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H T ST SCA T R UG AHFHA RGP TERE, AR EER T
W L7 T TAE:

1. RASCFEMERML (SVMD SERBETE NFFUAT S o ARS8 = iR A A 2 -
WA SEA (GMM-UBM) KA ) S AT B L UL T BBR 73, 5%
I 5 I S o 177 SR B 1) B (GMM-supervector) 1E % NFAE I SVM
AREEABUF S AEIEEPEYE. RN, Sl s M s TR A A Y -
5 SRR A (R U B R A, DR T B 1 1 SVM AR Y T — AN
RPN RE . SVM BETE N HF A R GEAE i TR 5 153 28 - F 1 S 2 ikl I,
SRR FATN FRAK T 16.0%.

2. BIURBEMRE (NAP) SIAE] SVM Hiih AFHA RS, #—Ditn
Y AHHA RGAE S E EPANES PR E Y. TUR 8 PRSI A v T Bk
Y ANRHE P IE AR, B Uil NRFAE AR &5 B rACGERYE, 97 Kutis A
FRAEZ T PR, AT i Ui 1l AN RS PERE o AR SORFGE M B R 4 5
et 5 SEMERE I 8 RUATHE IO DA AP . /£ SVM R IMAICRE
MR L2 G RS IRHEN 9.24% T F43) 8.06%, AHXT NFE 12.8%. 734k
LIRS REGE GMM-UBM R4H1 SVM RG AT I, S48 R 05 H
Xf B#AG 21.08% Fi1 8.93%, A% 7.34% .

3. BN (EAP), HITHem Uil NHHA RS/ Bt LIE
BTk . ANFEEBORE, SR FFEE A EAR L, R4 5 Ui A
W, AR FIRA, XU ERIE R UIE A FPA RSB N R EE N R
—o I EIUR B IEBCE A, SR TR R EE, AT IR Bt
TR BB DR AE T I I DR 25, AT 3] el A 1 D) 250 B 0 N A R it e
M P ROR . IS B M BOY HE 2 G, s BAE S Ul AN R 156
FERE N 11.67% FPE3) 10.37%, HIXHREAS T 11.40% .
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Abstract

Abstract

This thesis focuses on performance improvement of open-set, text-independent
speaker identification in real applications, including:

1. Support Vector Machine (SVM) is integrated into speaker identification in this
thesis. Feature vectors of each frame are used to perform pattern matching in
conventional Gaussian Mixture Model-Universal Speaker Model (GMM-UBM)
system, which is easily effected by noise and channel. The SVM system, taking
Gaussian Mixture Model-Supervector (GMM-supervector) as input feature, is more
noise and channel robust. Meanwhile, the SVM-based speaker identification system
based on GMM-supervector can be regarded as a second pattern recognition stage
since. GMM-supervector is constructed from the speaker model of GMM-UBM
system. The SVM speaker identification system can achieve an equal error rate (EER)
reduction of 16.0% compared with the baseline GMM-UBM system.

2. Nuisance Attribute Projection (NAP) is introduced to the SVM-based speaker
identification system, which further improves the robustness in speaker identification
system in real applications through estimating and removing the channel information
existed in speaker’s features, increasing the representative of target speaker’s
information, and expanding the distance of different speakers’ features, the
performance of speaker identification system can be much improved. Meanwhile, an
elementary rule is concluded based on the study of the relationship among the
dimension of projection matrix, the energy of each dimension, and the performance of
NAP method. When the SVM-based system being incorporated with the NAP method,
the EER can be reduced from 9.24% to 8.06% with a relative reduction of 12.8%;
when a linear fusion system is further adopted on the basis of the GMM-UBM-CSP
system and SVM-NAP system, the EER can be reduced to 21.08% and 8.93%,
respectively, with a final EER of 7.34%.

3. Emotion Attribute Projection (EAP) is proposed to improve the robustness of
speaker identification system on emotional speech. Different emotional states will

cause different track changes as well as the variabilities of speech rate, articulation,



Abstract

pitch, and so on. All these are important factors that cause system performance
degradation. Through the study of NAP, an EAP method is put forward to estimate
and remove the emotion variability so as to alleviate the negative effect of emotion
for speaker identification. The EER can be reduced from 11.67% to 10.37% with a
relative reduction of 11.40% after the EAP method is applied to the SVM-based

speaker identification system on emotional speech.

Keywords: Speaker identification Support vector machine (SVM) Fusion
Nuisance attribute projection (NAP) Emotion attribute projection
(EAP)
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Piih NG (Speaker Recognition) & VS HLA] FH 18- I A BT A, 25 1) e I
R S TS N AR B RNAT A R AE A VE SRR AE S 50K A s U BEIE N SRR . 1
SEARRBELIE s ARIE IR 5 W DLy P S A A, I AN UG A AR VI
RiB i oE S — AR S TR IRE S, B AL SR O
RIS BEAT RS AT C, AR VT RC 25 R B O HE. Uil AR E T
PN — R, e A HEEE S TP s AE R, I UOE A,
FIRA RSB, UG NRBE AR OS] TRK BRI, 1 H AN
At Hila e i

1.1 RiE ARSI R ESE M) A

0294 R R IS S AL, AR BRI FUL7% 30 2 R E AN BT K.
B 5 R AL 25 D A B A AW 22, SLrh ) —AN a5 n) @R A5 T ]
S E — AR S . T HAN AN S IE. IC R HEESE S0
WIETT AR Sy B Dy 2 B MR E 55 )8, ARk TRl L2 38 T 1k
S UE R I A R AT ) R

AR R BRSO T LS R AR B FAE ) S v S B
B FBE Y g6, A NARREAE R E AT N RRIE, SRIFIT A NS0 1)
WoE . HAr EZCRH M AMREASE: Feg. ME. AR, FIB. H80 (g
NIEAD 4. HTAYRERAME—PE. BRoetE US40k BE 5 fn 2k
AR A, R R AT T R (Y A0

SHE EYRMEA L, BG5BT W A

o s . S EWRFEAHLL, W B RATR AR S A X I

® Jifii, %%, Wi EE MR A AR . T LA ST AR A ) H U S S A

k.

® E SIS A

O FVLEEIRER. S B, aLUIMAE T IRA AR, 3t D8 mienn .

Rk, BiiE N RBNA T RN R 5. o] LB B AR H AT 2 N T
S 5T RN -7 KA N K (T o T = S = I e s s T N R G S T N T D 4
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FOH R AL IR S5 25 . iltun, h AT&T BRI 7 B (Smart Card), ©Z4 N
HF AshEEHL L. BRI CAVE (Caller Verification in Banking and
Telecommunication) %1 PICASSO (Pioneering Call Authentication for Secure
Service Operation) 1%, 7EL(EM E5ep 7 uiul AU HoAh—L8 5 H R gcit
fFG: ITT A SpeakerKey. Keyware A ][] VoiceGuardian. T-NETIX 72 ]
[¥) SpeakEZ %%, WhAh, [EHNVFZ mRHE 2wl EAEREAT U ii A 00 07 T8 ) 8
P K

YAE N TR B A R e, B Y 3 A ZE BN S BT A 5 ]
%y BT SR DR IR S S, BRI, Bl NREOR ST, B
L) SE Bt o

111 3715 NiR Al A

Yl AN H A S F R 18 2 B A8 iS00G N BRE E A2 BT A IR ik 2
ok BN BTE ANEIR . HAEGRE S N —FE, B AR EORE e
BOE S R IESE,  ARPRRFAE 2 B ST A N BB, AR5 iR A AR R
X 53 B AR Uil ARUE B o Ui uli N AIE SR DO e T, vl IR Bk
A RE ST B HTE XA Z, s B & i sind MBI . B AR
TR UETE N PERAIE, s AN R U TE NZ T8) ) 28 5, v VRO 34K 11 02
VEE A SEPERRAE, SR YAS [R]85 U R — R 5 R e A

FEASRIRAAE, Bith NP 2 RN 15028077

(1) Bl AN BEE A IA

Y T RSB = AR, 361 AN (Speaker Recognition) 7 A4y A i ik
NHfik (Speaker Verification) F1i5ti% A##ik (Speaker Identification) P, i
R R RO P AT S Ul NP AN, A Y2k
(RTa) R, AR R I SRR B S W] TR PP I S5 Uk N e o e il
e, HWre SR e WIE AN, Ay C ik iR, AR e
HWHA 7 8 “Am” i

(2) ZUbuli ARG A .

FEME BRI U N AN o] BAAy A B v R (Single-Speaker
Recognition) F1Z i1k A5 (Multi-Speaker Recognition). i i AR5 K
AR GRTE AW TEE R A E— a2 s RIS+, Ik
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S IR TE & & 2 A UOE N . 2 U0TE NPT S Sl B3 B BRI K,
CINVR:Z ey R IR RTINS e A VAR Y/ NSV IR ARG salll N ZHE SR SR (RPN TINASE

(3) SCAFHRM AT K o

P RO 2508 3 A T B SCAR A SRR, T BL A b SCAR A R
(Text-Dependent) 356 E N IR FISCATL K (Text-Independent) (33 i AR5
“CCAAEI” BIUETE NV E SR B AL L N R B, SCARTER”
Tt N TR DU AN 75 B2 00 2 AT R U8 15 PN 7% o i m AR P U 1 P 25 1) 1 R 37,
SEAE S RN I B AR T AP =R B e RE,  (H AR AR 22 S B FH A JE vk A
(R SCAS o DRI SCAR TG OQ IRt 1t A DR A2 2 A IS K =7 v

(4) FFEERPFLE,

MNARG I MERTE, il N RE R LLRI 5y A FF4E (Open-Set) il A1 4E
(Close-Set) $iif NiF. MRS H bR il A G500 & e e PR 1 i 1h A
£EH, MIFERGAZIR HFs Ui AR TR PP 31l NG P iy nl RedE.
X TR, HERETEAE W BARUilm A28 TR - i viis N4 &
I, BRI, TR RGN T MRS, mifEsEbr T, EEA
HITE H bR 0TS NS B AFAE TR Uil ARG b, BT DATF AR U016 AR 2 SEBR
IS FH o DA 2R R ) ) 7

TEARW I, FERFFUCAR TR A vt il AHFARIAR .

1.1.2 Mo BEgR

YA A HFIA FRGEAE S WY o 7 S AR R R — A B [ i A5 28 1 5 0 Y
WEEANILEE . 72 H AT ISR, X AL F 2 A =M R R
N R R IR Y NN =

(1) .

B RME i BN vas NE SRS B, SRR R BV A WS, A
I3 R 45 A A 22 o T8 06 A S 30 v 21 10 7 5 K E0AT BLy DY 2K
Babble M35, Factory M35, Pink M5, White M5, XUl 55 15 0HE 35 11 5%
Wy m) DAY 25 . RRAE BT AN . H AR 5 R SR ) e 2 PR AR
SEI LA T I BRE S R IR, BEE N9 B A A (AR AL BRI SRR S R
TSI 200 PP W B M B0 32 R FEDOO TR R R 2 IR et i, i A 3R AT
M, ORI R RGBT RE .
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(2) fehfziE.

RAERERIN B 22 5, WU0E B 277 B nE. B A s oA &
AR5, NI R U U N TE 2 IRAIATT « RAE . gt o Xl 22 S5 i 1) s i it
FROAAEE R o UIZRTE & IR TE & 2 (1) YIZRiBg 2 i, IR & 2 A5 1E
IANVCHD, & BB iE NFRAERE TR EZE R R 2 — . R iiah AR Atk
R TE R, 2 AT A VI — MU S . — kU, (518 2 7 F2A T
7ELAR JLAN T 1 :

® LifiiE: PC &y, &,

® HZHii{5iE: GSM/CDMA. /NRl;

® [HEHLii{EiE: Wil REHL Celectric. carbon-button). JG4H HLig;

® ALK FPSRE A KB KEPLAE;

TX A T S0 U AT N VB T A [ (R 52, 355 e T e I P R A A
M, A RE 2 N R M IALAE R, DRIk, HREIT U A B b5 1 5 i 0
TR R, — D7 T A B BN BRAR L () A (F iy R I g 55—
THT FH T SEBR N o5 18 i 1 22, PRI T B 2 U AR E A
AR . HAr, FEEMGFAEER . SRR Bk = ANy iR T
SRR A T A 38 B A RGP RE I AR

(3) Yiik N1 K

FESERR Y b, Bl AR B30 e w2, ik, . FNAE
TR 28, I B 8 S 25 3 RS [ R B ) PR TE A8 Ak, I FLZE DU FNAS [) () 1 Jk
RET, PG ARERE. S, WEBSRAENERN., SOE R NIX
YA, S0 BT NV I s AR B o I Re 4. H s B0 5T,
FLEEEUON, CEEL5EZ KRNI EMR,  Har RS S s A
P H A4 TR B

TEARSICH,  F2 BN A% {5 10 AV I DR 28500 B ah AN R 2R Gt 18 1) g i) ik
ATWEGT,  FE3E A R 2R DA 3 1P e K] 2 3 e P 12 RE PG

1.2 IENIRA BT EREITEM
YLIE AFEAN RGP E /AN SE, — AR R R (False
Acceptation Rate, FAR; %4 False Alarm Rate), Fif¥dE HArit il AR5
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F1% 5l

