABE A - BERE RGN BF AL S R
2 T B, v) [i=Lsn} HORRT o B N B 3B Guy) 0 R H T

o FE IR TR E B AT TOREE (V) B () 2 B ERT S 4

#fr(sum of squared error) °

bl 4o o E E(Ay) 035 3% £ 2 FF % 38 5% (quadratic polynomial) » & 4r
E(Ay)=aly +bA;+c » Bl F 57 Bl 3.4 ¢ T RE{(Ay,mp ) |i=1,..n} > 34
T F Rl e (BA) - mPt) e S e kB EA) il acbco B

B2t 27 B LT N

Cc-1
{a, b, c}—argml

N 2 DE Y
> ((at + b8y +c)=mf¥) (3.19)

i=l j=i

Ay #[ I FF?[ 32 (phone boundary)ﬁ‘/jfﬁ RS (state boundary)i{%@ﬁiiﬂé‘#f;ﬁ
(forced alignment)$ fEFm > FL[34] -
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Boi8 0 E(Aj)=aA, +bA; +¢ 7 5 A et Rz PGS A AT Slic o AP

F LRI % S 1 eh % 35 3% w i (regression) & #c g > | 2.6 0+ P 0 5 SRS

BHAFHEFF ARIIFDI AN TSR > L FEER DL APHIL -

T AT R - BEE TS b (2R 5 RN 5 b))

We-wipa (I, j) = ]::(Aij) = &Azi/' + ];A?/ +¢ (3.20)
F(B20)F BT B - REZ RS VR L N R R R R iR E
R FIUAER t r T RE FF e 50

2 GREF R IR GRS b o M

(3.20) 7 » WLDA 138 (3.2)R| ¥ ) = 973} engEdt — 45 3548 & 2 B € ;N A gw] &
44 (distance-error coupled WLDA, DE-WLDA)*[72] p & & 3¢ :

Joe-wipa (@) = ZZ pip;(GAY +bA; + ¢) trace(@S,0) (3.21)

lljl

323 TS HERD EFRE

e A PR A R R WLDA > £ A EE N T8

LEEHET S o g DE-WLDA = f 38845355 & &‘—'"%Fiﬁ&T Mend g - Ao F

117 £(3.19) %

A(Ay) =1-E(Ay) (322)

3

* it Vg DE-WLDA e i FEHEE— % RO 7 AR SR T -



A(A,,):l—E(A,@

o 0% o/\ .
* \e/ 4o G ey aPEAC 3 % F¥
@ e % 0\o ,’
o\
e_° O\O
3

\

B 37 d LDA+ 7z B4 3 aPEAC+ 2 &1 & B

o ANy 1-E(A;
Wapeac(l, ) = (Az")z Aﬁ 1) (3.23)

#-30(3.23) % » WLDA 3% (3.2) R ™ 2 & 903 enif i1 & 4 o 5% 1 Fr & o

(approximate pairwise empirical accuracy criterion, alPEAC)*[73] P & & 3¢ :

Jueac(@®) = ZZ pip ,[ o ”)jtrace(GTSUG)) (3.24)

lljl

HBE R HZRF AP 1@P aPEAC it 43 & # - & LDA #0554 4
BOSGEAT S B A L L TR HEhA I SRS o £0=[0,.,0,] B

AT g AT 8 (3.25)

v iﬂ#ud’ J I aPEAC i FAT ] RY SRR AR
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# 3.2 LDA ~ aPTAC fr aPEAC |+ 7" $ 4

S R AR

JapEAC (®) =

Nl»—
M-

—

c
zpip/(l _i( U)]taCC(QTSUQ)
i

i=l j=

B %i ipipj (1 - E(Au'))trace(é)r('ﬁlg m; j[ﬁli -m; j @}
| ' (3.25)

0! m; —m;
Ay

2

1 d C C R
SN WA (E50H

1 i Jj=1
1 EE 2
I DD NI N TBLY
m=1 i=l j=1

d 543252 ¥ 5 I} aPEAC = 2 #-TREdp o] ;35 )3 4P F30 50 ¢ Ak

Pod 2 A GRS R EFES o 4 JRAGR 0 aPEAC R R ETH 0 - BRI
R RET FRALTEY B R SR IS o 4o 3.7 APT
gl Rk A LDA chiffEe o R (A3 ) A2 Fd AR B
POB AR A i ul e (Ao R e u G ) - e i 0 i i
NFRE R o e fod aPEAC hlgde > 3 2 B eid 2 72 {7 4.8 ey
o Beh R A AR (PR E SRS L R o F o S EY
L3R AFEHLSFE SRR (N CfefER G) Foa L &9

FRED e P m‘ﬁ/}% o

3.2.4 aPTAC ¥ aPEAC 2 ' &

do& 325 AP ¥ 124 3 aPTAC fr aPEAC 38 &0 4 87 1 FE 7 5 B

Ei‘
)—L
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‘» £ 45 2

|/

\/

B 3.8 aPTAC £ aPEAC 2. £ 4§ fz B F* 48

Gk s = «gg AT @4 LDA 45 4 97 21 o 49443 aPTAC » aPEAC #7 %
e L8

L A

“q
A‘“

DU EEED BT R T AFE AL AR A § T
R Y E RIS TN O SIS R LR

aPTAC # # i pcdi s 2 —fl] WA AT o

f g2 b 2 5 & aPTAC » aPEAC » ¢ 8 3| £ 4f & 3+ 0 42 (over-estimation
problem) o 4= ] 3.8 » aPTAC {r aPEAC ¢ #-F 1 s 8745 3554 5 s w| e 1 G ir
C GG Qe G S FF Rfe o Aot > Z BN E NS T EHRE
MR o Fpt s AR 0 aPTAC v aPEAC #4 e B 8 foo | 14 2 284 #4835

F et i (upper bound) gt B~ 1t >384 5 1 Fx 5 e i (lower bound) ©

33 AWEREEI UM LSREL

AP A 23287 o 4 LDA th e A 45 0 & 015 8454 LDA sutie
oo B2 - EEREH ISP ey gk o & ELS, {F Fe g p
oA o Tang % 2305 » B22AS, (L38Q.14)) it fa kit
(unbiased estimator) » 2 $43% & %5 i /E’éi‘i?fﬁ%ﬁ EiF T APV NRE-B ﬁxa‘%

FIFR s B E - R A M ERRELA A E o e d 1 7% 15 d
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PAPREBCEYA M L RBELp B F RS R A€ 0 R
SpentE > A ERATEL NSy FHPLEHE G R Ao -k pliEnl s L4
# 4 W] (outlier) 2w (noise) > R ¢ # LDA 01 %75 @3 L3 s] el J2 18 %
B RBC oM @B A e FRL o 50 U BEA R R S o e Mg
#E N e )& B 4L (relevance weighted within-class covariance matrix,
RWW)*® ez £, [74] -

C
SV =" pinS; (3.26)

i=1

2o p AAHEROREL RS o 2 T EAeT

Z— (3.27)

J# lj

Ly B3 %] G 4% C; ehip B A& (dissimilarity)» * & B3 hinz B9 »#n G &
A Crenn AR o ¥ DAL A ROCIER B VR A L S EmFE o
FE2NF A FHEHGER TSGR R R FURGE o TR G BN T

ST R E F S S

B2 ehfp BRI PIE A g B RE OEL o & RWW enfe T
AL DT L2 e S b ek B R T — Rl g0 FI0t o  SHEREAR B

FF T A APERF LTS o a A FLT ALK hEd o4
WE -GN T D A EAL PRA TR LT G AR TR

A1 NG amR F B > AN SRS 2 RN £ % B 4B (empirical error

TR R RWW QT A BT AR
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rate based within-class covariance matrix, EERW)" ¥ 4t %_% 4o :

