The 2017 Conference on Computational Linguistics and Speech Processing
ROCLING 2017, pp. 332-353
© The Association for Computational Linguistics and Chinese Language Processing

ANRER THILGA SRR H aF AN 2 B
Two-stage attentional auditory model inspired neural network
and its application to speaker identification

LER RN R

TR AT RS

R S A
yuwenlo0320@gmail.com, yfliao@ntut.edu.tw, tschi@mail.nctu.edu.tw

-

e

Ripp GAREFy > DL ¢4 HEF N BREFEFLE T A2 IREEH 7T A
BB MR 2 PRET %K » FR7 2 NEEA T A GEY il ot Ak @
ﬂW@*ﬁ#@%&’éﬁﬂ—ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ@’jg%ﬁﬁwg%@?j
BEFH PR A H R RN G BE R O gt e @ AP AR i) £l S
R 3 e R 0% fF 4 554 B (Convolutional Neural Network) » 4 % #0354~ 87 B sRFg B2 < Ha LT
PR BBRFEMPA- e E > TRRRIFER F o A/t ot oL FIEE P PR 247 PR
Tz Mpgd B MR EA N SREr TGk o m BEHCAIR O IR DE R R
ﬂﬁﬂk’ﬁﬂgéﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ%&’@ﬁ%?#%%iﬁﬁﬁﬂ@°kﬁﬂwk%%%ﬁﬂ
ORCRI A R S A A R A F IR AL U e BATRIRT 0 TRPIUR Sy A
SR AR AN

3

1. =75 %%

RSP ARG oonk FRER SRR R REE A R S G R SR e
A P oo APARRR AR e f A A R E Y Y s A SRR (CNN)F R X
UHREA BRER TR PR T E REFH GRBRMTOL 2 CF TR E R 5 U
PeBE G nE KSR E R 0 it kSR A ] R A USLAE 7 A B (B4
MFCC) » £ 3438440 ‘g b ie (7 B W] 2 PCA R 1][2][3] » & A a3t 8 #aeehle pF oo 7 i
EBAH R AT NELDHE B L& T FL AR A DR MR L 0 7 B R T d
LA R RSP UELIE (7R [4][S][6] 0 ke FRE R -

F_k

4

|

]

%

R REH G NF X EFEFREF R RE R WS ORI L R TES
A A IR HRIFE R AR TR e A P BRI BT 0 B UBLE ~ PIB R 1S Dup
FHEFMIEFERT L0 NP NP KA § 7 PRIt R > B R g F 2 eh
VBRI B F B QB Tk o s JRA PO I § TR G Rt S A R Rl
oA R LAWER AT o A AT NS EEBM G RS ARE RS - BRI
B & ERHF T F b REEHF R LA AR DD RS oradr ) g 2 7][8] -

332



2050 IR AT R R AT RIS G AR A
AEHHRTHEHOFEE AR LD R T E7[9][10] > S TRE R - Ho -
HRALPFEF oo §MF L AMFAFFAIHAEPFRR A FRRTAHN > ¢ §HE
A AL FEL o AN FH TR FRPALF A s FRNSLY &%/ - BF
BACECE] [11]0 5 o B B3] 0 a0 f32 47 D155 5 a0 2R ﬁﬁ-xggﬁqgﬁiﬁ =1 .82 & (pitch) -
Zh ik & 1> (harmonic) ~ # 52 % (AM) ~ 47 2 23 5 (FM) ~ % § 4= 45 (onset) & 4 1- Aoffset) % 7 21 o
FE K AP R A5 E S B AL ART ] R 0 e E Fp [12] - F%E’J‘E"J
[13]2 j<4 B 5 # ¢ &7 $m A 4[14][15] % ¥ -

Gl BB RERS T A R AERIEA T S 5 A 5 uAeip A o AR
A— BRI R EBRRIAHE B g L[16][17][18] 4 miE a4 SE ¥ AR B E’?‘f%\»
VAR AR oA T Ad REE T IR A ARg A AREY e BREALFS
GEEE EENN AR o1 37 B B L I A ek o