Js HBR BETE N3G R R 3, AR G, H AR U E N VU H AR U 1
NIIRERBAIG, REVERELT; ) — AN R IRIE4 % (False Rejection Rate, FRR;
WHEFR A Miss Probability), iR H bRt il N IR AR H AR U 05 A Bl a1
K, R ZBAR,  UEIPR H AR SR RO AR H AR S S S R,
PEREBRES . PR )5 L TF

HAR U1 AU 3E H BRS04

FRR= -
R ONCETES b

o AEFBRBEEE ARSI F R A 93 o
A R AR A5

R VT LA 73 FH 28 GE sl A1 ) 2 iy DAt v 2 RS 2R ) 0% A 5 LA,
WA DR A 28 A MR R 1 52 R A 52 BB 52, 1T BAF AR B A ISR R R
SAEBRAS,  H AR BETE AR AE B AR UG N BR8N, B DR 4058,
AEH AR UL N0 H AR il NSO, Az R, WEs, H
BB TE AR AE AR U0 N BRI, R R a8, JEH AR BT A
PO H bR Uil N MRS, BE iR . A, FAR FIT FRR #52 H) ik
0 11 R AR, 3K A A BB BICLE (B 3RH A8 100 R R S5 48 U2 % 5 (Equal Error Rate
Point) . — %K ARSI 48 2 BLAT i 28 ( Detection Error Trade-offs Curve, DET
Curve) [1]R [ WEX AN DR Z B G FR, MIZoBET i A, REMIRBIPERE
2/

7635 F [E bR RS T (National Institute of Standards and Technology,
NIST) [2~41(¥Fd e, 652 X T FARFIFRR I INBCFI eR 45, BRI AR A R 250
(Detection Cost Function, DCF), A RGEVEREIIVEM Fabs. 7ELFr N Hr,
ANFE N 5, B RS2 M R AE 40 R AR 2 A —HE R, BRI, BFREAS
[F N 1 5%, RTFARFIFRRIE AN A IR (XA, I B/ NDCRR K 7R &
GiRe A B PERE. DCFIFE Xan b

CDCF = CMISS x FRR x P + C

Target FalseAlarm

xFARx(1- P, (1-3)

:/H\: EFI ’ C'Missﬂ:l CFalveAlarméj\%lJjﬂ%ﬁlsi%ﬁéﬁin‘%%l%*%§ﬂg$lg ’ PTarget%%ZT—\‘ H */]?)L;Eiﬁ
NI SR
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1.3 BEMRAXEGR

o AR DR U N P R 4 T LB W2 1660 AF A — R R, AR
117, A Wt LA ) T Boiff € i il N5 0 AL IR0 VA 5 31 1944 47 4 4
C.Gray 25 A#EHH - 1962 47, Bell 5256 = 1) Kersta 25 A$2H T 74014 (Woiceprint),
Wk T “AEr” BON UL A S oy i mT sevE . BE S B 5L BEE TR R Gi A
Lincoln 5256 % #EA: . Bell S256 % (1) Pruzansky £ [) 4 4F J6E R FAE 2 G e Jit e =
Yeib ] Ciia)-gs-ae i) N T 3E N RBIBEFT, JF7E 1664 FF1 Mathews 4
HE A0 F EE AKX 75 Becker S8 NIISS T, Uitdh N RAAESS BRI 73 0 1t
T AU NHEA Y KAESS o AERE S VU AR R S e A v, W H 4&
PETRMIE) G 22 %0 (Linear Predictive Cepstrum Coefficient, LPCC) [5]. J&4ngktt
51 % #r (Perceptual Linear Predictive, PLP) [6]. Mel #il % 5] i % %

(Mel-Frequency Cepstrum Coefficient, MFCC) [7,8]%% i1k AR GIEFE S E R )

AR B ¥ 9% (Dynamic Time Warping, DTW) [9]. %<& &4k (Vector
Quantization, VQ) [10,11]. FaE /R KA (Hidden Markov Model, HMM)
[12~14]. B A 47 (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM) [15,16]. A T4 M
% (Artificial Neural Network, ANN)[17,18]. 3 #F i) & #1 (Support Vector Machine,
SVMD [19]55H0 J7 ¥ o 34t NIST FHE frerb SO 75 98U A (The Constitution
of the Chinese Corpus Consortium, CCC) [20]&547 f{RF A %A B K T A Lk
FEAEI BRI 52 S A bl s

] A A B3 N DR 7 T IR S T R R . BT HoRHSE A 2 B A
LT A F A TN, IF IS T A . 75 2006 4F2847 11 NIST ik
NVUVEN A, [ A A DU KT LR 44 2 0. 2006 2875 CSLP (Chinese
Spoken Language Processing) 1 A R P A, 545 08 RH 25 A 0 1) i 1l N TR )
I RER] T 1% M 6% LA R ISR %,

1.3.1 iiEANIR B P EY4F4E

RRAE IR BRI o Je o AL 3, 2 UiTE N P R FR . BAR
LR, RRAE B BRIV % AE 0] intra-speaker MK 2 1M 2E HY inter-speaker [ 255
DRI, FEBRARNEOCT Uil AR S AR AR Y 1 2 A T R R A

® BN RO IX A AN PG N, {H SCRELE [R]— U ih A UG S AR AL I O

FHXSRRE o
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® iffal—UiiE N, XHEERDL. 154 RS AL R EAS U

® U T MBS 5.

® AL .

[ I A R SR R AR B AN Sy 33, D il N N R A A AR
MR, RPN S ECRRAE DT N, 1k intra-speaker 1)
DA 257115 58 HY inter-speaker 1) 22 5 o [ — BB AL IR 2 2 IR I U0 A AHOGAE B
XL BT Z A B8 HAE. (M I&E AR ZE S, 383 A AT AL
PRUE; B RE B ERANE NS, LR RN RS . RE SR
AT R AE S A iR 205 5 A i B A3 2 (1) LPCC FR S AN B XA
[ A5 R 3545 5 IO ABUBORE P S L) MIFCC AT PLP 25:2% , i Reynolds [{IRIF77 %
H[21], EUEEE N RAATESH, MFCC Lk LPCC Al PLP ELAG 5 LBk iR 5 RE

1.3.2 RIEANEAPEIIRE

N T FRRVE NVFUNATS, Cafeth T 2R 0N ik, fe BB (1 3R 7R Al
VERLI VAR, KRBT LA A AESEE A T, SRR L. N T E
28T RS Im) AL LK

(1) FESHB 75

LSRR T, SOPR AR TL AL 1:[22,23] o L FEAS Ji B AN 50835 1)
F B R ELRE % A8 28 UG AN PERFIE VRHE S 50VE IRk . 6 T8 — AN IR
VE, TR R A 7 AR B AR AR o 38 3 D R AR R A AR 2 TR F A
U, YIS R,

WA AES BB s SR A . BN IEARYE (Nearest
Neighbor, NN) [24]. KAk, XLk m— N E S A G 5 A ST 1
AR ARG, X P R T DA BTE N REAE, T SRR R

(2) ZHIERTTi%,

SHERRY, ORI . SRR ULICIEA R, S8R T ik i
WZBE T INABILSH R AR ECE A REEE), IR RN R B X L8 2
o AENRABY B, HCIRRMNATE & S S R AL B AT 74 HE R &5
X BCRFE CRIUE T S 308 7 15 L A 2 OB )50 AR B R ) RS R B Fe 1k

MR AR A 70 AT 4 B Y. (Segmental Gaussian Model, SGM)
[25]. iR A AR R A Ba T AR ) R AR JUAE MBS AR BIFoE iR
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AR5 1 588 (Gaussian Mixture Model-Universal Background Model,
GMM-UBM) 738 A TR 85U 7 9 45 4t v H A2 [26,27]

(3) N LFHEMLE Tk

N Tphe (28 T8 ek 38 2 B e (1) 7732, kB0 N 45 S AR BEHLE], KK
I AL AR T v SRR A B B R, SEB R I AT R AT A R AL B
P IRAE XS Bt A V00 KRS RSB TE O A N IHEN, BT DA T
P24 BT — g A YE . H AT T Uil AU N T 25 A7 . I 4 pif 48 Y
2% (Time-Delay Neural Network, TDNN) [28]% .

(4) SCRFIA R

AR B SBHAEA, Vapnik A& th SVM R, (HERIJL+
A S A S R — b LA e A AR SR 5925 . 2002 4F 1 Lincoln 5246 %
(1) Campbell &5 K H 5N B8 AN U S IR 7 AVa I R0R[29,30]. 52
Frm AL CyIP R AR 20 T ATk e Re, e e a BRAEAS, ARZet: &
ety A R T P B VE 2 R R R o R ) I A R K v U R 1)
(Gaussian Mixture Model-supervector, GMM-supervector) [31]1F 4 SVM HIHFAE
NI TAEEROR, AR5 7 T S IR K RERE .

1.3.3 RIEARINPHEFEHEE L

N THEEIRAIERE, REAE. BERL. ) ECE S A S B R E T AR

FERFIESR b, iy v DA I 7 o 250k ok 2> H 48 T Ak B3 350 (1) Gibbs 248, [F]
IR R s TN E RS T v A S s 5 i T LG {315 1K) 22 73 (Difference) Fl
H )4 (Auto-Regression Coefficient, ARC) [32]4F i A RGN A sh &5 B
oK R A AH 2 Wt (1) 4R AIE 2 02 1R AF AR AH DG I . 18] 3% Y {E 98 ( Cepstral Mean
Subtraction, CMS) [33] 1121 /7 2 J4—1k (Cepstral Variance Normalization, CVN)
[347: ik ok 22 4 B v 45 5 (BB S (E I BRAS ME(E E se s RFAES 3T (Feature
Warping, FW) [35]F14F1E =014k (Gaussianization) [36]7E45AE A N i IR,
KL IE S B AR, XIS (RelAtive SpecTrAl, RASTA) [37,38] 4 H
SR VH 65 55 A L RE P 2 DTN REAE 1R 25 AEAE BT HRFAE B4R — AL A 2

TERN R EEET GMM-UBM AT #5845 il (Speaker Model Synthesis, SMS)
[39], RPKs—AMEE T BEE NI AR Ly 5 —AME TE N B Ud 1 AR JF 1470
WRIEF U, M5 EAE DN B ALK 52 M FP kiR (Feature Mapping,
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FM)  [40]38 b K AN [\ 45 T8 T (/A7 Ak R SR 1) — M35 0 TG O% R AR A 2 1) ke B A1 A5
SEMA A RFAE A H o

LE5Y B0 A T-Norm[41]. H-Norm([42]. HT-Norm[41]. C-Norm[40]%5%}
BEAE BB ST /- ge v B —4 . Harti A R IR ER-E, 41 MFCC
A LPCC, M ZHFE, @4t (Prosodic Statistics) [43], AH45 & ks
15 TE A HD RO 45 S5 .

1.4 BXHIBLNE

I RIE L GMM-UBM R 485 I ARIUL1E AHFAES T, AEIRRRERE iR
s UL AN RE, AR Z BIE A M R Gl EHEETT RN T
RZ M, (HaEAE 2006 -1 NIST PRIl AL, 5 FE s ERITHOBFSHIE A
RRZE . B, AT SRR SCA TG JC A 10 5 8 1R BT B 3 508 AN A
HATHESC

AR ICERRT SVM FE SR NV R G N o {5 108 BB LU Ik 1)
YL ANFEN =ASTT AT, DU S vid AHHAITERE. HE/E GMM—
UBM [Pl |, RA GMM-supervector fE9FFIESIA, 51N SVM 1E R8T 1
TEAFHARS . I SVM 5451 GMM-UBM Ut 15 N FHIA RG34 T L Jf it
ITREG IR, S, 78 SVM Uil AFHA RS, SINEEEHERTIRIEER G

(Nuisance Attribute Projection, NAP) [29,30] K fif vhfs & E-#s n) @, It 5 51E T

XA $E52 (Channel Subspace Projection, CSP, 3% Session Variability Subspace
Projection, SVSP) [44]HEATXF LLSEEG, [A A AR 5T 25 AR 4EECR 5E 5% NAP
PEREMIREI . d5c)m, K NAP 37 RE 15 i @ 1 #5%  (Emotion Attribute Projection,
EAP), 5 ARt Bt vl i AHA T .

ARSI 2 H T

8 2 wrp%IEE] GMM-UBM REHRMRIE, F SVM @RI T k5 I
PNV ANHPARGE TR, S e B TR SCAR TG R B 1 A A RGP PR RE
BT SVM U TE AFFA R S5 GMM-UBM 31k AN RGP REUEAT L,
TN RGN A AT 2O R PERE I M, T4 H A8 2 Bk AT il &
REAR, $RERGTERE.