C
S%RW::EZp{jznﬁm]si (3.28)
i=1

J#i

&$62&6’Zﬁﬁm@%ﬁ%G&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ§$’??iﬁﬁﬁég’F

AR VRN EEEEEEATS JEERE ORE S Ty SRS

R EAAL S MEEEAT L 0 F 2 et PUaR Y 0 00 IR 1S A A B S A ] by

el

o

® iﬁ:ﬁﬂ/ ) EERW i F SR s I [ HUR S o
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$4F FHipmAw FEYLH

B328 Y > APETRNSZAESE 2 AG P LBER  AE AP
BH T - 5k Al T AR DR i T 7 N S B Y

R LMK MR- HHEERAETR
4.1 piup v Fi T

15 23t 3V 3K H € (statistical hypothesis testing) s €_&[59] » 48 12 & v* 5 &
% (likelihood ratio test, LRT)& - f& 3 5 & * 1™ ;2 » ;“ﬁ‘ FU NPT EE R R ER
(null hypothesis) Ho¥ = > ¥ i it 2. % = 3K (alternative hypothesis) H, & g
AR o mAHmY P o m R B Hodd ¥ A0 3 JIT A ahp Rk o AP
FRE RPN A FER N B ARER > T L RN R R ER R B

- 3 m R B o 2 B 2 T B (union) s R DS ET R oo

W

F Q%7 = end ey FF (parameter space) ° @ @ % 7T A& & K Ho 1 ' L]

5B B PIAR RV Sk AR B BRR Ho o2 B3R Hy 2 B e 4

4.1)

BY > LEAFFRTpE > supLe Pl &7 S 5 FHEBFDE A ApiL R o d

FAPDUR FRRE AT AT AR & 8 B R S SR R ARk
FEREeAApNACFABHREMN LN FAPI T RER TR LR
(confidence measure)® Ji & B3k Ho'd ¥ 5 B (true) » P AR B S8z FF QP s
AR TF L AFETE L o DR Ft o supL, B supLo % € W %

57



T 6 LR ARIT 1o F 2 0 % Ho% %5 B(false) » Pl + 4p i B3 24 chddie

B3 Ao F o supLy &€ - 3tsuplo e

4.2 HGHi-ipiuR FEN LT

AR S L aE R L P TR R TE RT AR RS R
R e % 42 & (phonetic confusions)[75] % 3% 5 7% # 14 ;p|(voice activity detection,
VAD)[76] o % #5538 3% § FHcREB e > NPT 2 7 8 ?f ?r.‘@; PeAR I RV S e

AR P RS 7 R E AR e R & BREE L. AP P Rt HE

=

H-BEREFIIF OREBABRA, I ZRPETRAELE 51 RETT 4

1

HA AT TR g;a]:b‘_ » FUPEZE 2T T g h BN AL IR

-

H, : E'Li—? Bp w2 gé’r?m}fpp;. 0
Hy @ #5F #w] = Mg B oo

F o A s 3l a3 2 (5 @eR™ ihiF o B (column vectors)#r A & ) & AR

A

T B el B Ho o R TR T R R

X
LN
BT AP A R GV A ] o R R RA AR Hh AR

& @-v) & 47 (generalized likelihood ratio discriminant analysis, GLRDA)™ P AR
FF B A
Joron(®) = arg m@in sup Lz iy s o enesn (©) (4.2)

sup L peoys (©)

# {¢ > GLRDA mﬁf«r%ﬁ«fﬁ"i@e%m %%'%hﬁ» ] 1% Joirpa (@) F17 o

%0 zpﬁ:rﬁw L EAT] GLRDA ¥ fiifft] f?,ﬁ[ FE TP B A
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4.2.1 R * Z 4 (Homoscedasticity)

SRR A G AR ML Y B BNt R B R IT S 0 AT A
LaApR g o ForF uH MAFF 2R G2 B R Ao pwi s -

WA RGP Ee BN 5 F - U2 WG s $ R B H™™ o H™ ¥

HP*™ @ & - g # @ GHEFHAG > 2 5= u* X Eeq]o

HE™ % £ 7 - R FU S R uA ST >E o 4 ;I}u

X E e g o F]p o GLRDA ehiEia T & Ho™™ B F T i 5 E RT3

~.

EES e

It
e
"

T b3 4.1 P 7 LDA #E AR £ e 3t - O™ 8 H°™ % 5 GLRDA

BAL A1 FF - UGS F R A FA G NQLE) » BlBo] S L

2. GLRDA e p &5 3¢

homo sup L om (@)
0)=—— "> — 4.3
GLRDA( ) Sup Lthomo ( @) ( )

AL it LDA P #3050 > F54(2.21) -

FE DL AR > AP ALRNA3)EB o 2 B i
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10g J6ba(©) = SUp10g L jsuns (©) — SUpl0g L 1ons (©) (4.4)

- suplog Ly (@) frsuplog L wm (@) ¥ A& — # & B & 71 & 77

=
=\
\_
2
P
)

|

Bro HaEnl A T adp iR (AN T2):

<

suplog L un (@) = maxlog p(xi", 1, X, 0)

c o - 4.5
:max[g(Na’ Z ( m, — ) =7 (m; - ﬁ)+trace(EIS,-)+log|Z|)] (4:3)

i=1

suplog L wn (@) = maxlog p(xi', {u:}, X, 0)
C - o~ - (4.6)
= max(g(N, d)— Z%((ﬁli —) X7 (m, - Ji;) + trace(X'S;) + log | £ |)j

=l
#¢  g(N,d)=(=Nd[2)log(2r) > d % # ¥ P+ 5 F e (& FHacdk): m,
ﬂfrgi/»\ SO EE St A(sample)sndf ¥ B R R X R R B A 0 {10}
o X B EAR 45 st ek HI™O 2 HI™ & 2% %0 446 @ 4% {5 2. * 4 (population)
HHEr g EERREL PAPTE Gl
i F R HO™ T Nh"m"ﬂf THOMO g A i B T 3+ 3+ (ML estimator) °

#-10g Ljjiome (©) 4 WA A 0 L H L0, T

60



a log LH(l]lomo (@)

op
i~ Tl o~ S-S =
8 - 2((m1-—;1) £ (i, — i) + trace(E'S,) + log | )
i=1
_ -
i (e T
o -2 (i -y (i - )
= 4.7)

~

op
C ~
== (B (@ —))=0
i=1

C C

~ i ~ i

= E nX p= E X m;
i=1 i=i

C
= =Y ", = i
i=i N
01og Lym (©)
ox

c _ =~ S
a[— ';’((ﬁn,- —m)" X7 (M; —m) + trace(Z~'S;) +log | X l)j

P

0%
C _ C — C _ _ _
==Y X+ nE 'SET 4+ nE (W, —-m)X (M, —m) X (4.8)
i=1 i=1 i=1

C _ o - C -
= —NZ_I + E_I(Z l’liSi]Z_l + Z_l(z n; (IYI, —Iﬁ)(ﬁl, —ITI)TJE_I = 0
=M= > =S |+ zﬁ(mi —m)(m; —-m)" |=Sy +Ss =S~
R = =S 18 R 45) 0 T G HET < SHlA 01
sup log L (@) = max log p(x. i, E,0)=g(N,d) —%log | S; | —NTd 4.9)
I o 7 A AR HI™ T o ) e BTtk < dp i BB 3 S (ML

estimator) > ¥ #-log Lywm (@) & B4t frX s » £ 4 2 5 00 7 17 ¢

61



01og Lm ()
O

C . ~ ~ ~ ~

ol — Z% ((ﬁlz —j)" X7 (M, — i) + trace(X7'S;) + log | X |)j
=1

O

0 i’;((ﬁu ~f)" 7 (@, —ﬁi))]

