™

BERERRERLL %S FEERE S
R RN T E L A AR T

R A e

Email: yfliao@ntut.edu.tw

#&
R ¥ o AP N R F Y 3 Ttext-dependent, TD)¥? <~ F % $F ¥ (text-independent, TT)
ERE AR SR S B T B & JUE A 3R 24 17 (latent prosody analysis, LPA)
% % #1R & #-7)(Gaussian mixture model, GMM) = &3 3¢ > A w* ki § & (233 —‘Ff S RS i
A2 i B3 B Ui (pitch contour)sds fi % 14 B3] o ¥ S 4% % BEor fié * ISCSLP-SRE :F 412 ¥
T FHEFTHEYF AL 3&%%’5@?&? T o % §p =3 4 (prosodic information) k #f B4 1§ 4t

& * AP 3 3 Hx(spectral features)2. ;%5 Sy ko T oskdr Ak Buakan o

-~

1. B

FERELIRS OFFAILY SEROAAFLAP 2 - [1] P BRFARE 5T A MR
FHEEY o £ H K 1996 & B 4> > NIST i S i %ﬁé By %‘ﬁ?’%}&?— iz (speaker recognition
evaluation, SRE) k #t #— B & I chR[3ET o [2] > " RGESF F FRABITH LR LT 2 2 R
P LR ﬁ%&mwﬂ@% B e B AR ERE AR RE T B ARE SRR
oA P 0 B 2006 £ B yE0Y 2 v iR RJLR % € R(ISCSLP)Y » { RZE 2 FEES
SREFSERA B]  ELHBEOFLA AR AR - ROTRT > BEY 2 FT TR
7 B (Chinese Corpus Consortium, CCC) [4] #7#% it ch T AL » 7 58 35 F%—'F‘f EE N i A
FHRERERR LF? 7 G OEY o bAeT R TRARIAGFS LR 4 E
LPRP o T B ER Y ‘kmﬁ‘q RE7E L i W R I Jlehf A JRAR o R 18 -5 R
R*AFOTEFEFLLG RNEF LI FERFRUEUERR? TRFAE & FRIN u;t};’;g#r[‘“;:p
L2 FERE AR EM 5T L REHFELE A T RN T E kG A R
AR BRI AH 2 FH % L [5-8] skt o 3 2 4F Hr(prosodic feature) # i

FIREFALE BRI I LFRBHEFELET TROFF A 2 AF 2 FT Yo
Foi s e pE A I%“ﬂ“&*%? APRFE e 1T R AR R EE R
Bk ey > AR L RIIFEF R - Ak (ona)F T > HAF L AR F ARG

s RFE O iR ?—%‘?fﬁ%’iﬁ;‘i? R T S ET R e
- ARG R & A PR AR (short term) PR A chBEE UL o 3R Ao | B F AP M T
oz 29 &‘}U% 2 eniE AR S E)4E 3 1% Bii(Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients, MECCs)&_#
PN B 3 veif (vocal tract) e T 5 3 4 HCR] i F 17 5 B 7 (glottic source) s i
Sl 3 WA ﬁi(long teI‘m) BREDFHT 75 FF A LERIRL 0 dof U E 5

(intonation) ¥ » F]4t A ¥ & MFEFALEY 2R i o AfpER L 2 7 RFAEDS 2


mailto:yfliao@ntut.edu.tw

PRI E S Y R Y 3 EHAl RSP ERL R AT B E R E e
TR FENEPAFNZ FFERE R YRR ERER R AR AR RE
% discrete hidden Markov model(DHMM) [6] & &> ;2 » ¥ M £ A& L g oL 2%
e F i £ ARFp EHERNE F X A i&'ﬁim’% RRERL 0 FIE & G A GERA G o iR
Pl e B A A PR ARSI 2 RE R T AR L o