% 3 TAE SVM UG AFFA RS HERE E, 51N NAP T3 i AE R IE AT 4k



il

FHi1w gl

B, s AHRAE IS R TE T B He e vERE . BT NAP BE 1 RE
SHGE ARG 0, KX B I 4EECR G FE 0 NAP P BER 2 AT 204 o 73 4%,
WA NAP k5 GMM-UBM Z 48 f F 1) CSP J5 110 57 55

5 4 FAE SVM ULTE N A R G IS T i 1 AAS R BOIRAS AN RE
JEM A TEARA . HAR . 22 BT N FFA RGEPERERI 5E R, T4
i R B U T A S ) 22 S (A AN S —— T IR B MY, A REE
HEAT A N T B e Ut 1l AN R G UG A HE A ZR G0N T v PR 155 S ) e Pk o

%5 EIR MR,

10



25 TSR RENL (SVMD IBEAFHA

F28 ETXFEEN (SW BIIRTEAFHA

SVM J& AN AR T vt 22 BRI 5 ) A R A A 2GR A ] )
[ PR R U S L SR AR IR 2 TR PR ) BRSSO iR 4 SVM
PREAS IR, AR AE YT 22 i) b R 20 R ik M i e 0B Y- 1l 23 ST, oK
A TR BAEST . EJLHE SVM IECRIZHNE T HEA, IFAE 2000 42542
FIABIUEUE AN FA5 BOREAE ™, IFIUS T AL L) GMM-UBM R 4iAH
£ DA O SR v G

2.1 ETEESRE-BAEREE (GMM-UBM) BIRIE AFFIA
R S R R D — B IO MER AR, BEAT RSO AR 2 M R R AR R
SR AT, IATARAE & SCASE RPN BRI, B 2R Bk, GMM
FESCATE R R N U U 4l T Sria it
SETBER BRI BT AN RGE A BEA (o) I BLAR R B (I #% el

A BORR
M

p(x12)=2 mg(x) (2-1)
i=1

KA IBRAIR R EL[27]. Horh, xHDYERHIE R B MO SR G A 4G wioe
FN AT A, MO 1 g (L)W e 720 i RS M
IR
1 1 T <
gi(x)=(2”)mTi|l,29XP{—§(x—“i) 2, (x—“i)} (2-2)

ESEb N R, H T ZME S A R CBHRD, A RMIIZAE
AR AR T NI m BRI A G 0L, BT I 25 th R A 2 i AN RE AR 47
FAEVEE N A TERFAE, AT R G R AT RE . ik, AATIAE & i A
IR b, 5INE 54 (Universal Background Model, UBM) [45]: %
MBE N FES G RAFGEE) B s B3t —ANE AR

11
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(208 2 ES g — N @ GMM,  DURR UG N TE SRR E AT o IXFE,
S PRI 5355 R 78 25 B A 3823 5k ) LU UBM AR i1 A TE S IR AE 0 A AL, 9k
NN G KR R 5

NIST 1999 Ui ih AfIAVEII LK, GMM-UBM F 4t i1~ 20 i 8 Ui vk
B, Wk T SORTERULTE NN B0 7. (H2 T GMM-UBM R4K
FH B B v R A A B N, RIS SRR K, BT DAE — B T Ay
A N FH B0 B[] S SR LA vy R Ut 1 N AAT 25 T o T 2 T AR A L Pk a2 B0
(tree-based kernel selection, TBKS) [45]F113E T-HF1F 4% 5 5 HE 5 (1) BT & 5 15
(observation reordering based pruning, ORBP) [45]M#& HH M it N, 443
GMM-UBM AJ LA i R 557 58 1 i s iy S FH 380458 15 AN HF A

TBKS HiEFE T — AN AR — N AR A FT 2 : (1 T =i GMM
PR N FEAR KA [BYG I WREAE 2> A, T —AMRRAE S i SR H A DO WA 0
ftbiEar, Bk, M MEEREX — A= GMM THEICELALAR 7 B
SEBR b AT A E LA s T2 A 25 B 2 AR 0 AT 2 S IR DTk . SEAR B A2
38 A B UG AR m A 5 UBM R 1R85 i T o A 2[RI AE — 5t
i ZR, WHR—AFRIE R E S UBM HEA S AR B, A4 e R iE A
BT rpoxt B RSN 0 A AR AT . AEIEACHT R FISEA R b, W T — ANy
fiE, PSSR I I el v LA 3R UBM A tHBUSR 20 ik B3 K () JLANZ 043
A, AR BEIE A, T B R LA w2 A R S BERFIE VAR 5
TBKS Syl it UBM ZH St BS54, #E AN 3 B T[] 1 5 2 AR 25 ) e 3k
AL, T R BRIEAZ O 53 A R FE

ORBP & izl I B AN v] B 1 158 5 NI eyl /D 1 1 AAITRALAR 43 IR o B i X
ANTT ISR AR N A 2 I B0E AFRUAE S P ok o 78 B N FRUAE S5 1 4k
R, VR BN A R R, i ELAE s Ak B PR FH RO i TR
FHH AT B 11 o ORBP B33 AL A AR AR B8 YU 45 SR 5 R i 5k 2 B 1 I T 0%
(A T SO TSR 23 R REAE O S BRI 3 e AH A0 1 2 it PR R AAE 17
M PTE RN, i Ee s8R B R FR e . Rk R m EH B R EE A
PINE R — 7 PR R R Y, ARA ISR Rk, Al
uERfatE; S—J5, EHPEEREE RN, A IR KBTS .

[45]F (S 5a2R , 7E 1 000 A IE A IR KRBT N HFAAT S5, it i
# TBKS HIEIIZSE, vl DA% O o0 A1 (R BRGE 3 BE Inod T 14.8 i i e R

12
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B T ANFN 1%, ORBP FALELRIFUUNFA T IR T, KUl th NS o 4ot
A 25 1, IR G S, R TREAR] 1% LT, XA
ROHPNWIBATH Y = T 21.9 £

GMM-UBM #iif AN RGEAE LB N th g o ih 7 i v ae,
2Lk, —HZRRZH AN EFK. H2E, GMM-UBM #iik A iR
REWAHLASMIG Rl UL BL, W LU U258 & R 55 20035 45 kol
PLAH UBM H il N TG R IRHAE S A feh, 980/ N U250l & R R 15 o R
BRI B, TR R Tt 1) S R A v T RE AR U8 18 AR (g ) o,
REA ML N 2R A S AL R B DTk (RO TE i LU, 1958, fEgit
D IR A HL A I BETE NIRRT, SRR U ZR BOISAE SR F B 0E N TGk
IRFAE > AT AL, U &5 R A R AR ERAR, R, ZERE— Wik SR 43 (1R I,
A ARIT () LA A SR 43 B ik R R, Tn SRy 52 1) e 355 5% 37 15 T 1) 5
Wi, s RN 45 R AR ORI 22, AT R PERE . BT SVM REAR I 1
Qb PR /INEH My R DL, DRI LA R RO 2 R LA A H

2.2 SVMAERETY

2.2.1 SVMEI% R

IR, SVM m e H S KR AL 30 2 N T B ARy T 9T
SVM [HJEA SEAR I K i N\ 2 1) (1) ) FE SR 21 SVM 4 @23 [a), AR AE mr )9
R [ R 3 K071k . AERAT P = IBESE T, KA GMM-supervector 1
A NRFIER) SVM (ERS (S8 5 1T o T RAFIIRBOR .

SVM & — M i e 5 G e arAF FN 2R Bl 1 1R ——ZFF ) = (Support
Vectors, SV) [19], HI KA LA IR FE] U (] @) — B2z ST ML o LA 13 SR
A% SVM 5], SVM RIREAS Ji PHAIE A £ 2147 8 ok v et () e )L 23 5 1l (Optimal
Seperating Hyperplane) .

BAR SVM T AEA WAL R NIHES T, (BT Ca A H AR ED)
. 1963 4, Vapnik 55 AMGETEE ST B AN A KA R SVM, N A
TREECGR B, [ B IR T BT ) ) st B A de D0 S I 8~ T ) Generalized
Portrait” #18[46,47]. {H T4 IXLERFTE A2 56 38, TEAR PRSI n) it
A TR, EECY B BRI, B EA THEERA . B T ILHAE

13
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£, HTFGEt 2 2D PG 1) 58 3 0 28 I 48 2538 D4 I ML s 27 >) 5 W (K 9T 3 31—
s 1 D s IR R TR A 1 DN U R =X NN 2 T N i1 2
AU, A4S SVM IRVEUR JE, mercer £, Fa AR £[19,48,49] 5 SVM L&
Wbk oeit. Rk, SVM &KMol Y ot A R He

MBS FoRUE, SCHF ) EEAL B LU LA T A5 2 1 7800 IR R

(1) BRI SRR BN fERBES RN MAREARRF IR, SIAFEA
XTI SR 8 B R A, X AP ELREE = T SVM [T 75 (1) g

(2) H/PRCFF M RN IEHTX T RMB I S A B b B 11
EReE. ZEOTTRIE R, YRR A

(3) IIBCZHRE AL CHMPEASRINAL, A RS INBO .

(4) EFF W SCFF I AL AR IR, A )k B n] DA 8k 4%
AT AR AR — D Gy 25 4%

(5) FHREEE 5 SCRF I AL S5 G o M FRERRE £ B8 0 Eicdls (1) J8 1k 304 T 20 1]
D SCRF I LK AR v

(6) FETHRFER SR ENL. N T 28N, SR = SRR 22K
FEARGERIE H— RYV PR, B RMIE — 1 SVM.

(7D 7P PRFISCHF I ML FE T PRI AR i 22 28 SVM,
R PRI T, IR b — 2R ) A e 251 SYM, R — 200 4R 11
HERH FFER TR SVM.

(8) Bk s “Chunking” YREE. ARREE. AR SRIEHE B ok
K SVM 22 3] (5L P i E/MILfk (Sequential Minimal Optimization) #3%.

(9 FZREIIMIEMSEIER IS T, B2, DI 258
I IER A 22K, R AS SCRAIE R 7 VR A S HUR I £

(10) MR 5 ) 22 208 ) FLFIHET . Weston R 22 2R 559, Vapnic [—%
2L Kressel [J—X—H5k EHEIEE.

S BT JUERRRE, SYM & 2N BN, 2328, [E. &
K. b TR AVEAE SO, B2 AVER. SURIZHE. FEE
AL 0N SRR NN EE Ty I, BEA B, o0 e BRI RN i i, 4R
LM SVM.

M ETRN A A, TR A, H RS ) LA A L7 TR T IR
W R BRGNS E IR P, . PR 0] J 1) 22 2R e A1) L B 22 R 0 404K

14



25 TSR RENL (SVMD IBEAFHA

e 5 HATR e ) ARG . SRR TUEHE (FEANEZE, &
VER B, AFRIERESE) JrmNA S A ORI R AR IR R 5

2.2.2 EHEEHNHEKRFE

SVM I —Fh LAGE T2 S BRI N JEmE 1) . DAGS R KRS e /MU 22 S LA 2] O
%, SVM IFEA BIAEE K A A\ 2 [B) 1) ) SRS 21 SVM i 4E 2R R], RIS A 4
(R4 e 23 (Al v R 23 80718 o ARRAN T35 A IR IR A 3t A2 v 450 52 2 B () 388
T A% bR BCIE 2 T b g ke 73X )l N BLEPEE M AL R, T LAAS B S
Y3 [ 73 0TV

SVM [ 3= B2 AR m] DUREHE g 1 2

(1) SVM Wt n] 73 () 1) /] DL FEEAT SR 0 T2 AN 0] 43 1) ) i,
AT LR S A2 R) R AIG 4E [n) 230 0 S 4 M W SR A A kg v 44 22 () 1R 26 1 T 43 1) 1)
5, IR R e R SR FH Ze MR SRR e 4 ) B REAT 43T 5

(2) SVM LT~ 55 1) RS e /MG B AR 1iE 2% 18] o )t e D0 20 Sk Y- 1, 7
T 2 A A 22 (] PR S0 B2 DX, AR AN 30 i — o b S Rl 1A o > 2845 2]
2R /ME o

SCHE 1) AL H bl e SR 45 00 XU d5z B R B, Ry i — A H bR ek 20
PR AU AT BEHL X 43 T

2.2.2.1 ZMAIAER
FELLPER] A IO, AFAE — AN A ZrFEAR SE AR 4y, XA

[ AT PASRIA A [19]:
wex+b=0 (2-3)

Horr, w7, “ 7 AR, x & n ERANRIE, b 2R
DU V-1 1) 5 S A ARk R B 55 1 1 B 128 el 1) ) i 5 1 1T 2
(] F4Y 0 0 R (R A (R~ me IR P T T AT i S i

mM@Qﬂ:%HwW (2-4)

WLy (wex, +b)21i=12,..,N (2-5)

15
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TR R SRS . b, wREBGETTIN, xRN, R HiA
WMEEIIIN, e {-1,1}, brtfmfeit, NEFEARAE. T840k X ) 8
N A Lagrangedfe 1~ 55 5024 07 1SR 19 e & fiftw o

TR R X0 D R AZ R BOPR Ry B A% R B

2.2.2.2 ZHMETRAIHIER

X ERAEATT ARG O, RAVREAEA X W 2 v 225 8] Y, JFAE e 2 [a] o
KHIEANE T AT AL B . I B R i A2 Mercer 25F[50], & mitxef RS — 25 )
IR, DR S A dee I 20 T R 3 24 1) A AR B B0t ) DA S X R 2
ANE] 3 K173 SR