=— = — (4.10)
8”,-

= n,-(i_l(ﬁl,- — ﬁ,‘)): 0

~homo

:>u1 _ﬁli

Olog Lywme (©)
ox

C ) - o B
8(— > % ((ITli —m;) X7 (m, —m;) + trace(X'S;) + log | X |)j

i=1

ox

=— < 4.11)

BT = By e T =8y 1 xR (4.6) 0 T AR HIO™ T chd & $Hiichn b0

suplog L, (@) = log max p(x!',{u}, X, 0)

N Nd (4.12)
=g(N, d)——log|SW |—7

Bots o #8(4.9)8 N(4.12) 8 x X (44) > T E
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log J&THA (O)

N ~ Nd N ~ Nd

= g(N,d) = 2|8 |-L |- | g(N,d) - log| Sy |-~
(g( )2|T| 2J(g( )2g|w| 2}
N ~ ~
=?(10glswl—10g|5r|)

N ~ ~ ~
=?(10g|SW | —log(|Ss [+]Sw |) (4.13)
_Nl |§W|
=—10g—=———F=—

2 7ISs|+[Sw|

N 1

log——F+——
2 |S% +1
| Sw |

07 gd B b4 (413)A Ko 2 F] 5 oS B s H B YR (monotonically

increasing) & #c 0 #7114

© = argmin log JTba (@) = arg minﬁlog;
) e 2 S% 1
| Sw |

:argminN;:argmax |§B| (4.14)

© |Sz% ‘1 Sy |

| Sw |

3 107S;0|
= argmax —| 05,0 = argmax Jioa per(O)

d ;58(4.14)5v 0 B it 3 L2 GLRDA é1p #8338 > & 3t & % i LDA e3P

st o u
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4.2.2 2 * A 4 (Heteroscedasticity)

Rt AL g > s BEK[77]
HY® 0 & - fgu| 2 BGHEFHAG I p=p» X3 2 E@L4] .

H™ D5 - gu 2 G E R 446 > ¥ D357 L @] -

PR &AL 41 0% 85 B3 L2 GLRDA #f 587 8 &

log J&5hA (@) =suplog L e (@) —suplog Ly (©) (4.15)

i

@ suplog Ly« (@) frsuplog Ly« (@) ¥ 4 Bl & - # £ 77

suplog L (@) = maxlog p(xi', i, {Z;},0)

C ~ ~ o~ ~ 4.16
:max(g(Nd Z%((mi_ﬁ)T):i—l(ﬁli—ﬁ)+tra0e():i—ls,-)+log|>:i |)j (4.16)

i=1

suplog L, .« (@) = maxlog p(xi", {u:},{Z:},0)

c - - 4.17
=max[g(Nd Z ( -’ ¥ '(m; — ;) + trace(X;'S;) + log | X |)j (4.17)

i=1

A F BBk He T o 0 e 0 ehd £ 4p 12 B B 3+ (ML estimator) » ¥ #-

log L (@)~ u ¥ T fr X hitch » £ 4 850> 7 F ¢
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0log e L(©)
on

C n( - e~ - ~ i~ .
0 —Zz((m[ — )" ' (m, — i) + trace(X;'S:) + log | X, |)j

i
C .
GRS TR —ﬁ))]

_ i=1
= 5 (4.18)

C ~
== (& - )= 0

i=1

c c
= ZniZZlﬁ = Zn,):,"l m;

0log L (O)
%,
< ﬂ ~ ~heter\T §1—1 /1~ heter -1
0| — 5 (m; —po ) X (m; — )+trace(2‘. S)+10g|2 |

=1

= _ 4.19
= (4.19)

— _%(_ i,_l (ﬁi, ~heter)(ml ﬁheter) Z_l il— g[ii—l + il—l ): 0

= Zlaelter — (ltﬁl _ rllowter)( ; _ﬁgeter) + § — ]~3i + gi

t[ ¢, B _ (ml Nheter)(ml Nheter) 5 ,\‘ (4 18)?‘-"5\‘ (4 19)& l":’? ;'L ::” muheter f‘-" ng:iter

R 5N(416) 0 T B BGR H)T T ke < Hlodp A

suplog L« (@) = max log p(xi’, 1, {%;},0)

C n; (I'ﬁl Nheter) Zheter ( Nheter)+
:g(Nad)_z_
2 trace(Xho S-)+10g|2he~te‘|
ind ~ heter ~~ heter (4'20)
< (A — i) (B +8,)™ (- ™) +
=g(N,d)=p —
g trace((Bi+S,-) S,«)+10g|B[+Si|
C . ~ ~
= g(N, d)—NTd— %10g|Bi +Si |

i=1
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a1 F BBk H T 5 I e TR chg £ dp 12 B B 3+ (ML estimator) » ¥ #-
10g Ly (@) & Bl W e X il > £ 4 2500 7 F

0log L ()
Ol

C . ~ ~ ~ ~
6(— 7;’((171[ — )" Z(m; - ) + trace(Z;'S)) + log | X, |)j

£
ni (, ~ ~ S~ ~
5(—2((111[ —f)" X (i, —lli))j
_ _ 4.21)
8}1,»
= n,):il(ﬁli —ﬁ,’) =0
— N{lj;ter — ﬁi,
6 IOg Ltheter (@)
%,
S (e Tl S <
8 — 5 (m,‘—m,‘) E,‘ (m,«—m,«)+trace(2,« S[)+10g|2,‘|
_\ 3 _ 4.22)
ox;
ni AQ S, -
:_?(_ ISE+E)=0
= i{q’?ter = §i

(421 fe i (4.22)F Gt DT fo BT % r 8(4.17) T 9 Gk ST in

B H AR 00 R

sup log L« (@) = max log p(xi,{pi}, {%:},0)
<, (B, — )" S, (f, — ;) +
:g(N,d)—Z_ S-S Q
2 trace(S;'S:) +1log S, |

i=1
—g(N,d)— i%(d +1og|S; |) 4.23)
=1

Nd & ~
=o(N,d)—— -3 "log|S,
g(N.d) 2 X5 glS; |
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Bois o #78(4.20)8 1 (4.23) % » 1(4.15) ) T i

log J (26Ltre<rDA (®)
Nd &, ~ o~ Nd & ~
N,d)—-—-=> —log|B; +S; N,d)——-> —log|S;
(g( ) > X5 g| Ij (g( ) > 25 g| I]
C n - - -
=—Z;’(log|Bf+Si|—log|Sil)
i=1
c (4.24)
—z?logll(pxm+s B |
C

n; ~heter ~heter
:_Zzlogll(mp)"'s (m; - ht )(m; — ht )T|
=l
C

= _Z% log(l + (l'T'l, — ﬁgeter)T §1_1 (I*ﬁl _ ﬁgeter))
i=1

B9 enE s AN@24)7 0 TP §F ANk, 0 T e g iEL o S

= s 4 ~h r2 N sy 21 > . - g S _\
L% =S 0 B T it i i - B (estimate) o @ B ez Y 0 SN

izx

(4.18) » PiT i B 7 AR R &

C e
ngter — (z nisilj zniS;lm[ (425)
i=1

i=1
gt AP F @5 S L0 GLRDA B RS

C
Gu(©) == Llog(l+ (@ m;, —O ) (©7S:0) (@m0 pf))  (4.26)

i=1

t\)|=

SRR TR SR N e BERIEO 0 N (425)8 0 S [F i KT

G cLroa(®) _ —i"‘ (-S.0S;'B; +B,0)S;" w2

o0 =" 1+trace(S;'B)