AT F P o AP E Lk m s a4 ke * mean subtraction, variance normalization, and
ARMA filtering (MVA) [9] 2 GRALE! FFT RO RFFFRE G ARET A Rk
PSR EAL v FAFTRRT o ZFAH Y ITFH ALk S S 3R P BARARG
& % 17 ;% &0 a maximum a posteriori (MAP)-adapted GMM (MAP-GMM) [10] -~ —E
e R BRI ESITRE A P RN VAR E RS s H Y 3R
AR L] 0 2N B ¥ 4 73] (hidden Markov model, HMM))Z % 3 & 2250 £ 2 % #18

-

£ %% N-gram

\

A o @ {82 Ec LA plA A B 21 (test normalization, T-norm) [11] B
AP F MIT +h# § % 3 7% B 7 LNKnet [12] #5847 b e s i i & o
f MVA $HI 3 B Acenbd® 4 & g picd £ 10— 60 10 BT % 5
77 7% > 4 feature warping [13] %2 histogram equalization(HEQ) [14]%"3 o F Ak > L E_MVA
AP EARERER Y IAPLPLBREATEDRF a2 F z#wqgiﬁg, % ¥ e MAP-GMM &_
% * ¥ F $57 (universal background model, UBM)# if 3% ¥ F B u g AT & A @ & B
FHAT EOEFR RS R o o i A A %iﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@oaﬁé#ﬁa
&<m§i’wﬂ%*% SR EHAIE R B S B B H &R B AR TR
ﬁ%&ﬁ&ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ’ﬂii{%%*%ﬁyﬁﬁﬁéﬁkaﬁﬂ
(document retrieval ) R 48 » 3t IR RS S ehie & i 2 3B £ % & (prosody space) @ i iE
probabilistic latent semantic analysis (PLSA) [15-16] <hZ B & f§f i 1 % & R3F F if 2403
PEFLGFERE TR Y F aniE N A AU TR S 2 BRI
Y RITERE T %ﬁlkpﬁﬁﬂgﬁﬂs%?jﬁﬁﬁyﬁi%%Qﬂﬁﬁ° RF AR L
WAl BT HE A B A3 T R d RS F MR A S HA TR mﬁ»%‘f !
TR R B o SERAE T A AR B AR e A A ERL S 0T
FIFAE R L AR ERPE S G R FER A KSR F e B R o 3
A ARSI TR A gt kpEF F‘ 2R WEN FEAE RO FE"'E g PE
IR ACRIFEREBE O TR L A - A F] o AR * 2 NP A el 31 (modified test
normalization, MT-norm) % # & B 3% ¥ 2 (target speaker)fi-?] s #c > =B P £33 —E- = —’ﬁ
(impostor)z. B s i > & m e TS T { 5 A A BREFNTF DR o
I ISR ES AL RN A ko Loy g E 2 IV R AN B2
FAFIXEC TR GIFFRAEDT PR ELCREE > 7 AP LB E 5 K R o (multi-layer
perceptrons, MLPs)¥? development sp| 3835 4 & - 2 8628 5 Suen & B 2 3% > Ak L8 vk Bt
fEetap i &> EPIF SRR R M F R L P e
AP FEEIT I H S R ER R AR E TR hE A 2 Dk AR AR S
Poenf e Tt % Z SRR P A EA T e &8 % siE* & ISCSLP2006-SRE

RS RUER R RS-



Bl- 2 Bl AR5 33 HTE2 3R LRBLE
(frame)'fr%?‘,‘r?i;fﬁ% Bo—AsEH A B FF) LR P g
BRSBTS L
PIE 3P 2k s 50 B L gk }r“iim;& ¥ thi] 42 o

FARREDHLS 2R RS oo R F A LA AR B e 3 R
R R TR BT B AR RS B R S A
MAP-GMM % % s &t 3% #5 e 48 » 117 MAP-GMM 3~ % fy & ch F 925 & § #1
REHAD RFI AN F R RS AT AR AR K Ay BE i RanEd o I RNE
LERIRGERLT i - B R E T RT3 F ki T
BAPRER LR B VHIRGEE A N B 2 Ik AE R A R G A
bl > BRSNS LT FEEHRTAREERAL