A% e BT LR LR

(1 2 IR %L

K(x, xi):[(x-xl.)-i-l]p (2-6)

(2) 12 R (PR TR B D

20

_ 2
K(x,xl.):exp{—”x le|| } (2-7)

(3) Sigmoid 1% k%
PRS2 R%, FRUZ &5 O il B B s E I

2.3 SVMFEIRTE AFHAR RN F

2002 4, F2[E MIT K2 Lincoln 25 = [¥) Campbell 25 A K: SVM 5 A 213k
I NS MR, SVM EUGTE N R A1 B H R 5 Tt 7 vk
RIDREEEWRFAE 7] S AE R SVM A ANZEAT IR, AR5 Zevh I iE & b & i 147 4
13— AL RN PSR . — 71, BT SRR BRI SVM,
XF T REE AT 5 N AN IR AR REAT ML 2 S AR 0 SR AR IR ok, H 55
7], BRI WSZ B T A R R, TR0 45 Ak 2 AR ORI i 2
D] SR FH i ) S A A AE N () SVM B8 NN R I PEREFASERAR, B 5
Campbell ¥ GMM-supervector /% SVM i1k AR5 5 G0 (15 A5 10 11 46

16
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PE K-L (Kullback-Leibler) #%[29], RAVTEREA R TR &, AR
i GMM-UBM Ut il N U R G ML 2 B U 1K FEE bRl Bk e T
NAP {518 M5

2.3.1 SHEGHEEEE:E

GMM-supervector J&IT K4 H I — M, BT H 7 Bt A+ 23 #r (Latent
Factor Analysis, LFA) [51,52]#igrh. Jak&nlkkE, IR SVM Hith AHHA
RGPk,

ST B NIE S, B4 MK GMM-UBM R4, LaliS e, Bk F
YEf — R ) B, 6 UBM B2k HIE N 5, 724 B M AN RS GMM-UBM
PG AR, ¥ GMM-UBM R8I Ut 1l AL R I (RS R ATRE — A MXF
Y REE K ) o, S 1) S 2 BT A 1) GMIM-supervector [7] 5 . GMM-supervector
(FRe s RN 1] 2.1 TR

GMM UBM —— RV, —— m= 7 ‘

FFUEFEER

BN i

Bl 2.1 iyl 1) o (R

GMM-supervector i GMM-UBM Z 4 Ut il ARl 7= A, 158, X T
W G5l 5 A 2 1 BN IR SO0, R A H 1 S e 8 b it o NG R I RFAIE 43 A
WAL, kS TN R BN E S OR A Sk S g s ok, BT
GMM-supervector &M GMM-UBM RS 36k AR AL AL Tk, AR KT
{5 T8 A RS B s, (R H 99 T e SR B NS PERRE PR oy 3 =
GMM-supervector ¥t GMM-UBM i 15 A8 % ANE G ERIEIER R — N n &,
A DUA RO A T S 1A R AH S HEAT S5 B2 A0 BE, 01 LEA F1 NAP S92 2 A
FHOGAE 3 BT A5 38 15

17
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AR, SVM il NFFAR SR K H GMM-supervector 114 iy ARy
i
2.3.2 ZMEK-L#

MIT [ Lincoln 525 % ) Campbell 25 A\ K GMM-supervector 1 SVM i
NHPARGERFAE S AN AN, R T AN GMM-UBM 52284 [ 15 )7 72 4
¥ DL R AR AR A AR G 26 PE UBM K% R %, Bl K-L A% pR 4

M
K (ml’ mZ) = zﬂiml,iz:i_lmzi
-1

_ < (\/Zzi—l/zml’i )T (\/Zzi_l/zmzi) (2-8)
i1
=b(m,) b(m,)

A, myMimy ly i AR~ GMM-supervector i A [n] &, MOWIRFIEL, A, 4580
MREHIBGE, T ARSI 2 . K-L% & E0K GMM-supervector m;
T I WS R b(my) TR AT R ARIE

— 7T, 2 K-L # 5 GMM-supervector [£)5€ XAHWI4 , # GMM-supervector
VER—NMRFIE R BT A B ) — 7T K-L RS % 18 T GMM R I 25
I IR B 7 25 FIALEE ()55, Rk S5 5l 1) fisher AT LG, ERBIPERE B —
(LR

2.4 SVM5GMM-UBMTEIR1E A FHIA P BY T BE ELER

2.4.1 SVMFIGMM-UBMR FZHIE 2 E R EED R

FEZE 1) GMM-UBM 4 [ @A P FE 0T [ 4 0 55 40000 TR R R A S EURN A 27
F & N, TRl ok B ) I ) S AR b AR R AR 3 BORTBLSR 23 1R T 5 . AR SE 1
GMM-UBM R %t ZLR R — Wi R AIE [n) FE A MR A T4 4, W72 AINIE
A, ARSI h 4R A TBKS %A1 ORBP 1 B A Sk 4 i UM FE

SVM X GMM-UBM Z % i) i 1 A4 R4 3 () GMM-supervector {1 %
NEHE, SVM IR IEFE GMM-UBM 22 40 (KRR AE S ICRIAR Y [ 38 W A
. RIS FET, SVM REHIINT SVM BRI ISR [a]. 7RSS R
SVM Z& 475 2147 GMM-supervector [F$2 T SVM A ULAL . T SVM R4

18
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(RS VCHL () B 2R ARG, Ak SVM R4S GMM-UBM R4 U EHe 7= 74
GMM-UBM ZR G B I AR 73 S5 1R I ] 22 57

7E GMM-UBM UG NFHA RS, 3 S vl ) = A0 d 1f A2 2 ] (1) L
BCRE LA BIBSR 730 — 71, o6 T BEARZR DT o v 1 1l A AP (1ot ) 2 L
SRR S R R I DTk, AR TR UOE AR . 59— J5 i, fEvh A
M FRIABLAR 23 BF s A JLA B AR P A% O A AT DR, i X i ey 152
| W 75 B (5 T8 A5 S W A AR AL 1) S A A S, a2 RO &5 SR AR S

7E SVM Btik AFHA RS T, KA GMM-supervector /£ ki NFRAE, — 71
T AN RS AR [r B AT VR, 5 AR P R A 6 TR 45 SR 1 58
Wi, AR S5 —J7 T899 T 68 RAE BETE AR A 1) B (K) DTk o A8 AR ik
i, FH GMM-UBM RZE 1) Ui 1l A SRR AT SVM gk, — e R
AT R RN RE, AR TR S R AR

GMM-UBM #1 SVM R GRHAEHE I AR T7 :0& AR, YO iE &
4. MR tLBOmE L AL 4 .
2.4.2 LWigit

T L B VAR NIST VI 45 b 2245 308 119 FRoadi 18 A HE A S50 R B0 3 5 17
MUEE VLG AT S5 il AT v, 380k P58 S 3 1) S LR vy U FH 7 S 28 g
ARG BEE ANFFAYERE, DL SRR ) AL U A AR GE BRI

SEEG A I PRANERSr A kor B O S 0 T-Norm AT 5256, B0 iF SCHF 1) i
B AR 3 2TV 1 R

2.4.3 ERGE#HiA

iR M VPR3.0 () GMM-UBM i3 A& 48, R 16 4k MFCC ik Jz
—Bh gy, 332 4EREE, T REREAIER AL (Voice Activity Detection, VAD)
B AR KGR (Maximum a Posterior, MAP) [53~55] H & NV 5.3, FH
H3& M H R K GMM —UBM 3t 15 AR A A4 18 GMM-supervector 1124 SVM R 4E 1)
FRERIN o EARSEIG T, RH 1024 4G, BHES 32 4ERH1E, B SVM R4 1%
NHFFIE A 1024 X 32=32768 4.

K K-L A% k%L
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2.4.4 LWL E

(1) UBM 4. NIST 2004 1Pl £cdhi 4 th Pz (1) 55 20 25 274 F1 372 Ak
AHiES i, o4 1.08G, 7E cell phone. cordless phone. regular =F{51E I
VT, . SR 1024 R A .

(2) RPI%E. JRIATESEGE R UBM IR, &FxtA15ctEm UBM YIZk
¥ GMM-UBM B AL Sk e 14k

(3) ik aEds. NIST 2006 TFlEH 5t (1 o N ES 253K, 352
AT AT 462 AL vh 1l AR R P o 2 Edh

(4) MAATEH £ . NIST 2006 PRI S i GBS ks, Y&
% 1236 i1 1581 BrARiE SCF

(5) T-Norm 4. NIST2005 P4k 4 Bk )45 TE KT 16 5 2o &% 248
1 368 ANt il A R85 8

2.45 XWERKSH
(1) SEE—. BUF SVM R il AFFMES Bl 471 .

GMM-UBM F1 SVM Z G ¥IAKH T-Norm, & 2.2 H1 7R & GMM-UBM Al
SVM Z 4 (f) DET HhiZk. SVM H i1 A HE 0 & 40 (1) 300 P e 220 i T
GMM-UBM %%, 24845 % (Equal Error Rate, EER) %, SVM &% (] EER
4 11.05%, i GMM-UBM R4 1] EER 4 11.88%, SVM R %7t GMM-UBM %
Al EFRIKT 0.83%

M DET gk n LAEH, SZErREHLS GMM-supervector AH 45 & 10 Hi 6 A
HEARGE N LAY, R SML T GMM-UBM R4, 1] RE i K W] fg
PR 1), SVM [ % AN FFAE 2 i iE GMM-UBM i 1 A A 28 4 3 11
GMM-supervector, Kl N—EFEEE ki, SVM A T—AN IR KRS 2).
SVM K% s R I 45 4 T GMM—UBM RS hJ5 Z 5 ERIAU R, e fE
J& ERT LM BCR GEVERE 3 v
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Speaker Detection Performance
I I I I I

1
40 b N obeeeeenas N SR R — GMM-UBM

20

10

Miss probability {in %

1 2 5 10 20 40
False Alarm probability {in %)

K 2.2 GMM-UBM A SVM 5t i% N RS RS DET fh<k s b

(2) S5 — . RS —rEa L, 2056 GMM-UBM 1 SVM Hit if A\ B
IWRGHAT T-Norm 73 80H—4k, HEATHOACSEES . DET Mgk Bl fx.

M 2.3 (1) DET & LUE H, AT %0 — B2 J5, BN RETE
RES A s, (HMERESUEIFEE A T AR . GMM-UBM R 11464515 % )\ 11.88
% ETF5] 11.00% , AR 7.41% ; SVM RZERSHHZF N 11.05% ETH51) 9.24
%, ARXTHEE 10.8% o WA TE & B BAS Al 2 MR 45 RAELEE 0, T ReAE
TEIXFPE D AN S0 BT A Ui 1l AR BT 0 A O A v, 1T o — B
X FTAT YOTE N T o0 DU R A, P T IR 2 ) 1) 22 e 2 S B0 A 1 R
(PR . T-Norm 23 B0H — 4 5032 1 S XX Bl il & B 2 ) 14T 43 22 S 4 1
HE N SEEG 45 R LUE Y, BRI RGLE IR AT Rt bk Re 4R prdid i, 12
SVM 4ixt#i 1 1.81%, T GMM—UBM R4 0.88%, Zhlik—f%2 %,
A REAFAE MR R E GMM—UBM R4, IR TE 35 516 B00E ALK T 73 %8
SIRFXAMEARIES X UBM [84] 5, X P Ve — e R LA S TPkt
YRR, FrLAERAT T-Norm 2 )5, RATEREA SVM i Ei% .
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Speaker Detection Performance

—&— Ghin-LIEM
Sl

== Ghh-LIBM+TMorm

== SWA+TMorm

Miss probability (in %)

----------------------------------------------------

1 : i : :
1 2 ] 10 20 40
False Alarm probability (in %)

Kd 2.3 GMM-UBM FIT SVM 5 1% N R R G AE T-Norm Hi 5 ) DET fhZkxt bt

MIXAS DET gk b, SVM BTtz /0 R T, SVM RGN T
T-Norm 43 £JH—4L ¥ GMM-UBM R 4 (1)1 e O 2404, KA T-Norm JH—1L 1
SVM ZRZE R T-Norm JH—4L ) GMM—UBM £ S8 2555 i 24K 1.76 N1 4>
M. L, K SVM RSG5 ANBIUIE N FFMT S PR AR AE .