'/_1?‘! 4, Bi :(mi heter)(ml heter) , Ei :G)TB,‘G) , §i :®TS,'® .
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% 4.1 GLRDA &7 I K ™ hies & jF i £
B P

w33

Sr

——Zn,log|B +S: |

i=l1

1 & ~
- I’lle S,‘
22:, g[S |

423 FHwEVR

% 4.1 %7 GLRDA &7 F B% T ni3* § - GLRDA £- Bt 2 4p i
B S afede s v 4 @ E_LDA il #1558 (LDA g 4EE v o HIO™ g fom

SR FER] ) T SRE42 P T v 4 §_HLDA ¥ i A550 o

H3 42 R L RPEW A (HLDA)#E L7 d GLRDA ¢ h Hy™™ & H

SRR FE T o ,T*u{?fu » GLRDA &_HLDA 3 i it 3558 o
P P HLDA p a0 5% 5 ¢

N C
JuLpa (@) = —?log | @{,17d)ST@(n7d) ’ Z Og ’ ®§S,®d |+ NlOg ’ 0 ‘ (428)

n;
i=1 2

_I}j é‘- t‘LlfLL @ :®(n><n) :[G)d;@(n—d)] ’ }\' ]/FB—‘: i FIQ [64]
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107810 |5 0;S:0, | x| O,-1)S1O - |
= 10g | @TST® |= IOg | ®§Sr®d | +10g | G)(Tn,d)STG)(n,d) | (429)
= IOg | @(Tn_d)STG)(n_d) |: log | @TSTG) | —IOg | G)gST@d |

Nlog|@| —%log |1©0'S;0|
=N10g|®|—%log|®|—%log|ST |—%log|®| (4.30)

N
:—?10g|ST|

#-38(4.29) 1% » N (4.28) ¥ ¥ B (4.30) 47 N chit & A E 8 0 3540 HLDA

2 ST

J HLDA ((9)

C
:—%(log|®rsr®|—10g|®§Sr®d )] Z% log|®iS:®, |+ Nlog| 0|

i=1

N . ¢
:?10g|®dsr®d -

% 0g|@78,0, |+[Nlog ) —%log 197S;0 |J (4.31)
i=1

—Z—log 10580, |—(——log | @180, \)——log |Sr

suplogL yheter (0) sup lOgLHgomo (0)

EPEEE > EH 4 E K B (—N/2)log|Sr| 0 B34 (4.31)% > GLRDA ¢ > HE™

BOHM G E R L Bt A AR F (L4 4D "

d @5{4.1?§51’HLDA£’$ Z 12 GLRDA i & £ %] a3t & BX
Ho#mk % HLDA 20/ & B3k Ho™™ i Bote - APHS R v 7 40 2 # 2 anip
L = £ 12 GLRDA s & Bk Ho" #7142 chidic s jort

2
Pt o REH RS 3T LAY RS 5 i (robust) g - BRI
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442 MATBN'HREH 2 5 25Ead 5 1028 5 242§ 2 53R

#w (%) fe¥ (RCD#4) & ek
in (—b) ing (—24) 66,353
an (5) eng (L) 42,550
i (0—) sil 31,796
u (OXR) sil 29,082
sic e (&) sil 26,134
sic i (—) sil 25,709
ing (—24) sil 21,629
gu (KXR) sil 19,197
ian (—5) ie (—4) 17,212
sic i (—) i 17,022

@OO\]O\UI-PUJ[\)»—AN

10

] | | | ] ] ]
o 0 100 200 300 400 s00 =] 700 800

41 K e ot 2l e st R A S 0 &
(Bdhs K/10 > Gidns B AT =0 F)

4.3 ';v VE| ?QE‘HL g3 1t

d B2 £ 122 GLRDA g & Bk Ho™ k5 > R EF - dgu]* a7

ek

S

f

AHPIFIIEY BT E A -4 R P B ERPRTASHRE &
i * LDA iT% ﬁ»%‘f#‘rﬂ:ﬁlﬁx £ 2. MATBN 2" 3% AL ef ;EI %;J%,:;E%% ¢ A
Beirg g nlpet o RERAAARD AI )RR T EDW K BRERfH 0 ok

4.2 o ?filjj\;fu ’ ﬁ_% 4.2 ¢ ﬁx% ’}’.\/E}q mz,e;l F—J 7\1.\(11’1 lng) ) ﬁ{fﬁpﬁ_ %E_ﬁ;:
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B 42 #u|feBEE 25 2

% 00,3535 %57 R A & infring s frA WBRFERES A T F £ ing frin o

)

R R T{a@ P EHRFRAL SER KF A PRI HL LI DR
Fefta®p @ BB Ll b - 4o d 2R LSE
WRARMATN A R WY G B TS B0 TR 2 Arnlfedt 4 S
3R KR o 4eB 417 o AT IR 10%% 3R 2 fg et Ho

80% 1t 383 12,0 -

LEFAPR Y RS e BE BRI T
Fin FAEHGH G R LR MARRRT RS p=p A
Wi GEC L RRA LR MAEBRT R e p=p; » T > HBEEB
WP EE S = =ps o4 GRS AP LR BTN d R & 2 B TS AR M D
K W) et b et iR ¥+ B (confusable cluster) » 4] 4.2 « F 2 P s 75 HF AR 5
B)2%(graph) ¥ crgh(vertex)> @ o & %R % 2 S| fegterid 2 ok GAR G B gk B
138 (edge) » IR % H R A 2 FARAR & F 45 B2 (zraph) ¢ ¢ F il i 5 ]
(connected subgraph) o #7112 » A EE L * — b BT GuFE E 0 doik oK LR

¥ i (flood fill algorithm)[78] » % f# -1 17 4E -

Flt o AP R S L2 GLRDA st = TR T2 H it Ap 0L R
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Wb & gw) A 49 (confusion information based GLRDA, CI-GLRDA)' : £ G:{G}
TR RR K A OTR A AR et H A1 RORE R R R ER AR

£ > P CI-GLRDA 5 # B B4 > Bk ¥ 3%k T40 T

PRRA > mE Ceq; o

- . .
Hi' : & - w2 GRERHAG 2 L350

Ellj ui :uli °
<

HS & - ) * G B84 0 2 L8 307 £ 5w rLd] o
S I T RS S Tery T s
AL 422 F g s (P AR LA B3E o AT {F 3] CI-GLRDA P &80 5% @

C .
Ga@® =Y —Zlogli+(@ m -0"y") (©'8,0)"(@®'m -0'n")) (4.32)

i=1,Gj; G

He o aF 0 > N ERAHERAMG 2 0 hEFFT LA

CieGj;

-1
:[Z:niSi_lJ Znisi_lmi (4.33)
CieGy;
S BEMNTE S NEDHO - R A

0Gc1(0) _ ZC: " (_Si®§;ll’§h -i-B;,@))gf1

| +B, 434
00 i=1,G; G 1+ traCG(S;IB[,-) ( )