FAEFTL "iiﬁ—”‘—‘ﬁ*}ﬁ_
SRR M G A3
L

2. v IPRATIIHRLEIRRA #ﬁ
FE ?
! ik

TR R Y 3B R

i

b

~

OOLRTHFEFLLE R TRAOPF O REALDOE Y DI R BRI § AT
MARAT U R ER L - MRS RN ER T REROp R L H
Fleee L tgR AT O n A AR E AR AN L% g2 29 ¥ 5 DHMM v N-gram = 4 »
FOAGRE R < R A R RIEE A A PR NI A AT 2 N B U R R
TEDT FagpEa g e

BYFEAGFET G VAR (TFFRE S WoBl 2 TT 0 ¢ kTR B
#a B o de R 1 o0 BRI B0 T AR I S DI TRl U T RN T A

+ﬂu;»a@ﬁ@4Mwﬁﬁ&¢ﬁm*ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁo—&%i’%ﬂ$&~“”g”” P
O S ST TR B AR & B e 3L PO B e MR TR R L
BR i A EED 35 B TR R SRS B IR S A A A T E B o 6 R
4o 5B @ MAP-GMM K1t = 5 0] > 315 ot » 4 B 03100 5 sl s
FafHy IRTALTE  EIFFHIAZLSHY FHCERLEERE

yﬂ@;wéz#zﬁixﬁa,ﬁwwwW$%%iﬁm§%¢Wﬂﬁﬁ’?“ﬁfgi
i N i 2 A L N SR o A k
AR ep g R R o I BB R S P L Ul
xﬁ«ﬁﬂmw;’ﬁammﬁgc4&@%#@w$@%&ﬁ&i%@ﬁw?”?ﬁm*ﬁ
S ¥ @%ﬁﬂi%%ﬁlg s

PO L ARG RS T AR AR G £ 0 T R R
Bl Sk XA BB RIERE T T R AGRIRT 9 e 2 3 e LB EDR A L s L B
BRI R RS R s R 17 § S (oiced) iR 0 I IE - R fessti(log)
TR SR E R A 2 R B K22 F AR SR A d iR R
-

'1;7‘3’53}»%'*}?\:‘3',:‘ oehik % o

niN
™

n

B %R R



: PLSA I
|
: Tokenization (gl Bjgram .p| MT-norm
|
|
Prosodic Aecepy
conftours > Reject
MFCCs —p{ MVA
GMMs
Pitch
MFCCs MVA Accept
—» Reject

B fs B0 - B d kAT g A R R E I B R O B G e e £
FPRAlr MVA 3 %300 3 T e WAL Bl R A Pl R A R e
f 12-(convolutional)se 5 - @ 1% i 4 5 GHF G GHH T IS E SV TV PO R T 2 A
PR B B R R Beanid ¥ R A BT 0L & M (additive) 7 B #4 S 2 ek 3 T b
B a3 AR AFERELALROLES 6 [ BB NIRRT G B
7% # 12l (cohort model set)~ #ce-T 3218 &2 R Fo k3 B P HR5F Hf -l e oo 5d B2 T35
BRI R SRR S GRSk SURE N RO SRS 3
Li- o ipfka 22 AT PR IRFFE R LFFLE L Gaka g g Rl T
RESTOPHEELF I AL - 7 SRRTT Y KB L F 4 plR A o & A

TG GRE RS 0 TR R S i

@, M Y

=N

. BAEL
BT I ER LR R LT LR TR PR P A R DB B
B HEERMEIEAERZEE AL APYYRRIERP AN FREE I L oA T



WEURZ TV AEE R - AERE SRR R LA BMEDT R g AR R
TR DR o

— 4 % %> prosody state N-gram % —"Ff ) [6-8] ¢ SR USRS A 2 Bk AR en
Gk XA BEREHT RS BRI Nogram 3 HEA 0 RIFF < R AR R RREF A ¥ LA
A-iE 2 B eilie 7 NIST2001-SRE Extended Data Task ® > 4 B[ @& * 8 w1 {r2 ¢ 47 A 48 ih

e+ T RERRFE R m AP TR DB AR RSP 2 S 2R g e F i

m
Lo B ARR T RET AP E b 3 FRLFFRE (8] 2 TOAREAR 5
55%1—*%m“ﬁﬁﬂégﬁﬁ’ TS PR R R L R BN A E T -