2.5 GMM-UBMFOSVMEYIRIE AFHARFERIRES IR

f£ GMM-UBM 1t i AHHA RS @B R, RH B ) UBM o Bt il
NTCRIRFAE A, 0 B N ZRE &, Ul il NRFIEAS B 78 75 31 1 Hh )7 5t
UBM it i N TE ORI AEEAT AR, AT sk NI i KR Ay SR IR 225 7R iR
ST B, SR A T &R 5 X, — 5, RERAE BT AN (i ) A
ML e A5 0 A BRI DTk, AT RESS AR BIL B0TE AN AN, BAE ) —J7 T,
T REET 2 R R, RAT AR LA A0 o i skl 32 2, s
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25 TSR RENL (SVMD IBEAFHA

ANBRNT R ) B A5 ) 5% B A TE AR R AR i, IRAEST 2 P Be s %2
ERCERl SN A I ER N

7F SVM Pk ARG RS, K GMM-supervector 75 A RF RN, — J7 1
T AN FANRHAE ) AT THEE, 25 PR AIG IR A M T AR HD YO0 45 R 52
Wi, AR S5 —J7 AR89 T 68 RAE DTS A RF P B ) & () DTk o A8 AR R it
Firr, FIFH GMM-UBM R4 Ui th NB R ARFEREAT SVM Y%k, — e
FAAES T IR R RR, AR TS R AR

25 TR, GMM-UBM Ui A HFIA FR G IRF AL R FH T ) 2 P R i ik
T4 57, BeARBLUTE NN, (RS20 (2 mi LU, S DU 5 B () 1
DA REIR L AL SVM BTl N A RGEHRE SUE K H GMM-supervector 124
BUNFFAE,  nT DU A BRVE S A A R I O, 7 R s PR LA iy, (R
Fe X BT NN EARIANE o O TS RGO H AN, KA 73 oo iy
ARG AT RLE ) SRS

R A2 — P P 21 B 22 2N ) F 2 e R R ) A A B T 5 s B )
e e S 1l ST TP P S Sy T VA S R = R T e S I N 7% S 35
ARG FEAERE T HER T XA, wTRAg o BdEmE . FEmG . A
R S5, MRS FE T HAE A BT AR, wT BLgy b e PRl
A AR tER AR

AR SC AR DY R SRS X GMM-UBM F1 SVM R G TE /3 B TRk A

(1) F:T2H AR ML A [56]. gt firr, RN mEE e
N bR A B gt 1 07 Ak AT, AR U045 20 IR R A #8861 &R
G B AT AL B, TR AR R A A R

(2) KT H/NA TR ZE I PERE A [56] . ANEE T8 48 A [A1VA (1 2k il A
ABL, I ARARC T VI Gr e 1k Rl 2 A T P A2 R ASC R i 2 (1) L5 2 T i
NSB) J5 R ZE E

(3) KT Z 2458 (MultiLayer Perceptron, MLP) [57]HIEZ kmb 4.
E YR SRSy ke PRSI G 2 (RS b | 2N =R )=l I Y =Wl [ SO 25 = 2
H, MBS R RO ARSEEG Th R i1 1 R g8 o N
UL FCR A T — 2 B BaT L, 580k 100, BT RS Ci g ik, ik
TN T2 25 2 BN TR iR AR A AGE A S

(4) FT SVM MIAMEREG o Wy SCH BT 418 SVM IR S RO 5k, Xy
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25 TSR RENL (SVMD IBEAFHA

YN n) BEAEUIZRAE EANZRaR A oy Fhifn, AT Rl S R 45 5L R A AR
X H bR BETE AREE BARUEE A
2.5.1 Wigit

£ GMM-UBM #iI SVM ik N PUn R Ge (1 564l E kAT & scse, o,
GMM-UBM F1 SVM R #KH T T-Norm #4717 H—1k, FF0HMEH T CSP
I NAP {515 XRS5 18 SRR 28 = s rp AR 1) . IEARYISE
B, HE{E GMM-UBM H1 SVM W/~1 RG AL b, K SVM 2 S ik
ITRE, TP TRG TG RAEPEREII LR 35 AN SO0l i eIt | A 11
RERGA E TR/ TR ENG MR G A T2 BN IR A
AL SVM Zethfili 2%, IF A UETE NN RGUE GG MRl & SR

2.5.2 ARGHiAFITIEEIE

PN T R RA LT R AE W E, H SYM RECRH NAP K 5K 3.
PN R SR AR AT BT EER A A, NAP AEFERTHE R H NIST2005
PRI 8 BEXHEIIZAIZL, 52y ) 202 F1 295 NG N, BEASBEIE A 8 Bt
. AASUIZRH NIST?2004 /) 1c-1c PP .

2.5.3 LWHERESHT

(1) SERG—. Wk Al &0 5 Rt ae I udt, %iF GMM—UBM Hi
SVM F RS AR 7 2045 B AR E

K 2.4 TR & GMM-UBM Al SVM AT R SYM 28 M S s ik &
JG It A48 DET k.

MSER S R AT LA, SR SVM 2Rk SR £ o0 B TRl & 5 REcntE
REAE AT RGN LA EISA 1A 51T, GMM-UBM-CSP 11554 1% %0 9.30
%, SVM-NAP [FJ555E10%0h 8.06%, FlG o RFAFHRFIAR T 7.34%, 47
SAERTBEAR T 21.08% Fi1 8.93% o IX MIIE T /IS H % GMM-UBM il SVM A4
T RGBT T7 2 2 AT 4 B = IE A
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Speaker Detection Pedormance

I I 1
T R bemmmmmne R beeoo| =0~ GMM-UBM-CSP+TMorm
' ' ' =& SVM-MAP+TMarm
=&~ Fusion

20 f---

10

Miss probability (in %)

1 2 ] 10 20 40
False Alarm probability {in %)

Kl 2.4 GMM-UBM 5 SVM ¥ R4 fe SVM 2Pl 5 R 4511 DET fih £k

(2) SEEG . RAE T ARIA. B/NYTIRZE. SYM RIS G2t
Rl A A1 T 2 2 AN A V2R B AR G Pk ml A 48 0 AT S0, Lo & A i PERE,
IRt iE AT T GMM-UBM H1 SVM £ G0 1k £ i 2 (K R 2%

MK 2.5 [¥) DET hien LA, DG4 DET hZdpwaeir. DA
A&, MLP @l 2% v Reng LL AL =4S 22 . 78 MLP @l 28 0012k, B2
FORAT SSEO RAERIPERE R IELK, TFEAET 2 LR IEF— N ERE. FR,
W5 MLP Fili & 25 10 I 25 2 BN R s B R A I HLnT e AR e 400 & 1) e i, DRk
TE S BRI SIS AFFMMESS A BCR XMl & 48 . 2 T8RSN Y 7
DR G A S IVEE A, IR R, P REAN SVM kRl &2 2,
UL AR LU B AR P Rl 28 . SVM 2 M il 385 R I 5 5 75 BN TR, EmT DL 2k
KINGRE A, T SVM Lkl A a Uk PERe, 111 H SVM & & v LR
U (1 At e i 5 /N R i 0L () 1) R, DR b s aE & T U il AT 55
i GMM-UBM F1 SVM Z& 4t 50 B a4

25



B 2% TR (SVM) BIEAL

Speaker Detection Performance

I 1
40 f------ bommees demeen S PR — LLR fusion
' ' ' ' === MSE fusion
MLP fusion
== 5% fusion

Miss probability {in %

False Alarm probability {in %)

Kl 2.5 JFETZHEARIE (LLR). fH/h iRz (MSE). SVM SRIE Ul k11
Lo MERG PSS AL T 2 2N 88 (MLP) Y25 e M4 2% DET ikttt

AT RGAPYA LS RGEER KR 2.1 F K.

#£ 2.1 GMM-UBM 5 SVM RG: DL K& VU Rl& R G SRR

X FHERE (%)
GMM-UBM 9.30

SVM 8. 06
LLR Ri& 7.35
MSE Rl & 7.35
MLP Rl & 7.42
SVM @& 7.34
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FIE FHERSERFHEESHEEE]

Wi o A TR 55 (045 TE ANVL G2 Wi 1k NN S5 S BUPERE B B o
N, HANDSFE RS R 7B S5 i (5 B IR AT T
—E MR, RSP I NAP S, SR FH Y BRA N SRFAE A 4 3 IR -k
SR N IR 28, s m PUsIPEfE, AERE EAISCsS IS 7 K
JE3 o

3.1 BEEEEHRMEEER

T T ARG, VS N T 2 SERMIERLI T R
BCUBIR 2 AL B . IR A S IR N, T TR 2 R
e 1330 2 T AR T BT . B ATEA RS (S
AL A O SRR R o FESCBRR R e, I TR R T A
AR S [ A AT AR, M IZRE TR RiE T VI ZRE T2 1)
A R AR 52 [0 3530 1O R UG T R S 800 6 A AR B O MRAEG, [RLi
BIFSE 3 5 A DA TS (2 LA (LR O TS 2

T, s it e RO i g, MG, A R 77 .
EEEAT I T L

3.1.1 fEIEERE
{30 A (B R A 6 35 AR TE ™ 2R P RCG AR MR 7S TP, IR A Ry
il BR A IMTE R TE R AR . A

C,(1)=¢, (t)—%ZCd (i)d=12,.,D (3-1
i=1

1

Horr, Ca(r) /& 5 eWURS AL o) B () SR a4 73, DAERFIEILER, N o2 B i) sl i
Ao BTSSP IR AL AR B 5

3.1.2 fEHEAZE)NT—

(B0 7 22 03— J5 IR I A A B Ry AL A2 =y oA, e f8) 3 5 22
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—ACTHERE R R B bR IS AT, AR

C;,(t)zc”’—(t);dzl,z,...,D (3-2)

O4
o, CoO) R WS Ik ) R SR d4E oy B, DAERFIERIAERL o Al T4 2 2 d
UERF I3 B R bR AE TS 22 o (R0 5 22 U — At — P IR MR AR BTV, (RO
AT AR B2, SRR R S Rl 2 e A 05 b i s 22 )11k

3.1.3 HFESH

RFAE 25 4T A2 IR AR T 4 A2 0 & AR AR 2 5 1 e A BB HLAF & T 4
A, ARG ERE T Z A —4 7N, IR A — R AR B v, I Bt
Iy A i (Cumulative Distribution Function, DCF) 4 Ji i&454F FE 5128 4k hy 756
P IE A A RRAE P 01 o 452 B N, A v 1) A0S o (1) SRR A S 4 PRI RFAIE 20 1 x
TR T HE T S I E R r, WD N CDF AE -

_ (r—l/ 2) (3-3)
N
203 AR A S5 HRFAE 23 x Tl -
o=[" f(z)dz (3-4)
Horpr, f(2) R Ar e EA 7 A I 25 B ek K, B
7(2) =iexp[—z—2] (3-5)
2z 2

3.1.4 fEAXE

AF X 1% SR FH — AN s 28k 1 9 2R AR ARG A0 117 3 i ke o % 75 254 5 R AT D Ok Ak
FE, AR o B AR SRR 35y, BhASTB B o . X % b PR
W AE N B0 B B A AT, ] DAAE £ AR S e i I A5 3 e T R
SEHEAT, A P 0 AT R s A R ) 1 R B ] DA TR A -
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4 1+ zt—z3-2z"

= (3-6)
1-0.94z

H(z) =0.1z

3.1.5 iRiG ARE G

Vil AR A Bl 1) B A BB AR A [ 38 38  [R AR B I — M T e 3 )
—AME W B A, B, AR S S AT O UBM £E 4. B A
Bl LR, AR ULTEATE A (FE LR, A5 ISR ATE B 1S
T AR, an S A s

W
1€B=m“{me (31
w =+ (" = ) (3-8)
e

Hob, win uiflo 7 MER R BT IRA A E. BWEM T2, SA. SBFIUA.
UB%r MARE G NAEA BIE1E R BRI 1 5o AR A BISIE 1 R A
A,

3.1.6 ‘HF{EBRES

R AU IR S PR A JELAEURE R AN [R5 08 (1 R0 A TR SR 38 5 388 T 9% A9 AR Ak 2 T
o R EAETE TR IR 2 R R I Eu M B T 220, 3T R IE 5 &Ry
fiEx, B FeSRAFRFAE AR R R AR SCUBM. (BRI J7 26 53 Tl Ay u R J5 2%
o) LM RKRE TS, Wi, MmO N =k e iE w2 —4
(ERER PN RN LIF

x':(x—,uic)%hui (3-10)
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3.1.7 HiEEE®HEZ

IS H A LFAL NAP, DL AEIX PRl i ALl L5 Hi i) CSP (Channel
Subspace Projection, CSP, t#x Session Variability Subspace Projection, SVSP)
[A4TR AR AMa SRR AT T AN RO ROR

LFA /& Patrick Kenny 55 A& H I ISR AT U1l NBIASRME 155005, St
TEF RS . LFA T GMM-supervector #E47T 707, 3= 2 AR JE K4
Tl NI v F B HE 5 RS ) 7R K i) 2 A S i 1 N2 T 5 T 2 ) FR S A
gy, JHRDKHE TE AT AU IR BR TR BB AME R EH] . MIT [ Lincoln
S8 % ) Campbell 25 A 42 T 3EH T SVM R0 NAP 535, SVM 5 NAP #
ZEA RIS T GMM-UBM 5 LFA 456 4 PEReTe & .