¢ By =(m—p)m —pf") > B,=0'B,® - 5,=0'S,0 -

R Y EE| CLGLRDA i f};lif”ifiﬁ‘ B F s (AR P T A



%ﬁSi 5&/‘*#‘ F.I%E“’%

BACAPEAL IR TRF PR UL SFFRIBATHER Mo

Z AP EFmEP FHRITFE DI E PR AERREY A B 31?] »
P

BPenfFpez ) RSP EAHFRESE N E MG TR
51 §H%TFRE
kv A B @ * GnEE R S MATBN # © SARFTREZH[79] 5 ¢ L5 1k

T F o B(SLG)#EpFz £  2 E AR S (PTS) & vdr @l = = o W et % 5

SARFATE > BHE X SR RY S - B dese 200 X (5 200 ) BF) AT

B4 2P & 7 2001 & 37 30 -] BF~2002 & 146 -] pF 2 2003 & 24 /| PF o
TR PRTREAG DA A T @B R B v iR TR (o 0 A e

B ESE SR RS F R A ES E) 1R

1357 * DGA&LDC i ¥ B (transcriber)[80] & % & -

EXARTRG GG S PIAR S # PR E L - R FAM %0 35 T4
TEFRABTCREY P FRADEE (WFRE T RBRERE ) L ATH T
AR T LPNFEZ AHEA BINGo N FIA 2 & 5 A Ff(studio anchors)szE AL
PHHRIRA QI A G 33 3 (field reporters) £ X 3%  (interviewees) sRE L o e
FEHRFALEE > Y RATHR O AR A - ASTEE Aok 59T 0 EPH
LFFaF A A AFHREY G0 A5 LD 85% - TR S e 3 F A
i (speaker-dependent) sFFk 5t » 4e b R 33X AT A HRFR G 94% 0+ @

7 4 %) 4p 1% (gender-dependent) s FF JE o deo e 1€ * O FEITAL a0 0 420 K Gy e
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# 5.1 MATBN 2 #FH A~ T %

A R R | B A (%)
452.20 0.50
5,298.10 5.70
7.90 0.008
1,407.40 1.50
1,443.60 1.50
3,208.20 3.40
465.60 0.50
2,932.60 3.10
78,584.70 83.60
213.80 0.20

P RFEUF DRI LRI > x AP SR DT A F R o SRR R
FEHRP TR OAF L TR B R ER T TR R R B
PR R E KT Y T & R %k 9 R (training set) & 3= iz £ (evaluation

set) o P H AATL A B R ER A HHEPEE I T 5 RARGER LA RBE Y

RETE R e LR 9 27 [ B0 245 [ B (STT4 f1 0 B
A 34,672 BoEd B EF R R T ) S BE AR RaER 1] (230
) Bl AR TR o A 15 ) P (292 @) B 5 3 E & (developing set) » H

PR RNA-E AR o R RN R Sl DIMRE Y 2001 2 2002

E TR Y HE DA FF B P (particle) enFE R 0 507 2 2 M ow| T OF
(gender-balanced) = 2" I 8 > § ~ ~ FR L BB 122 | BF LY SR

FERATL R 0 AR § ¢ IR 2003 AR P HE Rendh e K R AL 1F
SEEIEAL MRS VRS T I M PRI R A R T

LA 520

At E R E IR o b N RS AR IR 0 Aok 53 97T o Bt Aok
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152 A R AL G 4
PREFLECR) | FREHLER)
766.69 21.68

65.23

FHEIH | REFET A %)

e 48.69
ot 3 ﬁ 29.33
e 21.98

ERFET F ZEB P E R At > PIRETH (R 2003 £ Gl EE)
g 2 gt @ DR FAL (L2001 2 2002 #E SREREEE) GO0 R AR Y
TrnFE o4 §F PRTHE D LR AT AR I R Ry
AREALe ¥ by B aREmA T AT D SHF AT IES AR RO

NAATEF R FRET P SRTRAF IR TR FE TR F

N

ER I FRRN CRFERZ IEEREPNF oBIGEY REEEFH

AP G mEAL -

52 EBFFA2ZP 2 xFRBEF RS R

WU R w A RRET L Y 2 X Rl PR R R G g

L S NI 22 = ERCE B F LI

521 #xpmi2

bohdhe o @ F 45 e B (MFCCs) 18 5 bofh ko einE 5 4 S8 -
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B KB AF i EDIE G GBPE 0 M TR AR - @ s E A ehE e E - B
tod 13 Menis f EE G ficde + B - PR 22 o pf ehpE A B dc(time derivatives)#73)
P39 MF S e Eoried o B9 13 s B AT d 18 B AR

+ it % e (filter banks) s 1 g e ke g 1
522 %FH#3
BEWA LY A FRAERENL T 2§07 (CDHMM) - 3 p it

BB r s afi - BEARYT ARRE - B8] =1 LRI T - BAp s

E’f‘»’#‘ﬁ ° ’ﬁ—"ﬁt‘] ﬁﬂﬁ@&i‘_’ﬁ 151 B » 2 ¢ & /5\ 71 B ,;'-JEI \‘jt'](sﬂence) s 112 f@;ﬁ»

f

“ i3] (INITIAL) » 2 2 38 35+ #03](FINAL) = B #3 dufk i el ] 5 3 3
6B2E ERRETSBERESTG HP B RFERE LS el i BEA Y

13 1282 & o pbob s ﬁ»ﬁﬂffgp‘—%_«}_jﬁ 403 8.7 I 03 How s o

e 4L 7,000 BEFE 0 FPT S L 7,000 BEFFEEAL 0 RT
P F 50 ddl? hsg i g &t e N A 4 R7h4g £ 3 (compound
words) e FTHAF £ 30 p $ A 2 S N Ao T G oA L N EALY Z R AP AR (B
(W, w;) > ¥ 1A BB v i cha = i (forward bigram) i 3¢ Pr(w; [ w) » 8 15 = i

(backward bigram)#$ & Pr(w; | w;) » & 12w {8 = & (forward and backward bigrams)

s 5 8 e T ¥5(geometric average) FB(w,, w,) = [P, (w; [w)P,(w, |w,) * 1% & (wi,w;)

AR EHNEG -2 FHFPALE - B -1 FFHF A F B@anes &

g5 ARSI P eha s Slic chik (v 2 7 e e B R B (threshold)k 2o

%

P

=g

S R N BAr i i Bl Bl
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- 3 FE e A AR P @R P E S #A)(word bigram and trigram
language models) » & 12 ¥ P + i A+ (Central News Agency ° CNA)2001 £ 2002
EOT R hE - - F B Y FERELF R F T IR R
(LDC) - 3% ¥ emF= o3l @ * Katz 33 0035 b #0352 00390 L 2 45

* SRI Language Modeling Toolkit (SRILM)[81] -

5.2.4 P RAEUEF

CALART d 23t (lefi-toright) 2 § = % (frame synchronous) 737 &

BET BLAEF © S [82] « P R AR Ao 5.1 (3~ [83]) 4w o M inF B A
(arc) * % — T #=* (INITIAL) ~ 5 * (FINAL) & # 3 (silence)#4] - d At &2k
(B 5.1 enRA58 wgh) 4 7 fanE sl (B 51533 wk) i - Ex K
BALE 2 AR~ B8 - Ak amP e f BT Y 608 - AR B BT

Wein- B BFEA AN UEE ARG B R P R A
35 %l (tree copies) » @ F R AME A KA P b uE 2 A ¢ & 14 (language model
history or constraint)e o — 3P R AR > § & FIEF N B T 2 ALK G A = (state
level) % 4% 1t (Viterbi)# 5 A1 H0F o AP R AHEF ¢ > £ F A4 I E &2 >

RAERHE - BREWL P T F L AR BT HAEL 2 R R
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s
A
e -3
. X
=35 £ B
Bl 5.2 @B 6
Augre md Flp L o BrR T & 8L > P § i (7% & (recombination) R

-

Fg AP okt DEHTT e R R R A WAEE - A

b
)
N~

AR LA T RA S S AR T TR - R AMTL £ 2
oD L WREERFTET R2ZERNE T A AR L S B B T (Ao F)

RISk LR S RN

Foh-2g o d W REaRkESRd ¥ ¢EF 5 ekl & Fla
SE 4% &3 $Y (beam pruning) e A B M ik i & BLAT S chde (T o A ¥R
BRESERFLRP R R SR VA OES Y2 A HAF TR
Al L% LR 4~ #c(unigram language model look-ahead score)[82]% %5 /L @Lip| &