FAFFEFET L AR Pk @
ﬂﬁﬁiwéﬁﬁméﬁﬁt f1% PLSA $RAH N1- BHARPRETAEE L 7E
FORE AR AR AL T NI R ERE REUFF LTI R L LEE S
il ik i Nogram 3 F 030 L7 fen 2 o B2 DB BB 2 bF F R o
B0 F A R g 8 5F e eDf) U S Tokenization BBk SR R A )0 X BRI
B & 2 4 N-gram 3% M (3 48"L (co-occurrence matrix) » B ehE_f £ & =3F F cOip 217 5 Frit &
FVYHERETAIFFLEaips bk e
Bz P3P Tokenization 4riv p #4h3s 2 €4 3R &R L A 7 o d piece-wise curve fitting £
ARG AR A B I F TR AR B - B Rk
supervector * & 4 £ FI§ & & do i) M i 0 SHILR T T B SR S 0f R A S 4
B* 4§ % g F A ¥ (pitch slope)frE & it £ % i* (lengthening factor)~ 3 B * § & ch¥tdca £
i'fr B B EE(pitch jump) 12 2 & 3§ & 2 ¥ 045 2 £ & (pause duration) o #* ¢ % ng 3
% (context-information ) #+3h £ % 1t @2 88 & Jf $3p P S B iA D 1L s 1F *ﬁd 5B
Wﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂ*iﬁ%%&%&wiéﬁa%ﬁavﬁ;gw Li R ot -
e g R 5 AAH# > %iF Expectation- Maximization(EM)if & % 2 4 endp R ({7 L p B
o 9 - 3% ¢ #THE % e supervector 1 B LA Ge X2 P g S @ E AR A A -
& B3 Bk 6 Nogram 33 4 B GAmi i8> o 200G R BRI L TR 7 B At
ISEIES —ruu?»imibﬁ.g: ?‘hth gram\% S I T S A Gk M > D PR M EE G R
@%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁmﬁﬁww’wuwmﬁg@PmAﬁm%@ﬁgﬁﬁéfa;g,%@I%

T B fETELT
K

P(d;,w;) = P(d)P(w, |d;) = P(d)D Pw, |z)P(z,|d,) (1)
k=1

#¢ d o~ W o~ Z#0 & & c4 w] E_document ~ keyword ~ latent prosody factors > P(d, ,Wj) sk 4
¢h8_document( d; )& keyword(W, )2 ¥ chit & # 5 » 2 document v keyword ¥4 /& |5p &= 3 ficch
B ke W] 5 2 N-gram termeiefh— R 5 ¥ e N-gram B (446" 3000 %'%E’ At Heehdd e
35 = £ (eigen-prosody vector)"g | & = » & 7| ;%ﬁ FpEBCA TR IR 2 P e Bt BIRRERS
BFAPR ZREEs A4 1 N-gram ;%‘ﬁ 7 iRl 3R EE 3 B i Ap 00 & v 2 (likelihood ratio)

r’r:‘—l‘drg\‘% % T FE o



Registered Prosodic
Registered Prosodic
Speaker #N —* contours EEEENIEANSE
Smoothed
Speaker-specific
N-gram
Trial Prosodic Likelihood i
utterances Contours Tokenization Rate Test —» Accept or Reject
— e —
N-gram UBM
RN 5= WAL LR BER S SRR W 3

[[037-027-0.77--

H-05 06 || -04[.-.}

Lo fl-o1j 12 )