LFA H1 NAP 2 SRR B M5 T8 AR 5%, (5 LFA (IR TR) SR AR i,
ANTE B Y TSR RGeS 11 NAP A& E T 38T 5y 0 1) = AE A AN RFIE ) SVM
RGP DK NAP S0 o ()7 23 ) #5057 1 AR N ] 2] LA BB M o,
feth 17 CSP Sk, CSP SLVLIHRL Pt T B 43 1 il AASIALAS B2 . — 71,
AL AG TE I B U RV 2t A T D)7 SR A v U Tl AR R A %A 3 ) AR
Py O, T A I A T BT R A A 2 G AR
WX ASD R, Dk BEst 1 70 S A O R R MBS AR I b 5 Ak ok

3.2 KRBT (NAP) EY

3.2.1 NAPHIEXFEIE

SVM-NAP 384 Bk SVM it NARFAE A 1R TU AR Ja8 1k K B AT 3 g o 1 1l A
HOARGEVERERE M, IIEE = R PERE

FM(s) 7R ToA5 38 52 M (1) 3635 AsrIGMM-supervector, B[4 A4 AE [ AAR
i, B IE NEARFEIER=L,..., H(s) LA AR X Bt il N s
Bh, 5 IEANRME TE N BTG NFAEP= AR 520, SR FH My (s) 3R A5 AR DG 306 A
FRAE . B4, BATTRT LA A M(s) FIM(s) 2 18] 1A 2 vl LASE ik 1F 25 43 145 T DA
Tou(s) kit B
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(3-1D

Horbr, My(C)ARTEADCI Bah NRFAE,  whoa(s) AR FHARRE, R A (s) 7R U5 A
AL 2 AR R B . i R K 3.1

3.1 AFIEAOBLE A vy il i 5 (14 23 [30]

NAP SR RS W BR BE NRHE EIETE R 1. — 7 T i 3 B (5 18 B
TR UETE NFFAE R, i oy Ul NFFIEAEAN [R5 B AR, AT BRI
T8 72 50 i 1l N FFN R GEE RE I SEMR ; 5 — 7 T o Vi PR AR ik (R A R 3ok
B IAS [R5 6 AR [ “BRE 7, SRR P B0E AR PR 3R

MAZBRHCKRE , SYM-NAP S 71 B 156k A7 AR 20 18] A R £ 10 1 ] AR
ORGP AN Z ) “PRE 7, NS e O ERE . NAP A — AN % R 2
[30,58]:

K(ml,m2)=[Pb(ml)]T [ Pb(m,)]
=b(m,) Pb(m,) (3-12)
=b(m,)" (1—va)b(m2)
Horpr, PRENAPELSAERE, HiliP =P, vi&h2 WNSVMY & 45 (A BRI 125 7]

D7), W V=1, b( *)/ZHGMM-supervectorWL k) SVMY™ Jig e 4 4% 7] (1) 28 #e
BB P AN S BAR S (B IR 4E 40
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BOEHEE P USRI 5 1A v IAERC: bl DO o6

i
v =argmin W, || Pb(m,)—Pb(m, )|} (3-13)

vi|vil, =L

G2l Horb, {mPEH T INZGECEH R, WijlE X

_{Qmﬂ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ

- (3-14)
1, Pl 9358 AT

AR R SS #5K, Wy LA AR E O3 e Heedfe e, Bt
US4 T QRS LA R A -

A(diag(WU)-W) A"v =yv (3-15)

HAHEEA = [ b(ma), b(my), ..., b(my) 1, N BSR4 i i 4>
0, HEw=[w,;], UANX1HAK 1MRHE.

3.2.2 NAPRZIEMERITE

g EIHES, NAP JEFER v ] CLUR SR EE sk i, BRI S
AT AR IR
F 3.1 NAP BUEAE MR
® JH >k iF 55 NAP E [ /) i i B PE B & speech; ,
N 1=0,1,2, N}, NAEEHIEDET B
® FREREI M EL ko
S ® NAP LA P.
® N TR N NIE T speech:, $EEXGMM-supervector B {iE m;o
® MBI EA: A = [ b(m), b(m), -, b(m) J.

® PCAGI HT o VI B350 B AJA (P s AE A AV AE 1) 7, Hovp g =
WB FQ/NOU, PhNXT Ak 1 . F BRI S

AL RHEATREEHRRE, A8 v, v o vl

O SEHUT AL v, w, e, v JHENAPBOEHIFEP =

|: Vl, VZ, Py Vi :|o

BEH I (RIANTR] o A e S 96 8ORATAROR RS2, A e T (1 S i e
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R

3.3 NAPE{EEFZEEHKE (CSP) HyLLER

NAP H1 LFA 7E85 (5 8 SEMT T AR IR TARANEE RO . AR S A4
LFA SR EAR N2, 1T NAP 55T LRA (AR, 25 40 e 5 ) s 3047
] E

NAP FT LFA #8011 B i 18 AR AE S b (45 18 7 25 ) B ke ok it
TN R “BEES”, Mk B SRS 18 7 FDN U 1l AP RERE . (FU2 e
M2 A I B AT (1) LRA JERE W BRUIE AR () (5 18 725 1) K
PE PO NI E 45 18 7 T AR AR, 10 NAP T8 3 7 3k 1 1 A ARFAIE 2% 8] A 1)
518 728 AR A v Ul 1 NP AR RS TE B s (2) NAP # LFA XU AE B
77 AR . NAP Sl HEAT 205 (A B B A5 T 75 0] ) &, 177 LRA T 0 BE
JO BTN, S BT A s M rhsl 25 o BRIBZ A1, LFA K24 R] 52 %
JE R T AR Sz R g N

CSP Sk NAP Sk sk, Wi 7 NAP SEP b Bi ik, H2
WH T AR B, PIARAT B — e B AR . — 7, @i Aot
TR BRI GBS o 145 T8 B 7R e i il 728 AR 5y — 5, il
REAG VIR T P A 1 R R AN N 2R A3 B ) . (H R AT A 2
FIAT: 1558, CSP HykAEHTE GMM-UBM RS Ui1E AT |, 1 NAP
HIEAERIAE SYM RGMIRHE Ly R, CSP SykH I BR A2 H H4E e
AR b, T NAP S8 )ik 4% ok EVE R AR AE L

FAMEAFE RN — /U, NAP H e AL T IR UBM X2tk
P, DRI NAP AN 2%

3.4 IS gE=XINAPTEE =2 Mm B A 33
3.4.1 SLIHEIt
EEXF NAP 832, & 5813 an T PYAS SEEG R B0 UE NAP Sk BE -

(1) BrUEANR] 1R e BT S 45 R AT AN R K5
(2) FBGEA A B A BRIPEBEAN AN 0 1) BE B AR A T 15K 2% 5
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(3) B iE NAP 57 25 i il AFEMMESS 1 AR NAP Sk
A3 B 0 IR A50R 5
S PUASSZIG K LL 8 NAP 553 5 CSP Skt fg .
(4) Wi H#H SVM. SVM-NAP. GMM-UBM. GMM-UBM-CSP Y/ %
GEITERE, B0UF NAP FI CSP HVAMR, FEILRAMATZ M PERE 2 5.

3.4.2 ERZ#HiA

Bk A VPR3.0 Y] GMM-UBM #iifi A R4E, KA 16 4 MFCC 1k & H
— B2y, S 32 YERFAE, T AR RS R B AR S IR H IE M,
I &N H R ) GMM-UBM 35 A B4 i& GMM-supervector 1F28 SVM %
G N « AEASZIG T, KM 1024 R4, BHES 32 4E4FE, B SVM R4:
(% ANASAE A 1024 X 32=32768 4.

SVM R4 K] K-L kA% k%, SVM-NAP R4 K] NAP 1 k47

3.4.3 KIHE

(1) UBM 4. NIST 2004 1Pl £cdhi 4 th Pz (1) 55 20 25 274 F1 372 Ak
ANHiES i, o4 1.08G, 7E cell phone. cordless phone. regular =F{5iE I
VT, . K 1024 1R A

(2) RPI%E. JRUATESEGE R UBM IR, &FxtA15ctEs uBM YIZk
H ¥ GMM—UBM R4 1E by S Bil4E

(3) ik aEds. NIST 2006 TFlEH 5t (1) o ES 25K, 352
AT AT 462 AL vh 1l AR R P o2 Hdh

(4) MAATEF £ . NIST 2006 PRI s S i GBS ks, Y&
% 1236 i1 1581 BRGS0 F

(5) T-Norm %4 . NIST2005 P s A Pk ()45 TE K7 1) 55 2o &% 248
1 368 ANt il A R85 o

(6) NAP R AR . K NIST?2005 $FI A 1) 8 BOHEI 451,
5345350 202 A1 295 AN vk N, FEASBEIEA 8 BUiE .

3.4.4 LIGERNST
(1) SEK—o BUEAS[F 4ERCBERE A FEX A PE eI 52 .
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3T L BRI EE GRS

SVM I EEA AR 4 R A 4 N RPAE SR 3 SVM w2 s 1al, AR JE 1E
SVM i gEd” 23 ) R I 2k Dy s i s ba i, NS 21 73 8RR . NAP #
WX FE. NAP #%55 K-L ZeERZIA R — mi2: NAP &L UBM %% — 21k
LR, DA BRAE I8 7 2 AU AR ) 5. (ER S TE 123l e —

R 3.2 RGEMRELBUE N4 WA R

EER (%)
Systen Female Male Total EER
3 9.32 8.02 8.78
5 9. 36 7.76 8. 58
8 8.63 7.32 8. 06
9 8.71 7.45 8. 14
10 8.73 7.20 8. 04
11 8.73 7.72 8. 28
13 8. 68 7.83 8. 34
15 8.78 8. 14 8. 44
56 17 8. 64 7.95 8. 34
gﬁ 19 8.63 8. 20 8. 47
£ 21 8. 58 7.64 8.19
23 8.76 8.08 8.53
25 8.77 8. 14 8.50
27 8.83 8. 45 8. 64
30 8. 89 8. 45 8. 69
35 8. 89 8.93 8. 83
40 9.12 8.83 9. 04
45 9.28 9. 55 9.39
50 9.22 9.21 9.21
AP RS B OSSR DI LB (58 TS A e L, AN W] REMAER

(R3O — 4l A8 122 B Yo AESERR N R, e SR AN R K Al A
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(7] ) {5 T 25 TRl S

RV FRIRF Ik 225 1) 53 Ak B BT 72 T R T8 5 2 8] 1 0 i 23 30
HI T TCVEER AN U 11 NRFAE M(s),  PIURRT w FEFE TSR T A
PrEL, WS IE 722w A vt AR . A NAP R AT S RO is 5
(RO, AICAN BERE A 30122 18] R J 0 58 A Bt o VR B3R KT 2045 1 2 ] g i
i PR (A1 A 17 R NI 5 O L L R R S R B Rl T )77 e VS e R d R T
il L1

BT ISR ) H 10l 0k AN ) RS 73 A AR 30538 R B X B 1 A 1Y)
RORA FEE W SERMORAER 3.2 A1

MR LLE Y, BOZAEEER AN FE R R EG 5 R GV RET AR 1532
Mg, i ELS 55 1 AN i1 N RS e AR AT R o ] BERTSE R0 B AT O,
A REFIAN R0 58 15 N R RRAE AR OG . NSRS D% PO, ANVE 2 DI U1
N2 LERAE N, AR R BEE R S DAL, SRR
HIRAZAN, PR X mARGFHBIGAIE T NAP S50 BR AR 18 125 1] e
ANGERE N A BRAR o A N TS sy e o, R IR B, o Bk
AT G TE RO B2 DA 8 DA 32 4 B A PO RE S e KT BRI B ARy
L& I ok, P ARG o B 2, SONPERE R B W B Ml (HE R i
PRZEETI %, SR ERE TE N A B PERERE R C 22 A BE TR AN BR U 1E ARy
ML BRI, SFEE R A B W T o BT BLBEAS il B =2, U RE =
A AERmRE R RS, PR, ERRIVERERS 2 dr. fEASE
b, BRI ECN 8 IR, 13 RIMITERE RS

(2) 5286 — o B EAF I EUTEREAAS 7 I RE R AR Z TR G R

SR — T DL, B IR AN R (18 163 EOnt R ST I s e v g
SRR RS, B SRS M e AR S R G RE L[]
AR

SR — T BLE R o DS 2, S R RE SOGER R AR
e RIFEE D RER b, fFIERE R B DB Ing #i b, RAL UL
NAFIE O RE BT M A B B g g n, A, TR R i B A0E 5 47
FEI R, IF HAXEED) R 152 S 40 R REAS 2 T AR Lb [y 3t ) e ?