T

ITE ko0 B3R A Py A SRR IRA T 2F 5 FERen L ARRN AR Y 4 7; F 5 UH A MR
* AN Gk 0 doiF F FERR[19][20] ~ F R A A [21] ~ BRayEss[22] 0 A X FE A SRR
(convolutional neural network, CNN) » #5 ic 53 48 P~ = SEFFHCT 4078 00 2 32 0 R D™ 2l
GrEa[23][24] o » v = R * 2 S FRR[25][26] ¢ o

AP P E I b Y RS O SRR A PR R AR i
‘ml 5 »ﬂ’}‘“ﬁf,u nﬁ—%&ﬂlﬁﬁﬁ 1«}5-,&?&%{ ,47\;};;1 L E X m{&’fﬂ% Fe 1% ';uftl-fj'%])‘i‘f § F
AR s 2 PR R o ¢ AR BEE R RIS 0 ST R R e g RS
B AR 5 AL TR GBS SRR NN Rk i
g s & oo BT RIE 7R -

A %H’ LRI f\f%&%i%“’“'l B A BERFE B 2 AL AL (AL ® 8 chfiRdT o

u:%f B aw Smeank o Tt 50 Y m’“m%&%f :-J G E
??‘Lmﬁﬁi s AR AL B2 (8 R S hmte (T o R SRR E Y R EE kiThl o
“*mmﬁﬂéﬁinﬁ%%@@Mmeﬂiﬁﬁm%amwﬁmmmm’ﬂ%iﬂWX%
HETOE P BEFRAT L RATIPAERRFEZAEY SR O ERUFEAM Y
2B B o R R I BT AT A g e o

ie ;‘;

2T

!

«

c\“ i
/\‘

Ay F o AR FHA SRR KR RS TREHT Gie  B R A LR S A
FrE AP - Rt i 25 ER LR DA o) vl B MGRELE i
A BRI R - A X B AR B AFEARRA D MR A S A TIE
AR R BT T O AR B S B P R KBRS R R chE g o
Flt o APEH N OFE 2RI AR R 2 A RRIEER T AR R A A F
ﬂg—a“v'u e ANV - R LA S

333



2. R AR

21 2 BEAER f

" 4 4
i Sam— -
. UATTT I IY ey

":;-s:‘ﬁﬁ""vp "‘m"mmu

W21: 3 5k [7)

CRR R A P LRSS A A A2 R e D W(21)477
B g AEE R P B g RS (et aEF 2 Y ) A P BRI 3 PR DD
PRI E AP fEeom e st LRt A o R epBl o g d bR P B BB R R R @R
BRI S B T R AP RIES F A B R IR T RERCERE
B ARG ika FH ¢ Behz [ REF R REER R PR 0 PR AR
ﬁ‘i}.ﬁs;g i@i’meif’éE’ %?QP@?%’E'J#&%&’ B iEM 1PN f‘*/%"ﬂ“%«,férﬁp\ a, ﬁﬁﬁs;g@g;ﬁv

g o A de BN e Gk g o 20 2k % f(basilar membrane) b A 4§74

RS DFE AT A AR 0 FATEAI(D R - base) DH FH KA § 5
TEIR({6 5 0 apex) R A I o PR R T P S L ARAARN Y TA A TR b
Fleeniz B A2 ok Ribg o Ft o ARWT ARG - kG il B ROl g 8 T
B AL LIRS R R LR ARERI D4 A IR @ T AR ik
AE S g+ 69 5 20 Hz ¥ 20000 Hz » T % < #FCE # 7

&

AR (T e d ¢ P F LR 7 % < E (organ of Corti; ] 2.2) i F chiiord F 3

S L dmie fodt Ldmie o R 2 A4 - @ B DT B R S A R L R LT R
Ll AT AT B AL o

334



PISKER
HETHRIAZ mes zeRn

(¥EE)