Sequence of
prosodic
Piece-wise feature vectors
Prosodic I Stylization & Vector Sequence of
contours Feature > Quantization > VaQ indices
Extraction
< 5
va
Codewords
Ble ~ pdfhie 2 @i S Fp R i A7) 5R -
high dimensional
prosody space Latent
prosody

P(2)

P(WIZ)

P(DI2)

PLSA
—_—

BT A e



4, AN RIEA Bl A1

frrt R FVpIEE A Bl L R I E A - FHAp 0P Jf:ﬂr;fg WA e ﬁﬂ{. FEA] 22 dudp s
£ 27 P RFE F ek fb?\;%‘*z ViEfrRARRIREA B R R TR o Fl G AR AT g
PR - ek BFFECAE I A EHE B F RIS N ROk B e
e T 471?9’%—?% A B e w\gﬂ VB AT U dR U EE R e T
wENe B R WA AR bl B AT A £ T R BB A A e B A R

PIEFUR FGE R HE B p%ﬁﬁiﬁ:’*'] £ | log likelihood score @ % > 4o = #7577 » igfe [11] ¥
FI* R PR R D NG TR R AR {;ﬁ—é log likelihood score 1§ i ki e #5354 #C
Ao xENTe K B EFAHARTE S RFF AR D ’f%é%—'ﬁﬁ«:bi#p;{éﬂ%éhk HE %
B R N s Ech T o R R TS F PR A et B AR T

S - H
Sp= @
|

B S, hmEEpe A | A, #73*+ 8 e log likelihood score » g4, 22 0 & & i 4 jp|32 35 L 4p
0 B F A A feen T30 A $ R de e Sp Z ERIBE I R s oo Q)N Y g FlRIR
LRSSy o B ET Ry LF ks Y B RE AT RS PR

A DL HA G0 BRI O T R A A A R L R - A RA D
FEZ o @ B s SV RIGE A B AT DI R Aol ron e

Cohort Selection

Target

B+ ~ b B9E % 02 i el -

(/ucohort s O-cohort)

-

Test
Message

RO

o)

Bl ~ T LSRR Bl R B o



5. BRLFFRETRES
5.1. ISCSLP2006-SRE # # &
PEAET A FHRE Y F AR RMEFREE R Y 2T TRBE

# e development 7 evaluation 74 » @ gt 3FAL R w7 M A R R Lk % 8kHz P fRag 5 - »
* 16bits ¥ #4f 7 PCM f25¢ o 3 3¢ evaluation i 42 B¢ » H L35 5 &2 b A5 F cipliafk 4
LB E 1k 20
S11 v FRLF FHREL FHL
development 7 41 B~ p 3+ CCC-VPR3C2005 > F#LE & 71 § 44L& 5 =enBuFHE > & 3
A S AE R F AL A KR A B “micl” ~ “micr”® “micu”z B EL KA o H
PERFE LA BEE I IR EPSUA L A TS - BT R g e o

© evaluation R38Rl & § SO1 X S o F - g AR N BNz S EIOY R i
FOERNT A5 By h@Bkad 3 2 11181 B Y TR ER L 524 8- &
A AFEREFG REROFF o FLRRI ARFFTFNRI LA RF P F S0
FoNP RGP AFEL A ESH -
512 v F 2 B LF FHEL FFAL
development 1425 i * CCC-VPR2C2005-1000 » 3L £ & 5 1 300 =8 {235 % » # 235 4
H A AEa > Auld RREAPTSN)E £ 483 i (GSM)*F 8l & » #1182 F 600 B3 fp o
evaluation 338 (> Bl £ § 800 #3LW 3FF » F - 0 § G - ST RS LL B TR D
Bl T kP E oA R HF 362 40 B RSk F £ 5 11800 ¥ T iopER L
B 1594 o
5.2, @ 5% E
Ao O R R A 2 K R SR 39 endE A S P (i TE S B
#oo 3T 13 MEEH RH(e § Co)% H £ 4 & A-MFCCs 2 = = £ 4 & A2-MFCCs» 1 **3 %
20 R U PR snack S0 ¢ S ESPS § R #ERE 2 A RE [17] 0 RS EE