& 3.2 AT 3.3 rhm T B BB R GEEREI E TR &
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—=~ Energy ratio
& o EER

o — d{d{energy])

—&~ Energy ratio
& EER
— did{energy))

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

K3.3 BUPHFFREIaERE L N ES S RGN R AL (O
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e BT sk b, MR BOY AR FE R RO £ 20 R IR R BT L4E RO e
M RAEE I E A WEAORIE RGTERE, B R tERelL, A
AT RmBE R M 25y . WA AT LA, RataebiE M Eaf
—E M, Y P AR RAEM AR AR E R AL, RS
FEAAE B 22 03 B — PRI FE R Ik B 1k 1 LA N I3 R . (H2 B8
BE—P (A0 T BT T 2 5 AR EEAT S50 50
(3) L=, BIF NAP Sk AE (5 A 3 Bl 4Tk

NAP S 2 56 SVM Uil AN R G855 B E X REe vt re 2, m ik
T BRFEAE R S T8 7 2 W R SR e s R R M RE . FEARSEIGH, il
B NAP HEHT G RENE R MU FT NAP HIALE S (F 1 A B B T AT 1
SVM F SVM-NAP 2 4t (1) DET i i T B Jrw « A58 50 h EAT LA 1) SVM-NAP
R R B 8 AN o B F s FE R

Speaker Detection Performance

I

40 f------ R demeen bommmee === SVM+TMorm

' ' ' — SVM+MNAP+TMorm

= 20
i
= 10 !
i 1
= H
t H
L !
= g i
2 :
1 H H H

1 2 5 10 20 40
False Alarm probability {in %)

K 3.4  HI NAP B5¥EHT S SVM Bl AFEA 24511 DET fhk

MIE 3.4 [f) DET th£k v LLE 1, NAP S — SR ReE i g Pe i1
NIRA S fEIE ) 8, ¥4 SVM-NAP [1] DET Bz T SVM R4t DET ik
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N, M NAP 5355, EER HJRKT1) 9.24%F% 51| 8.06%, HHXI FF%T 12.8%.

(4) 2P, i e SVM. SVM-NAP. GMM-UBM. GMM-UBM-CSP

DU RGP TERE, HAE SVM-NAP 7545 18 S48 1 01 AHFAMTES T i A7 k.

LFA 2 WiE S 1 HMM RGP e ok E GMM—UBM i iE A A &

gi LR AL g bR A5 T AL PRI 77V . CSP A NAP S48 % Tk . CSP Al

NAP #5581 [r) F o0t () B A v R VR, R 5 7E 0k B AT
Al e

Speaker Detaction Performance

T —
40 fo----- bommeenes S Lo | =8~ GMM-UBM+TNorm
' ' ' ST MNorm
== Gh-LBM-CSP+TMorm
== SWhA-NAP+TMorm

20 f----- s

Miss probability {in %)

1 2 ] 10 20 40
False Alarm probability (in %)

K 3.5 i\ CSP ki NAP 55 VL1 o GMM-UBM 240 Al SVM 2401 DET 4k

AN EEAAEZ )G, RERSER IR R T A ML NS . 75 SYM
AT, N NAP BEIERVEZ )G, MM 9.24% T 55| 8.06%; &
GMM-UBM £%:H1, A CSP {5 5k 2 Ja, SR im% N 11.00% R3] 9.30
%o SEETRAR ST A T B 12.77% H1 15.45% .

ik 3.5 1) DET #iZk, SVM Fil GMM-UBM-CSP [#) 26 PERERI Y, (HiE
#HE I T SVM-NAP, SVM-NAP RGNS SVM RS LA F7r s {5 18 ab 21

39



5 3 F AL UG R E I S R

HHH TR RS, 1 HAEARSZR R4 FHE A CSP P51 18 kb B 87 1)
GMM-UBM ZZia ST, Kk, SVM-NAP Z4n] LI T B sh b F T84
TE )00 NHEAMESSE9T
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f

F4E [FROEFHIRIEAPHA

VT AFFARGE T, RN RS P EWERE MR EEN R —. AEE
LA R TE & BT YOS AP T 38 BB U1 A AT S5 P A
TE DA R KA 38 (AR, A S5 T B AR PR S A AR B i, Rt 17— Fif
FIRA B 10 NG I 1) 22 57 B I I AM A —— T R PR B0 . IS IR
PERE SR s Al R 5 1 U AN R GE R S A IR N 9.81% AL £
8.66%, AHXSFEAK 11.7%

4.1 EBEPBYFERITIRIE APHATERER MBI 52 1

FESEBR R, B0E N 0T 2 AN R R 52 20475 Jk DR 22 1R s, 1 )1l 25
BB AR T S AR A B A AR IR — B I RS = AR 1, XM OIR S IR AN L i
AR KRR B 2 B0 AFEA RGENE REMI BRI . RIS Y2508 S A s &
SEAE R BORAS R AR, AN )R O TR 45 R IR S AN AR ] . DAL,
T DR 32 38 DTS NN R S MERRIR — AN EZ R 2. R, UETFk
AR Z L P e I BB BB AFRARIBEIT . S0 591, FAE 77—
Tl B AH ¢ 1 7 %03 —4k. (Emotional Dependent Score Normalization, E-Norm)
SR B UOTE T A P, I IS TR . 7E[60] 4 H ) —Fl
1% AR 7 (Emotion-added Model) F[61]7 2 Hi 15 Bk & 54 (Emotion-state
Conversion) I T 76 A 18 4 M A AT AR H R (R B AMEE SV AT AT 19

4.2 RTHEKRIFRETFHIERBEMERS (EAP)

iy J DA 2 AN T8 A 38 AE DL IR AN HE AT 55 R AR GE (052 i B AT — 5 (1 AH AU
Vo 5 RERIXMAREIE, HUn] DU 58 S P AL BRI AR, SR BtE A
FRMESS TG R T DR AT RE TR, I )L, NAP CABUEN & —FrpiTh
RN, FAT T AT AR NAP SRR JEAR, R B B0 15 i i 15
NHEMMES T K o ARFE A1) EAP HVEEURA 4 T NAP kAR fFiE 4
BRI ESAR,  ARAR SR BT AR GEH 1T S 5 I S DL . EAP SR IK

41



04 FE NIRRT I ULE AR

ARSI BRUE NS5 SVM 37 Jg 22 ) v (1) 15 45 1 N RF PR LA 32 JE S 1 1
RIE, ORI BTSNV PERE . SR 105 NAP SR I BRRr i 23 1) o (145 1
PIF AN, EAP SR A Vi A ik 2 18] v FR 155 JE PR MR B vy 28 G0 155 Sk DR 35 114
BT WSZIR R el DUE AR N X SR R, SR RORAT LUK 32

)

4.2.1 EAPEZERIEERE

WIFT ST A4, NAP Skl SVM R SE A% e8 B0 B 18 125 1) (R A
SRR ISR, AR EAP HUE M NAP S A2E ORI,
PRk R T3 B A B A AN (R AIE 23 R R P . EAP SV 1 3 2 JE ARt i i b
ZEREEH R SVM § s Al rp A DR 25, RIS I ui il A2 (Rl “BEES 7, MM
P& ety I S U AR R B

4.2.2 EAPEEMITERNZR

K M(s) 32 7~ Ut E s 7E H PER BOIRZE T IGMM-supervector . Uit A s 7
15 BTG & Bth, 58 R0E & BOP I UuE N RRE R BRI, R M () "R A
T2 BONE IV (1) v T B ) o AR e M (s) AT M (s) P 22 3 ] DA 3 b v 2 A7 (1) 17 Je PR
Txn(s) Kk . g id, FAMBRAFEKSE M, XTESBh, WL
M, (s)=M(s)+M,(E)

M (s)+ux, (s) (41

b, My(E) 2 BB h A VES BURFIE T I B0

Wik, R R AEAE T SVM § s e 2= i) () — AN 723,
R BATFT U IE BR |, Wil 4.1 R
SVM-EAP % 1A% R B0 Ik 71 oA 1 a7 225 1) v g i 1l AR ALE 72 4 PR 15 J A
2, RIS UOE AT R MTEGE . SVM-EAP [ B B0 s 77 51— & v 1)
IR, ATLAVHSE 4 PCA J34r[30].

42



B AT Al Bl A 0l 1) 8 (14 20 A

4.2.3 EAPERFZIEMERITE

EAPKE R 1) v SEAINAPRE R () v 528, FARI T Sk Rt e A2 L | — &
KT NAPKE PR AR SR gt 72, 55 Ja vl LLH S5 APCAS T o I (1) 22 AE T-{Et
FvIE R, MR W AT A . G RBOE AT, R TT
I (Wi 1 5 A -

{O m%ﬂm 17 A [F]
i (4-2)

1 mﬂlm TR AN [A]

AN G B SRR AT LS [ NAP SR .

4.3 HIFREZEIRIEAPAEL
4.3.1 LIt

AT 5 2 SEH RS T A A R S T AR S O ST . 100K
25 HAE A FERE RS GMM-UBM i iy ”ﬁn SR ORARIN SN i T =P
R Z 0 Ui U8 NFRA RS PEREN T2 ARG 25 H SVM RS b 1 i Ui 1k A\ ¥

WHIRCR, JFA GMM-UBM R GRS RORMLLES: 72 SVM R SR L,
A EAP 535, WRUEAFSEH 1) EAP SLRAE 1% TR IO 0 N AR S5 1
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MR, IESRTRADNRSEMLELE: 4 GMM-UBM R4 SVM-EAP R 48 [ 5:At F
HHATER PR A S50, DUPAEAS T REMERE L RE RS EREMIFE = A T EW
WL SRR ERE, KA G S BUZE, et & miE & BIRK,
AR R AR I 2 T o0 AT SRR fE

4.3.2 HGmik

GMM-UBM #ii& NN RGMFFAER A 16 4E MFCC J H—PFir 24y, Ik 32
YRR, JEAE R T RE e 1R 3540 ) (Voice Activity Detection, VAD), LA CMS
AT CVN H— 455 . UBM YIIZRk Fl R Je il £ (53 20 & 50 i ad A, 3t 1024
A, UIZRul il AR 5 K5 S e 1 0 Y

SVM R ZRH GMM-UBM ZGe I 25t i 1 AR o (R 8 (B A 1 1024 X
32=32768 41k ) EAE AR N . SVM RG0SR A FH B 7 2= AR A4
I K-L Mk #, SVM-EAP R0 KH EAP # i %,

£ GMM-UBM A1 SVM RGeI3Emt b, BT B0k & 52 eIk
BYBe, 3R AN RGEEAT O ABEBL B i e X TEEANIRE T, 2 il A
IS RS EATULECHT 3, AR5 RAIZNE SVM SElg EAT Rl

TR I TR S I BEE AN FRA R G, U 45 RS2 U AR 2R ) o 17 Uk
ARSFIMRTE 5 O ORZ&F m, AR — 08— 53k, AR
W, TEBOECR ] E-Norm JH— 15032

4.3.3 SCIGHEIE

LR E I TORAE T MRS (U, 0, w2, B, b
TS, 9% 25 No Uil NI G /E o0 BEE,  JF HAF Bk ¥ am HE
P DUIE o 0 I IR B Sk . RN AR AT, R AN BRI R —
Bt 30~50 b alivh w i B Al 20 Br. REBX 2~10 Fhaliih 5 (R .

TEPTA 50 M UeTh NTES I, 10 SRR 10 AR St N1 vEmr
$ o HP B ES R IIZREE R, B A IAE . e 15 AN IS A
F 15 AN UE NS A TF R R S BB AR e . S 7 A B3 s
NA k3% N B HAE E-Norm 85, 53400 8 AN Rtk it il A, BFA
[ SCATE S FIREN LR 5 BUE R FAE SYVM RGN [l 4k . 1X 8 MM til A
(155 15 BUEEAE & HELME SYM BLE28IIZR, b T kS vi il A H IAE [ 45
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$a4E ERGE S UL

& ARG A ZR U N AR, ORE Ui Ti A6 I s FE s 1 B v 25 B

Mt Bi7 Lk F AR B B S0 56 45 i 3 B ACENE SR 2R o o B IR H AR 1S

NARLZRAI LG, U Zxmh & a5 (10 S BIER SIS TN R, 8 e REJE Eavid il i 2R

fhzs, Bl REELES T2 NMIRZES, ISR iR 2
A LA B ORUE o

4.3.4 HRESWH

ERT DY SEg AR AR . F . m%s ARG R EIIE T I 2R
YETE AT, XT3 Bl I S S AN TE 2, 43 956 I Lol 55 e P A 250 38 4 7000
o I DY LS 6 FH A 56 0E I 20 AR TR 19155 IBOR A8 AN TR 4L ) 1) 0 338 TR
MIPERE .

FERTE 5 A58, HH E—Norm i 74508 —1k.

(1) GMM-UBM Rt FH T 1 B 16 B il AR PP BE BT

F A 1 A2 23 0l B A TR B AS R 2 N R 2 L AN [ 1 SRR 245 1
VBB RN A SR A3 AT IR &5 3, Rrh A o SR R . PSR
WHEN 11.02% .

R4 1 AFETHEIIIZAINRE 2 E GMM-UBM Biih AFHA RGN EE R E (%)

model
Neutral Anger Fear Happiness Sadness
Speech

Neutral 2.61 11. 25 14. 50 7.75 6. 64
Anger 10. 86 15. 25 16. 42 9.25 12.61
Fear 10. 25 12. 00 10. 36 9.50 14. 53
Happiness 8. 00 7.75 8. 00 6. 75 11. 67
Sadness 7.42 14. 50 17. 36 11. 00 9. 06

MR IR R R B AMER e (1) N ZRE S ARCE 5 11 BOIR S
FHULEC I, PEREFEAREIL Bt o WA UL, YR AR T 5 1 17 Jak
RS A VEFCAR W] B 1 U T AN R GEPERE R I FE A . WS F G
JECIRZS U RF PR P Al ) DARRH AR (R . (2RI “ DT it —Fh ol
bk, 3 X A 1 Ffm] B it DS AE DTS (R 1 TR R U 1l AR v S i B
I H. pitch 20 R o (2D BIASEII ZRis2 At 25 (0 1 IBOIR A & — 2,
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>
b
I

i T 3 I AL

FEA PP IBCIRES N IO TEREAN S AN A o IX RIS 0] LA DA T AN R] 1 17 BOIR S 25 3
JEAN R FEIEARAG . (3) RS A PR B vy X% 1 A 5 DI R I B T AL ) 0
A RE B AT HE = A BORAS o LM B0 I AT e i R s MR A 1
pitch Z2ALARH K122, IF HATZRBARIER, 5 H e =FeRE KA .

