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Cepstral Coefficients, MFCC)[5] -~ &\ %1 4% M 78 Ml {4 % (Perceptual Linear
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ARG SIS - AT S AE LIMRSR o AE R AP s B i B AR R - (1SRG
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2.3 i-vector
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AETT o EEHE AL — (YR LAY R > 3 A Augmented Lagrange Multiplier (ALM)Kfi# -
B EAAEFE R R - PR B & AR A i - 853 BB R AR b [ oy i > 155/ E
TR A& 7 B R N B B RR A B A BRIy 7 8 » 33 = Bt ch (3 o 1 R 18 B T
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#H2% DIEIEEEN R EFREE R - BEA o ARSI ISER  §—
FISRE R Fy—{E i-vector » TRITREZE A — P57 (Global) 4 D » /EAZRFTH
SEERI I E— {ag, vidYy  H acR’, v efl2,..ch —SEHEER ack”.
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d:acy>Da)eF a7
Biffi o~ e HE - SEZEERAEE R RS Rl SRE RIS A &

®(a) = inCD(ai) =®pX
i=1 (18)

Hit @, =|&a,), ™a,),...™a,)| * H x =[x, % ..., Xa] °
RIS R RIS » Mgt & x aJLAE T =B L&
X =arg mxin||x||1 subject to|d(a) -®,X|, <& (19)

B ALz R4 R AR BB S R SRR [ B - 5T (1R g 5k
Bt o I E R AR 2 B M T R RAE A ENE - & P RoRf&STHEM (Projection
Matrix) - HI[(19) ATk =X -

K =arg min||x|| subject to HPT d(a)-P'® AXH <g (20)

HA R/ NEE 78 3R (Reconstruction Residual) A48 71 HI R i BRI #8120 48 23 0 4 484
e

[ =argmin (a) = [P &(a) - P'®,5(x)| (21)

Hers(xi) & XS | {EHEEEIEERAT 28 -
Kernel SRC(KSRC)E[I45& Kernel LDA Kz SRC Wa{lE 7574 » B R 4ERH 21 = 1 Kernel
SR B mAE% 0 T LDA R4 - fEeRInySORVEEE] - i-vector 774E Channel [y 52

PRIt - Feff5 4 Kernel LDA fHfE - 7 S8k 87 =04 [F] 2 A BV HHEREFH B 5 Ak
Between-Class 8 5 K, /)M b Within-Class 88 515 2% #H{E -

7.~ st

LA NIST2005 [30] fit B &t » NIST R gt Bt B ERE » 3F%E
JESL - Bla FLER e DAL Foa A S AE VAT » 1 2005 FE38 RV E R R L B e ehaE o
B AT FEIRFULSE— il Bh 2R v RIS - (B b E T Ak 5 SRR > WETE
PUREZRSNE S - TPk EEE A Male 8con-1con Ky Condition fi Ry HIEEHEE - HoAr 8con
Fyalls&it - i Leon ZHEVER)

J%T%ﬁ"“EﬂﬂﬁmnﬁﬁEL—*Efc%%%%%/%% KMERS—E T EhEEERTT
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FAS AT i-vector | o #EHH LR SR Frfn e BT E Y T il ZE UG =R H BT EE a8
FitmE B - EERMAVEEF » R —FR - BEEE SRy Y T ahE 85 27
2R E 5 5 76.91% - RiEfE=E T ol {E SR D PRt iE K - minAEE R e
e DE R EN a = 0.05 « LS D FE4ERVE H A& E - ARvie s
] 77.01% - {EB FARATEERT » FIE LUS(EHESR By 77.01%H 245 1F By iR E e Bt
HeAE (Baseline) - eI AR HIVSCE T AR S HR

(F2—) NIE Tl S A 0 B R b e B iR L -

Wbz PR

3O[E = il 76.60%

27 {[E] = il 76.91%

PPCA-SV 24 = il + i-vector + SRC | 76.40%
2118 = il 76.20%

181 I iy 75.99%

1541 I iy 72.23%

PPCA-SV + Bartlett Test + i-vector + SRC 77.01%

FELL T E S - FIELEL T DURE A [F) 55 2 35 %41 - Baseline ${fI( A H A1
state-of-the-art #3577 > i-vector based cosine distance » E[11L i-vector B8 K » iy A
B Class iy 8 5 i-vector AR - PREENTRE ARYEEE ] > Fom
MRS Ry A > iBHE A2 BRI L LDA B WCCN $5#:5 1@ a5 Sl g o Hak —(F
EXSTANIVER- N TN NESSTRP SN A W i e ae A (e el = - a  ESSTHD P S 828
FPMERRIEE R > 3R 245 - BEREIE AR R - BB (AR s [ 7 R e i
EA B HEER 80.57% » th Baseline DARQ A S SAHEIY 4777 51126 T 13.63% AR
3.56%H P - LG S ERAHEN S &AHEL - Kernel LDA ZEFSE EMHEATECR - 1
T B S RIME - HEREREETT T 2.24% -

(F) AEEEEFER 2802 PR -

b TS
GMM-SV + i-vector + LDA + WCCN + CD (Baseline) 66.94%
PPCA-SV + Bartlett Test + i-vector + SRC 77.01%
PPCA-SV + Bartlett Test + i-vector + Kernel SRC 79.25%

PPCA-SV + Bartlett Test + i-vector + SRC (Low-Rank 80.57%
Matrix Recovery Based Dictionary)
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= 5%k i gE s BRI > i Supervector GBI ZE 4RSS ZERT | DL i-vector {E RS -
TEF AR L R DUEHIEREE R DL R, Kernel SRC #E{TSEE R HIE > LbRreis
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GUAELTY i-vector BYERRIZ&AHEL » PEaREEH 1 10.07% © fE4) > FEI0A RIS A {E T
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