IAWEE AN RSRHE B RN R e Gl BT a R o
Foob g ks B N AP ESEY K 120 BUER S B R ot o RO e

i B evaluation RIREFAR Y TE P BiT- B E o N AL L development
SREHLE A S PRACRIGER Y 0 RV PGE R0 R L B ST Sl @ B ORIRGE R
RGP R EEE B R SRR R R R L I BRI B 0 K R e
LS RUSATRHLB ARG E FERFTE Y P28 evaluation PRIREFFEAATE I A B
GRS R R s o Sl SR ER T P AR e 2 BRI FRGEE %R
FEE TR RME kM2 B dank o
Y N SRS A 8 T - A4 FE S 5 (False Rejection Rate, FR) » ¥ I #23% 4
AR PR R IEF P S o ¥ - 8845 314 £ 5 (False Acceptance Rate, FA) » ¥ 7 | 3
3 e BB P SR g« FA S FR 52 8 % Lo 5 (radeofe % + ¥
PEAEERF  RIEFES G RT A BRI F PR R DI RS
R RO BRI IRERF o AT L AE S B R A & §5:F 40 £ 45 355 (equal error
rate, EER) % /-3 %8 & 3 #c(decision cost function, DCF) % #& -



AR % 45385 A B AR B S ST i B RS R A RS S 2R
FAEPFOPFE L AR LERROE Y BFESIEFRI DS LLPE AR F
IR FERBEREY BARLE PR LWL ALY TSRS S L R T A
oo @k R e AR R - R R m*‘c%ﬁmr AT T e

CDET = CMiss : F)Miss ’ PTarget + CFalse : PFaIse '(1 - PTarget) (3)

2 ¥ Cyiss =10,Crage =L Prarget =0.05 ©

Foob o RFRAEIES 2 B S VAR RIS 4 ¥ MKl (Detection Error
Tradeoff Curve, DET Curve) > $* &2 3% £iEK P %gg?‘ﬁr 7% ;g—'ﬂk AR R S B RS LB
FR R AL G EF ARSI AR DA BE RS I 2 SRR Fahd g -

53 2 FIF TR FIFLFARERRE S

531 v %7 #‘lﬁ? i
H ko A A MAP-GMM SR i % € 175 £ et il Hag v F A -
SR A VIGERE S DY 10240 SR 0 6 F 4 RNR 400 £ B LI # e
B A FRAAFEI AR A AR Rt R g TF S i‘; £’ ¢ §& cepstral
mean and variance normalization (MV)2 MVA > i3 #8728 chg % 2B~ 7 3 MVA sz 4
B MV 4371 3% 5 Fpt A - MAP-GMM v MVA el & 0% 5 B3k & en3f ﬁﬁé}?}i,}‘i o R¥E
S BLiS EE e A N RRE s el AT R0 320 B AP U A 10d BIAT 'ﬁ B PE R S AW i
7 BT A g d MAP-GMM e % > d 7 5o MVA @ec 58 2 et 0102 7 W4p % 5
PR AT APA T o T A R FAFIFHREY 0 MVA Brr Ao dn R 2 e
MAP-GMM ¢hs & 3 3 (8 3 s & b R anZ 0 15 1 4o~ 3p 2 stcshif ot o

B4 YA TS R A a7 AR R 2 2k - BB B ATR
s iﬁu DR 64 R E e R RE R B SR G S 0 B b
FHA AR B HES p%mipi&w—;‘ AR A A ades B 17.7%F0 02235 F HBEARE
e NP * F| bi-gram fEAI 2 11 B A EEC@ BEAFEENER T 23 B 5 pause
segments #T* ) F OGRB AT EZE Y he i AP CT2(11FI1-9) B AR R0 2 30 B 0 B & o7
WA fi’é%j‘ H N-gram #-3]| T 355 858 7 112 % 3|07 5 342 %> & Hoora ko add agd

~m)