#(Acoustic Look-ahead Score)[84]fa i § $4 & F chik g o

b B E B I R A R WA SRR AT A g
st T A B R B SRR R R A R TR 2
Bl(word graph) > 4-@ 5.2 (B~p[85]) > m {6 @ * { B IFenZ % 7] > 4o = i
(trigram) & 37 2 i@ (fourgram)3% 3 #-3] > #rev 5 * (AR nBEE A 4oz F £
(triphone) > it {7 37 B] £ 34 (word graph rescoring)4#£% [86] > 15 11 B F 3@ K- 71| o

AP PR AR E IR PGS WA PREF R A
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R e e £

f
9
1 \‘m‘g
N

I:I Xis Xia Xi3 Xio Xig Xi Xia Xie Xis Xia Xigs
Xia| EiEiEEEnEElEEE=
L] S : N | R I O I A
] O \o)\o) o) |o)lo) o) |o) | o)lo) o
: N /
Xi-1| ~—
L] SR R
"l
X|
:D: A O AT £
[] Vi
X+l D . D D
I B — I :
= ] - [ _
Xit2| ¢
]

B 5.3 ?@"E}_ﬁ;f])\ (ﬁ?ﬁ—ﬁﬁ%iﬁxiﬁ%)ﬁ@@

LIS R el I

525 RBEkiFRS N

PR R E Y 2R IR 2 e o (National Institute of Standards
and Technology, NIST)#737 = eiT G B KB (T L FE ¥ XG0/ 7|2 FEF B 7))
L g o IR G EE T R @ B 3L AL F (dynamic programming) K G B P o
dAfr 2 5 P - RAOFPH T A RHB 2 hR %Y AR A F L
o b HiEIFEE RPRIEFERPRE 7 $154p F (match)sh3 ecnBfics [ 5 5%
BIP R 7| § ARFE O~ (insertion)nF Bl s N A 2 E 23 A 7| enFg cnip e P

. H-1
’%— g ?J%;é" /j fum_]_ a‘__’ (accuracy)m_\_l_ 5 = ,\‘ 4

x100% » ™ 4% 3% (error rate)

RIS - FE o Bui (76 5 L0t $ P 5 (substituion) -4 ) 18 £ (penalty
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weight) 3 10 & > 3& » 2 #1 fm%ﬁéﬁ 5 74 o Flh ¢ 2 F_ 13 (character) & H

o B0 R T R SRR ‘1‘5'3 H 1 3 o g ¥ (character accuracy) ® & JF S

it

% o

526 ZrwEifgr (B2 —prs P )

P B O — i FE iR ) 8 I SULA B K e PR R

“‘)—

& &2 gnl 4 i e £[10]40B] 5.3 1m0 m A d ke £ X,
AE e ba{s AP kB EHcw £3, 242 % % £ z;(feature super-vector) 0t s k
P2oRBPFHe B Ed ARELORMER VMRS EyY 0 2P 90O
rq\ﬂ ™R R AT RIS ERET e A RAB DR &Y o TR
MM EFAERE IR A :E_%?J > (MEE — PR R ) > 108 A ke
B Rechdich k25 40 ﬁ%f‘?\/ﬁ' Wt ERAR EAFE A Bed 2 18
gAAgne B I8x(@x2+1) =162/ - & p AR P 5 39 #(d=39) 2 7 ch

PlAsT R AP A T RAR FTNFRT » 2k i d o=z aigy .

d A A2 ¢ TR T2 B 2o R 2 R T 2 g R
BREW L FRELIHET A 3P EAERNE T A HAHMM) $ ¥k
B AR o MU AP ERARE LR A R R AR
(maximum likelihood linear transformation, MLLT) Ayt € R [57] » H % &3

Awmir = argmaXZ—— | diag(A”S;A) | +Nlog | A | (5.1

i=1
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(a)

————
- ~

State A'l ﬂ-*::::

T State B-1

_______
L

N7 ’

4 PR AY

1
PR i
L4 ’, P
¢ e Lo-” Vewmmm=mT . -~ ,'
—————— " “TN ! A i
v vl ~a \ l’
’ -
- 4 “\*~ \ t ’
ate T “e N P
! e —=e=zzITT e T e e
ity L tate B-
________ \ -
-~ - N -7
i -~ - -

e,

__________________________

(b)

BS54 Rk ffed %5 e s aw LR
5.3.1 BEREN & - Hith

AT P o N ko] BRI AU ER S T A HEAI(HMMs) ¢ ik
(state) 1 [31] > T35 d — BFFAIck o F 0k LA F - 2T HGE o B 7 R FIHR
# (forced alignment) » & A 4 3% o7 ¢ g5 (§ % (phone) ok s ) » & - @ B
A uE g g e 3 B e AT AT v R E A 15 (LDA) T & £
B R e g B H Ty A g R e g B AT AL S, 0 FlA A
TN S ma iR od FERFIFFIREOT RS R T ORI TS
M ek oy s 3] 0T A ERRE R LR Y 0 Bl R

(state)¥2 & % (phone) & W3¢ #h 2 o

(B e JJ[IEF%‘"' Skl (ST KT 5 FA[31] © [fiyfl1 Haeb-Umbach 27~ B R&FA N i 77011

T PREA RS [ e AR (HMM) 3 A (mixture) S5 AFHT B 4 ey B i ﬁﬂ%}ﬁv‘ﬂ?ﬂﬁ”?’l

Sk ELHT A pAE U o T‘iiﬁfu Pl pI by &%ﬂﬂﬂﬁ’ ’:'l’?J‘JEF‘”T \%%ﬁ'\liﬁlﬁt..@i%frjﬂﬁf@ﬁ“[ﬁ?ﬂ °
81
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454 LDA &% F#u &2 3 2 BT 2 pd § F5ERT R (%)

oo
5
2
N
= o
= =

/\:\‘J__
=
(9]
Sy
~ o4
(=3
T

=
|

|
é{E mls
o=l

;]?:’;*'E mly
()]
~

e
[
| .
~ o [~
o
~
—

EF

(Conjugate orthogonal)

o
[

oy

—~
e | B
(9]
I

|
oy

4eB) 54 (a) FAP R T LAY g B o PISR B S e e SR K
dOTF R R T (R SA R ) e A R R PR R AT LS
TR NG BRI FIEF F 2RO PRRF MG d k- F 52
Gk P ESE T RHELHR o FIP o APRIT Y - FARgu b ko 4oR
5.4 (b)#17 » KA M GG AR B2 W o A 40231 &orit 0 LDA #F
ARG g B 2l AP At ST A At 3 g B A G eh
- £ H fp(normal) 3 > R EHELOeR™ 2 Fw &k R(norm)s i 1o
||0,»||=1, Vi ; = 4 % $ 1 % (Conjugate orthogonal) % & » ,’%:}ﬁﬁ;:}%iﬁ‘i@eﬂ%“di

T3 e R

o s
e?sWej={’ sy (5.2)

I, ifi=j

% 54 B LDA 7 w2 &2 3 2 BT 2 p 4 3 & re(free

e
b

syllable decoding)* F& 3 » H ¢ T ki —efe o A7 Tk ey 2 5] eha sp
]f'amLK\FIV—,,lJﬁ&E(”y.{F-KE_SB Ji}am.rng_gmf'# s 1 LLJF];}E‘_OFI-ﬁ{Ja-vL\.]FB

FUFR bt ERDDA AT 2 BT o B2 LS S o Lo fR
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F- RS R RS 2 REE SRR R T R F Ay T
I 5.4 Q)2 (b) 4 7 s BB R AR A A 2 KRN T 4 5 b A
A SEELE PR RN (I E RS F I R S ) S R