®A2 ARG DREKESRE R [62]

Anger Fear Happiness Sadness
Slightl Faster or | Slightl
Speech rate sty Much faster sty
faster slower slower
Ver much | Ver much Slightl
Pitch average . Y . y Much higher sitty
higher higher lower
. . ) . Slightly
Pitch range | Much wider | Much wider | Much wider
narrower
Intensity Higher Normal Higher Lower
. . Breathy, Irregular Breathy,
Voice quality o . Resonant
chest voicing blaring tone
Smooth, Downward
. Abrupt  on i .
Pitch changer Normal upward inflection
stressed

inflections | s

Articulation | Tense Precise Normal Slurring

(2) SVM RGBS DTS NHHATIPERE

N SVM RS [SER 45 kB, SEH R A P 7 — AN/ P
GMM-UBM Z 4 (254 R A0 AE 2.61% ~17.36%, 1l SVM REEHA54ANR R
FEHTE 5.69%~15.50% . FrAEAERTRRE PSR R E E R .. $3
X B — P a] BE SR KR AE SVM B I 2Rt v, 2 R 1A HAR UG A
BEXT TR ) — AN BB REAT ISR, DRI 2 S B0 1 B LA e . R,
Mg R R 2 GMM-UBM REAMMER, Ml FECP SRR RN
11.67%, FHET GMM-UBM R4i11) 11.02% . i BIX FEL % n] e 45 P R A,
Ho— R RIS Z RS, BEAT IR ) de D01 1T o TR 2 3 e — 2 A% ;
FLORMNATE & AT 2~10s (M2ifEE, HIEN AW E5r, F I w1k o)

AfgsE AR UL A HRFE, I 3 e e i 1 o
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® 4.3 AR IZAMRTE 7L SW UEIE AFFA R GRS IRE (%)

model
Neutral Anger Fear Happiness Sadness
speech

Neutral 5. 69 8. 00 14. 69 10. 83 7.44
Anger 11.03 10. 00 15.61 10. 50 13.53
Fear 10. 14 9.03 12. 83 11.72 14. 42
Happiness 8. 64 9.25 11. 75 10. 50 12. 22
Sadness 9.67 10. 25 15. 50 13.25 9.50

(3) SVM-EAP R GEAE1H Ut il AHF A RO

h T B UOE NFFMMES P K, 75 SVM RGN T EAP HiZk
ST BRI T A3 0] P2 AR I SR . TN EAP SV SIS RCRAE R &Rt . W
A I SEIR RO AT DL Y, AR B TAEE —A 7555, SVM-EAP R4S
KRBT SVM RGE, SRR FMIAR] T 10.37%, Ltk SVM RG]
FEAIC T 11.40% . A1 GMM—UBM R&MsLin g AL, B seie 4 R 1
GMM-UBM, {H73ZE L GMM-UBM [ SE80 45 W E 7 . S EUX P Bl i — R
PRI A] e A2 SVM IR I ZR 1K) S 9 B4 & M IROR TR A 11, 53— B PR il
TR KK, A v 0T ) B AN BEAR J M R AE Ut 1l A KA

T A4 ARSI ZRAMERTE S AL SW-EAP Ui AHFHA R M EHIRE (%)

model
Neutral Anger Fear Happiness  Sadness
Speech

Neutral 5.50 8.50 11. 67 9.75 8.08
Anger 10. 78 10. 11 13. 08 9.00 12. 28
Fear 7.92 8. 56 10. 25 10. 94 11.53
Happiness 7.25 8.42 10. 25 9.50 10. 44
Sadness 8.75 11. 50 13. 00 13. 00 7.86

(4) GMM-UBM R ZiHil SVM-NAP R 45 1l & 5256

£ GMM-UBM ZH 41 SVM-EAP R eIl [, X HEBATEE XM T &
G REE S . AT T RE, 70 mlRH TP R BORS I ZRdtih N, RT
T AT, AR R AL A R, B S AR B AT RS .
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RIS I B RTR R IA $) 9.26%, 1ED T RS EVEREA B P
4.5 ANFFREAINIZAMNRTE 7 SIM L PEfla R MR AR (%)

model
Neutral Anger Fear Happiness Sadness
speech

Neutral 3.06 7.92 11.72 6.75 6. 58
Anger 9.03 11. 00 13.81 7.75 11. 00
Fear 6.75 8.11 8. 64 8.17 11.83
Happiness 6.03 6. 00 7.61 5.50 10. 00
Sadness 7.00 10. 33 13. 06 10. 17 7.81

(5) fEfPEES BNk, AR EaES B, R FT SRR .

M BT PUASSE S v, BRI SRR ] DA — e R BT SR
GeERe, (HELZ —ANUIHIRRR . X R TP X AN S H T . 76X 4]
SLgh, SRA R SCARTE S ISR il il AR, e PURhiE (T, F. &
Mo WD BREE S AT XA LR A AEVE 2 SEBR N R G B 21
WHH, AT DURSE BI5EE & 1) PR S D IR, B IATE & AT BE 2 75
FM I BOIRS TAT=4:10 . DET Mgk 4.2 AR,

EXALE T, GMM-UBM R4 1554 iR %182 9.38%, SVM RS MTERE
AN GMM-UBM R45, S48 %0 9.81% . 7£ SVM R4 454 EAP Hik2Z )5,
ZEEE M 9.81% R [48.66% , AN IR T 11.7% . /£ GMM-UBM R 4 il SVM-EAP
R LT SYM ettt G2 5, SHNARIAR] 7.27%, fENAT RGM IR L

Iy BEAR T 22.5% F1 16.1% .
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Speaker Detection Performance

 —
== G UBM

40
SV
— SVM EAP
—4& Fusion
= 20
E
=10
(]
=
w
n
= 5
2
1

1 2 ] 10 20 40
False Alarm probability {in %)

4.2 REPHES NG DURAE EGE S AR GMM-UBM JE 245 . SVM &R45¢.
SVM-EAP Z&%: LA & GMM—UBM FiI SVM-EAP Z& 4k [ 2% MLl -4 (%) DET ph2k

4.3.5 HWREL

TEATE, $EH T —FE BRAMEH L EAP, JITE SVM R4 1454 EAP &
KRG, RGNERETT BR ORI &, AR & 11.7% . /£ GMM-UBM 1 SVM-EAP
ARG FATEAERE I RS AL B B A

T I 2T I I B R AR S5 I S0, 1 IR DR 20 B AR
RETER LR Wil 58, BT AR ER S S FEONFFE R R S
WAL AR AR, UG A E S I ECR A S B E A
WRGRMIVERERRAG: R, T AN A B IR A& B R AN R, YIRS A
DMARTE I ORI AN VLB 25 2F — 2 3 800l AFPATERE PG 2=, BT
A PR FRI S R B A U NS5 TR E AR AE, il S 8545 T8 Sk
BRI GRS AT, ASCHP ) EAP BEUII TiX—al, JF HORMRAEES & 14
T RGE S BB NFRATERE: B, 1 RS LNES Red— P4 s LR
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PERE, fEAFE ST, £ GMM-UBM Fl SVM-NAP 1~ & 45 b (K2 MRl & Sz 56 78 7>
LA T X — R
e LG RETEH,  n] LN AN 7 ) A AT 1 I 2 1 U ol N AT 9
» 2 A T DA 2 AR B DR ZE AR U UG AT S5 b s AR, (SR A
ﬁ&@m BET 7RI B s B s s L, e B B UOTE AT SS

AR GIERE BRI &SI AR, DT ABE— 2B A0 TR A
TR B IR OC R
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E5E RBLEMRE

ASON FF B SCARTE R Uil AFFAT S AT, FEorika i~ LA
[f]

1. £ GMM-UBM ui i AFFIA R G5, FIH GMM-UBM i 15 A A7
HI A ik 0 5, A8 SVM AL, 51N SVM Uil AFHA R SE.
K e A ) A R AR AE ) SVM B AFRARFIE B W B LM (D
X T A 1 A N AN e 7 5 R 7 g UBM i il A TG DR [RARRAE A AT AL,
B bR et NTE T EU IR 1) L, (2) 38R S0 T ot B LR REA TR, T
X R A A e (3D I NE SR m i I i, T R4k
AEE . R SVM Uil AFHA RS E, 4T 1%F M GMM-UBM R4 (1) 11.00% [4
K3 9.24%, AHXTFFHKT 16.0%.

2. F SVM Uil AFHARG RS 1, O T8 RGAEA G L et
P, BINEEBIERGEEE, ARG SR EZ MM SR, HE
NAP B2 FE I AEEOER I K, RAEMSFHRRE T — A RN, AR5 H/D
AR, JF HARRE R I W 22 70 35— IR EL B O IR IS fige Pk g ik 31 e 47
KT B LR BE S EEA R, ASUIEANMREEE. £ NAP
BB LGNSO, T 25 M5 EAE T R I R G B e R T Uil
NEFHE R I PERERRAG, PRk R G0 1) S5 158 5 2 Bl 5 1805 B 1) A 25T 38 K
ANy AR NAP BERE AR FE I 4ER BRI i, 25 AR T84 B R R 4
PERESE s AN RE VR AMNY 22Ul NRF P R I PERE RS, DRI RGeS A DR R 25 Bl
ARG R . BRI AR 8 I ik R TFA D RIL B HBAK, A
8.06%, LLASKHH] NAP 53k SVM FR G054 I AN ET T 12.8% .

3. X} SVM R G GMM-UBM FRGe At it il N AT SS H A ) 7 2C
PLER AT 04T, FFRAT 2 B0 ERLG HRE . GMM-UBM R 4 (1) A i 72
A DL e b g e 1 0 A e D ) A, R ok R SR ot i R A T R, AR
TARBLUEE N RETE, (B M R 1 SRR 22 SVM RGEK H k1)
SAE NI NRRAE,  — 7 1 nT DA R AR T I sg e, 55—y 1 SO0 B
NIHEIIAEE . BRI, 7820 BOECR RGO R X R i T 45 4 il
i, GMM-UBM-CSP f%5 4525  9.30%, SVM-NAP [F5545 %% 8.06% ,
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A G I RS AR RIS R T 7.34%, 43 I AHN) FAE T 21.08 % F1 8.93% .

4. S IR 20 B A FEA RGPERE M AT, IR 1 R 4
L, R R = T R UOE AFOA RGEERE BRI, AR BARES 5]
AR R BE I A AR A, Y S E 3 2 8] INRiE S S 4aE S 2
) PARE & 5 IRE S 2 T BR SR UL AL, e KR -3 BUR Gk fe i %
Ko RIAETE B 2 (R 1R BOR A A VT EC T, AN [ IR A AR 2t AS IR R B 1
RERRAG . DAt o FH TV B i S IR () 1 S S MRV B R, kol IR B it
TN TE S IO IR 3, AN TR 1 I8 DR 38 A5 71 SVML 15 AFHA RGeHh,
KRB G, RG-SR IREIN 11.67% FER] 10.37%, AHXTFEICT
11.40% . ¥ GMM-UBM Z %1 SVM-EAP Z%; FikiT SVM &kl &2 )5, 25
HIRZFIRE] 7.27%, 1EMNT RAERIEEA B IK T 22.5% 1 16.1% .

KRLHINT SVM A5 TP Bl AFRNAT 55, TR IR A5 18 1k
PRGN IR 8 P B R A = s AFHA RGN EPE, ke BIUS T HRORm)
ferme AELLEBIRETTT, T AR YA i) G T

1. {78 P A I 1k 5 0 PR SO U — 2D S
ATDUE W, HEB R O IX AN L e e A 28 R R R . fEA SO,
T T 2EHORT R B TR O RUEATAGE, A3 T — . (Al T & A
A, B — SIS, e LUE BRI AR, ar Do AR S A R g ik ik
(el UL AT

2. AN GMM-UBM Fil SVM #63E N HHA R Ge I EAOR R 01 )7 R AT
BT R (PSR, FERGPERE LI TR KN s, LU H RS T
R, ATLANRREGL . B o T AN DTk i, JRREAT RS
[T, n] DUl S ms Rk PE AT 80— 20 5

3. RSO K B UG NFFMT S 3AT T WP AR, iE TS5 18 7
R A A BB T AT M . ELUS MBI, T CAE— D NES(EE 5%
REAEBISRE ) S AR et A7 e o PR U 1 AN, AR m] DT AN [ A7 IR AR g 1 1)
FH T TEAFRBTOIT, AT ARSI e
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