Benf] b0 AR HRER R P SRS 2 LR S A S HA W] 5 22.7% 0.272

IR ERAC G R RO N B BENR AR BEAES TP E SRS AU 5 17.7%
22.7% > i S s AR AL i et £ R Ok F SRR e A e BT R0
e 2R TR L HE  AUNERE L P EEETF 40%2 A S A Sk
0.047 x4 3 3.8%% 0.045 12 2 3.8%%2 0.050 » ¥ SL3p a3 podiE S 3 ek ure f SLA 4 g et
g ottt BRl- 2 R hEET I F A RATTHREY O SN AR Y 1A
A AL R T FI 5 A A & S IR T 6 SRk B RS o AR
TR B TR o g TR WO R e SF o ARk Sbairiay o BV el AR

AL AT 0 AR Ap e TR F SR et



Speaker Detection Performance

T T T T
(1)GMM () 5 5

og U e (2IGHM WA e [
— [BIGEMM VAT RO
oy N ! E E

g 10 RCTRN FE Pt [
=z ) E )
5 : i :
[ i 1 i
] i 1 '
i s i i
2 : !
= Z : i
E""": ...... .

SN R T s e N

1 : i i e

1 2 5] 10 20

False Alarm probability (in %)

B~ 2 F ARG FRAE N RAERY RT3 SR S DET o AUg -

Speaker Detection Performance

T T T I
----- (ILPA a
o0 | EPitch GRM e LI
=== (ZGMMMWVAHITnorm . =
— (GEMMMWVAIH T norm -+ itch i
------ (DG AT norm -+ P A 5
F E ! E !
PR B gremmmmmmenes e preTmmommmeees 1T
= W, i E i
= N e e e
"ty ' 1 '
] kN I ' i
0 ' ] '
T O e S
i i it . :
i : o : !
= | Y |
E i ..... 4 L--' i
S [ I o T
: : R T T
i i i 0}
4 i i i i
1 2 = 10 20

False Alarm probability (in %)

Bi ¢35 F257 #’rfig?‘fﬁé;;’é %2 DET v %@ o

532 = F# i;fﬁﬁ?ﬁ% *
AAR AR B Y o A4 R T s ASE R Y £ cepstral mean normalization(CMN) » MVA 2 MV
Z > P KBS ET e MVA cg%E 2% CMN > Ra AP SR A 3 H e iz

MV e B B> MVAS 27 i L% 5 a2 FRHFUOFPE LD 5 p Wm0 2 25 R



PEr g s b PR A UEAR Y B Aot R BERGNE T AT K R
PEFRFGFLREY T ' :

B R ¢ 7 160 EdehR ATR EHCA 2 R R & iR =4

AW R R AR R 2 3 R R AR R R R g R BRA A 2R

Fend RAEH G A ko R R EF AU RGP ESLEFEFE AL L RIS YW E 29%

0.038 » Fo'E N B ¥ % #4) 2.9%4r 0.034 ch& JRArE L7 5 o L~ + ?1 F AR R

%,

AR kA S E «gﬁ%“%;ﬁ ATl o APEBEFE AR S A SHA Y5 1.9%10.023 0 @
el f;‘&{*ﬁi*ﬁ A Ra I AR A% FEBEREFATT P EFPT A HE B
F AR Gl R o R RS BT AR T KA NGk D EPEH kD
PR > 7 A8 F 7R 2 B3R E ik eS| o

EAR s A ke A RE e (5 ] M‘ﬁw*b R S e A AP R
PEFAFETHERONAPREY T FEAENREEF IR EHA B - B AR
o3 it Btk e g v%*gﬁ‘f%%,& S R TE R N A R G WS
ul 4 2.9%Fr 0.034 0 A EES ST X AR

R B ABPIBIT A PTG e 2 ﬁ;@%;;’;’rfﬁ,fs.awvﬁgmw T Aol - S

)