By 5ol A NE e R SRR RS MR -

532 A#HTHRLE

Aol g R VRS Y L A AR e S BOADIR G 2 T e
B FRIER S DA P AP RnE S B S B0 ¢ G R ET
3 % B(MFCC) ~ &1 g0 A 45 (LDA) ~ £ = £ 51 @5 A 47 (HLDA) ~ B = £ &
w45 (HDA) ~ £+ 3 BT #5813 30 4 45 (PLDA) ~ Ak B2 B & A&

w2 47 (PWLDA) ~ 1T 12 & 12 % I 751 %% (aPTAC) -

DY BB R IR E Y B L L AR IR B

7 3+/Z (maximum

likelihood estimation, MLE)[87]> )]* L d I oA g R R E AF RS2 B

FRNHGE R AR B g g T e £ A R HEOEF A2

S

AR € B R EIEF A S8 &1 L X £ & (Baum-Welch re-estimation,
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# 56 PLDA &7 F m E3K 27 2 F (%)
& MLLT 2 & #& 5 % MLLT 2 I #&

=3 > A5

F a F

66.34 . 78.56 71.15
69.35 . 79.47 71.89

68.97 . 79.06 71.56

68.51 . 79.62 72.07

64.98 . 79.90 72.38
68.56 . 77.2 69.45
67.49 . 77.42 69.7

BW)isi b 2 [88] » B S=x & i k3 UEF A Y chddic o RS KB RIFFN T

%

Pl Eng § 2 F R AES 0 drd 5.5 6

H¥ > 4 HLDA 4v HDA 384 > H g g it Fjpesa s @& * 10,000 = 3= Y 1§
A2 e R T '% 2 (gradient descent) o @ - PLDA 73R4 > d 3% e fiom B35
HP T ek BT 0a 44 7 ehp B0 0 Fp A P (2.44) 7 Sl m
RSB I3 B R deE 5.6 2 0 PWLDA thp a3 (£(3.3)) 7 ¢
MEFLKEF R Acg FUAPRLRETL LI 6 RS R 57 4

55 ¢ »PLDA fv PWLDA 38 &2 @ Sk %320 BT P i 5.6 fc& 5.7 ¢ & i

551\.,Fe—1u—ﬂ1 1[;;1;{‘@(

22

% - » HUPLDA i % 7 fv o &6 p 4 L E AT LA et 0

(harmonic mean) ( Fm =-1) $#4F > pL %% % 7% &2 Sakai & 4 0 B 4p 01[64] -

$- 0t MLLT e84 it i3~ » HLDA ch3 pred i v = % » 4 3

E_MFCC % ™ » o F]¥ 5 a3t 2N P 4445 HLDA 0P 5803V 8 (7 & & 1L 942
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e

e

68.99
68.86

69.57
69.15
69.61
69.35

‘ O g 27 AT ‘}\B"Wﬁi}ﬁ«{?l‘f_gb ;g = — LA;F SQJ ézﬂ ﬁui%\,«éﬂ_& o ri?]

B BB R HLDA 3 F @ § i AR S hEaE A o

%= > 3 MLLT 5 S i % T o $FpchB-en= 2 7 0P B MLLT 3

F
x

o Mo w B RJYEAR AR T & F 443 4p M (feature decorrealation) e 0

= 5
—
LN

LG SRR L ) - e TR O A

2

f

PP S AR Y P F 0% S MLLT i % g v o o

Bz o ApE R b MLLT 58 & 4T > 1% 5 MFCC 2 % > # v 1 LDA
AAEDS 3 BF RS HLIEG L o 4 SRR seh MFCC % > &7 )

SR S A o R LDA > BiF g FHGRRP L KA A Hen iz e

533 HAWERATF B3 ZHEFNABFEULI T HRES

Ao AR TR ENABE S o 2P R EEE L kT A
FRP-E L A LDA A 2 DV SGERARE  Fr 0 £ ok ehBEE O 5
PIRFH AL EFT A D F & R (free syllable decoding) i 12 38 8 %43 (forced
alignment) £ jiF & 4 % - 3F 2 p 1§ % ## J (phone boundary)fr & i ¥ 7 (state

boundary) o {4 » R ¥ EER kYT SR SRR R AR E R EH



%4 58 EER-WLDA %7 I o 3% %7 2 & & 5 (%)
£ MLLT 2 i+ /z ¥
E i

a=0.0 68.56 | 59.46
a=0.1 68.96 | 60.12
a=02 68.91 | 59.90
a=03 69.18 | 60.21
a=04 69.60 | 60.75
a=0.5 69.72 | 60.59
a=0.6 69.12 | 60.00
a=0.7 68.96 | 60.26
a=0.8 69.09 | 60.26
a=09 69.32 | 60.28

EER-WLDA

DE-WLDA

table lookup

linear

quadratic

cubic

4™ degree

5™ degree

6" degree

Wd - B R AN SRS 2 E SN A E 4 47(EER-WLDA) ¢ >
PR Ere0F 12 FRTT 10§ v F2FEmyal ind gl R 4e
257 %272 LR —HFME2ZEL R FEY L 17(DE-WLDA)E %
Z a2 iE AT I 5 & FE S 5 (approximate pairwise empirical accuracy
criterion, aPEAC)® » RV #7 6 &% P IF#ic, * cnf 5\ w ﬁ'ﬁfﬂ" Ao Kyt

BAFERASRGEFF LM G B3 s uardk 58 84 59 w4
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% 5.10 aPEAC &% Ip g dic2 5 3055 w ji b 87 eni £ 5 (%)
% MLLT 2 & &5

A5

& F

aPEAC

table lookup . . . 78.94 71.31 62.55
linear . . . 75.97 68.32 59.56

quadratic . . . 78.98 71.22 62.24

cubic . . 78.65 | 71.02 | 61.97
4™ degree . . . 78.6 71.14 | 62.18
5™ degree . . . 78.5 70.89 | 61.97
6" degree . . . 78.97 | 71.41 62.5

NEE ST BCH h 0 T AR S OB e Al -

% DE-WLDA £ aPEAC e % ¥ - 3V iy § 32 * 4 4 /% (table lookup) & »
;Tﬁ{"* HERERELAT @ B4R B 3.4 ¢ O PR BT SR A W
Sk o nfh R4 TALS - %70 EER-WLDA » ¥ 8.0 4 @ s i85 i 3+
* 722 EER-WLDA AP R 7" % 4 G &2 R4nFEM 2 B E P e F ok 2581 »
HERForE I3 A EBGFT RFT A AT I G AL THA TS
25X P 4 Y (outlier) 2 wE  (noise) F #E o d B34 F Ay A E BT R
PR SRAREAES LT 001 hRE o FARR T §AE > PlinE TR E B

F U4 P RS Bf2 i LDA B8 5 3 B R e 4 o

2 LDA ot g AL FRIEZFAAEI TR L N AL EN L T
FESEE LG AR M o 2 LDA 7 5 A s (baseline) » A 4F T o
EER-WLDA ( (o =0.6)+MLLT) s4p $Fi€& 4 5 (relative improvement) ¥ 5 0.6% °
DE-WLDA ((6" degree)+MLLT) 4 $tie# & { ¥ 4 0.4% » aPEAC (+MLLT)

Pl 2 iEH o HPe & nbmﬁ?ﬂ

- aB347 > g A BT B RS g% s EFET LA

e blde o 37 58 NEREEA, >30T AR B SR A Mg FESF my > 0.02
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# 5.11 GLRDA # 8 = X g8 L3R