MR RO IERAEIE H RS A A TR e R R G ko

TR R Mg E R Y IR GTERE AT A R RN A el R g
FoAFSRAN A IR EY O AHAPRY F A o gi,;rsak;;é &ELG AT
g oot DR oY T AGFFRAEIT - Ko fed Y FEE —-555\; SRR R R i A
B e RIE R P e A A e R R A TEFAFEREL G AR ROT QET%
AR AL B D RS S - OB T g g A eh iﬁawiﬁ%?ﬁi’% e Tt
S S AL

4

Speaker Detection Performance

T I T T
(1GRM{SMNY ; ;
o ZICMMDANA) : :
— @CMMMI) | i
20 [ =e=r [HMK i B oecec 8
------ (S)GRAM AN HHMBA ; ;
7 | i
£ i :
= T CT T
= i !
[o] i i
] ] i
2 i i
[l ] [
i R : _________ -
R i
= :
"""""""""" R
E L_..L
i e
i
20

False Alarm probability (in %)

B~ > FRHCFFRE S DRHRA Y 7 P AJL S h DET o SR -



Speaker Detection Performance

- (1)Pitch [
...... (2GRN [ . B,
— [BHMM :
o0 L @EMMPitsh | D _
—-= (SHMM+Pitch :
® |
£ ;
Z I i
= |
[ 1
L 1
= :
[m 1
I T = e e .
i H
= i
by
P
PTG

False Alarm probability (in %)

BL- e 64873 v 382 F % %% 4 2 DET ¢ M -

533 v FAHL FHLL FARELF IR
Bt AR S Y F AR RE Y R SR LY TG e B0 % R g ARG A
R BT A 3 2 B i BT T 5§ g SR FEd 5 R R i

j
oot — AR £t 5 Mt BT R G S B > BR AL - A o

Speaker Detection Performance

I T I T
—— Fusion:ALL TD-SV systems
20 t--{ O FusionALL TISSV systems |-ooooooooo oo [
5 i i : !
g O [ [ e [
£ - i : i :
% 1-‘S"-ﬂ E i E i
a . : : :
B 5 f----eeeefesdpgeeeeeeed FooecEoonesbeseocenestetaticatoe
0 P : : :
= PR ! |
' 1 ' [
e A |
5 | e |
2y Voo N LT .
: | P L
i i i B
1 1 1 1 1
1 2 = 10 20

False Alarm probability (in %)

B+t ~ 8 it e DET o 5H -



P - R D R F AL TR T ERE DT B oG - ¢ R
3 AR AT & R T R ek S G 22.7% 0 17.7% 04 2 45355 2 0272
220223 A5 Ak Sl R G fORE R A 4.0% 0 0.047 At 0 fe S K £ B enp B RS 2
s A SHS 3.8% 0045 AR eE I F AR GFFRAE SR LI AT a2 LT FH
T F BT P LB R BT B RO B R B R 0 1.9%%
0.023 > + gz 3 1.5%2 0.020 -

- ~847% }F?‘:"}Z#r?\% Shva g Sl Bt d o

ERR (%) DCF

(1) LPA 227 10272
(2) Pitch GMM 177 |0.223
(3) GMM(MV) 50 |0.064
(4) GMM(MVA) 47 |0.060
(5) GMM(MVA)+MT-norm 40 |0.047

(6) GMM(MVA)+MT-norm+Pitchl 3.8 |0.045

(7) GMM(MVA)+MT-norm+LPA| 3.8 |0.050

(8) Fusion ALL 3.8 10.045
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ERR(%)| DCF
(1) Pitch 259 | 0.297
(2) GMM(CMN) 3.6 | 0.047
(3) GMM(MVA) 34 | 0.041
(4) GMM(MV) 29 | 0.038
(5) HMM 29 | 0.034
(6) GMM(MV)+Pitch 29 | 0.034
(7) HMM+Pitch 3.1 | 0.034
(8) GMM(MV)+HMM 19 | 0.023
(9) GMM(MV)+HMM-+Pitch | 1.7 | 0.023
(10) Fusion ALL 1.5 | 0.020
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