Sk
R
W
-
(w
ol
]
)
\1:
S

% MLLT 2 & #& 5

A5

F o F a F

GLRDA

H-GLRDA

3 (4.25)
CI-GLRDA

FAR364T NS AN TR RAA SIFORE LR o 2 S A
WRZ PR A FFATHET LR B2 R FRD ML AITA,; >32

RufeH At ERRARNA -

$o0 BIHFAEE G - A fAPMLOERT 2 aPEAC % 24 ki
et R F]F o2 2R A B34 A4 PR R TR IR AoTE B P

SRR F A & F B 4 el e

534 b An R F EY AR R

AR AR it Ap 0 RV FFEN A 47(GLRDA) s 4 e * R S 24
czet K 1 (H-GLRDA » 3%(4.25)) » H g @& it g5 5 & * 10,000 =% 3% i 4%
e & T ' % (gradient descent) b FEES L & 4rd 5.10 o D AR A T
¥ e Ap 00 BV F FEu) A 45 (CI-GLRDA) 3% A4 » A4 g5 10 fa+ K 2% 3%
A g s et 0 K=1020,..,100 > 4ok 512 T R-H ¢ R iFak % E ~ £ 510
Poom A SIIEP T > APLE 2T EBKEN T 2INGELFE - F5 53R
gL Rt o BTy chf iR S Rl B K =100 T 230G A Kk
Wl 40% 0 TP TP AL Ry B 2R =R Ek 80% M 0 ;ﬁme\
EENNIAES V% TR S B i AL ek S B SR A arC
HE R » oA gt B (R4 31)-
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% 5.12 CI-GLRDA ¥ # K ‘£ % *%f % 2 2w e $4 crip B 43

CI-GLRDA | a5 | “77 45355 2
K =10 28.84 % 11.65 %
K =20 43.48 % 17.92 %
K =30 53.14 % 22.56 %
K =40 62.02 % 26.00 %
K =50 67.85 % 28.97 %
K =60 72.58 % 31.66 %
K =170 73.82 % 34.02 %
K =80 75.97 % 36.25 %
K =90 78.41 % 38.37 %
K =100 81.21 % 40.25 %

A T g R B3 £ 44 GLRDA (+MLLT) 4v CI-GLRDA (+MLLT)
$° LDA i 53 4 8§ 221%7r 243%:ndp$hie 4 5 o B9 0 3 F g R
% % ch HLDA (+MLLT) 032% 4G ¥ 5 T/ > &% 1 AP & 423 & 444 -
F et g4 o @ CI-GLRDA (+MLLT) s s > 4 3P 7 R % Fiueny -

A B > Gy FRE ATk o sy BT AP - kT R R ARESE

Hooox FAEEGR K 5 & R ASE 0w E 3 (silence)fic] (R4 3.1)- ¥ -
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%514 Ahe P rfEEAGHEE 220 MPE B8 B0 T 2 1 AR (%)

MLLT 2 & 7& %
%
MFCC . 71.51
LDA . 75.64
aPTAC . 75.43
HLDA . 75.57
HDA . 75.94
PLDA
(m=-1)
PWLDA
(k=2)
DE-WLDA
(6™ degree)
EER-WLDA
(a=0.6)
GLRDA

MPE training

76.01

76.23

74.65

75.48

75.94

(Heteroscedasticity)

CI-GLRDA
(K =170)

76.11

%

oo s ¥R E DS 5 ik (robustness) B ER 3F 5 5 6 1 Pl(voice activity

detection’ VAD)L_’f‘J‘é:_Q :IJ_}‘ y f_; t jiL: -'fqu’l\: VLSS ]"&ia- ,},u—;qu j:"_ 1o -—E .% ,}.v-:qu h

s /% °

53.5 & b3 %4 E(MPE)? %

LBE R DIR Y “,/TT T SLengc & 1t 4 R PTR(ML training) 2 fb o e

AOEF L BB A Y BTk F  hE R N R S R AR

)

(minimum phone error, MPE)[89-90] > i§ ¥t ef < i 4p i B3V L F F BFE 5 7%

)

A EFRAE BM AR FEEF A S B TR E AN g
e bt BRI enAp R B % o dre T e PR 2P M 9§ A Bt B R
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BEA crAp 02 B {4 o 3 A FEs R o F B RTEE P Y F el
P R X AR R DI R 8L 0 U B 2 & b & (overall risk) & 21EF 0 PR

SR A B P FFIRRERTT RGE e (FH Fke 2 A]) 0907

g
2
g
-
S
s
1)
Bl
hey
‘1‘4
=
=1
&
4

= %JIEE__$ (J,‘ BI‘JL{&,J L «3‘5‘ we» ,\Egzi‘fmr»ﬁ g,ll‘gﬁ

FOV R FERNGERRIW D RS ) FHRESAA 513
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$6% BHEAKEY

FUN BRI AL PRI E SRS - ERFF LR L

Jir

o AT g w:.li B Yuam 4 gmn) A 37 (LDA) » ML N FE ST G

Bk E

— N FI ;"L *\FWQ LH'J*;;‘J' LDA:ﬂéj\}%‘, L'ﬁ? {/ )’Lf‘?AJ\L);\F' Eﬁ%j& o

F_*

— e o FT DA I R Y BB M HCR R A i B o B @
LLDA® 2 353 3enmdrom hih @ > AP * 1 LDASS A T2 ER
LN LDARA A S PR BRRANREE LI AT AN T &

T A BRFESAEE Y o BMALDAZ A ] kA % o

SR A T U FRERE A 4 R

=

Mo TR R R b
2 LDA® = KX » £ 2 %5 LDAE 4 07 fRft o @ dpt LBy 5 ¢

eaPTAC™ £ » sV dpde d en 2

J4:

PEFWFAFTOEK LT AR R
¢ RERP- NN A RET A R 0L R W RIRSRR Y W R gR B e

R s
Rt ; %--\p P °

—X

205 T 4TRLDARP LN £ R B Agh e g 0 g

FAP MR FHeskaPEL R DT - AT A EN 4 47 (GLRDA) 0 # i

Pt I F e > 4o LDARHLDA » { ¥ig- H R ERA FTa &2 { 5k
£

%o 2 UNE R I 0 A 4R 1 GLRDAS T 11 i

&
“
_‘_*

7,
4
—=\

HA Hera i g o] L HURIE -

A ARE ARG YO LT A IEA 2 G
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~‘.

- BRA TR P NPT K2 SRR DSk S S FES
(pairwise empirical classification error rate) & ¢ £ & iF ~ & & I F %iTH O K ©
AR AFRFERY AP EE RS ] Y F FEFMPE)Y 305 R T
H O FENL ER NGRS HEES -

-~ ~GLRDA#_ - ﬁ;é?_?‘—l% AR A 0 B A 4 2 BFHhEN 4 B R Bt R
B BERK R TER A T o Ak &R 4 ¥ K (confusable cluster) s 2_F o

RSV E R NEE T SR SIS B

BHRRBELA LA RN Ah 4 N2 ROV e N R
A - BATALE R P B ARt e m AT e e g BB kA A

E]

AR AR EEAR N A T DINA MR A S o B A KA PR Y a0 fg S iR

—_

bl

TR BE o P78 2NN NE I R NERAE o
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7% ‘"Héx

71 £ & ehe § A o0

£ x 5% B (vector) (xeR™ ) B 5 ZREL(matrix) » A ~ S~ S; 5 $HfLEE

(symmetric matrices) ( {A,S1,S,} e R™”, {A,S,,S:}={A,S,,S,}" ) > BI[49] :

L GxAx:zAX (7.1)
ox
Olog|A| S
2. —=—=A 7.2
O0A (2
ox"A™'x
3. =—A'xx’A™ 7.3
- (7.3)
-1
n O trace(A™ X) C_ATXTA™ (7.4)
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