W22 AN CE (7]

2.2 B R A
P 553 #d NSL(Neural Systems Laboratory)§ & % #74 o » fﬁ‘r} FEEEFRPRE T & &
AN A P S BTk S T R B UL R BRI X A AL R i AR

B Jfg_‘;t] ¢ 70 A AR ARNA A ) B EERY £ (early cochlear stage) 2 + " 4 T 1 £ (cortical
stage) o JF‘f S AN BB gE b chp o
B G5 RS A AL H R iR - o

mo

.

£ dnde rfid B AR 0 WA G B R AR R
AR - A Rt Berd

23 AR A4 9 B R

Acoustic Analysis Transduction Reduction Auditory
Signal Cochlear Filter Harr Cells Lateral Inhibition Spectrogram
Hicx) I
Acoustic Signal o Axbry Speciogmm Ve
Yeoen |4 g M Yan
o e o @
100 200 200 400 500
Tirre (rra) Hicx) huur cell tages
S 100 200 200 400 500
'. Time (ms)
o +
togla memty ne Mers lg2rd nHYDry nawork

B 2.3 1 A4~ B ¥Rrg B2 S BLAST IR AL (7]

335



AP B HRRE A & R ARACRI(2.3) 478 0 F B ABLE R RE LEZ B D A
(analysis) ~ & #-(transduction)r? 2 R $r(reduction) » @ 2% i 4] % 12T B 0k % 2 H fiogR
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(constant Q)R % » eV | * PTG A R R A BR A 4 E X 2 5B R2 Jpid Bl o T F(3.5)
AR R SRR TR D20 Bk B o B A BTHE 400 Bhenid 2 4 0 (7 3] 0 SR g R
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Model
1D CNN kernel type 2D CNN kernel type Referred to
Al initial Gammafix_Alinit
Gammatone Fix
Al random Gammafix_Alrand
Al initial Gammainit_Alinit
Gammatone Initial
Al random Gammainit_Alrand
Both random Bothrand

#0410 T 48 e )

Gammafix Alinit : - &% f % F1 <5 20 B gammatone jpidk T2 %% > VREFREZ S, - &
R a2 BEFP o4k 8238 k2 24 B STMF- (8 RiBEn A1 2
F o @357 & i (feed-forward and back-propagation)i& {7 3" 3R i& B 3] ik 28 Ry el
o ARG RERRBREY P2 pa B TR D A AL FAL®RT URERY P s
AR o MR TERFHNGF HITERD IR LA o

Gammafix_Alrand : - 2 ¥ f# 12 F < % 20 B gammatone Jpid B2 %% > PR EZ H - B
o A O S ?a—%%a P2 EF e D REEVENE F o BIEFE 2R
DR o e B %”“"‘ SRR 22 % - 47 3] (Gammafix_Alinit)ip 17 0 7 e & - B L F G oA
WA e iE o NP AR §HETYIR N G BEFPEFTAFTE R o

Gammainit_Alinit : - &% ff ¥ 44577k 5 % 5 20 B gammatone Jp ik B2 B % - - B EFH
Pt dp AR B R S 3 A k2 24 B STMF» 18 kB w8 3 F o BT E 2445 IR %
RPEEAF - SRR PR A TR i3 s BIRFE T SF By 7 Y P D
% feom BT E -

Gammainit_Alrand : — ‘&% f % 4= 4535k 2 5 20 1 gammatone Jjaik B2 B % m - A ¥
P2 e a i EREEVENE F e BIFEZEFV RSB DBRRE Y =
%7 3] (Gammainit_Alinit)4p 02 > 7 o e S H - EF G DI EPA A E o NP RS € HT
PR BEFREFAITE NS

Bothrand : - 22 - @ X P> ¥ 3 L AP A4  ERBEVANZE F o BFFE 28R
T #

VIR AP R AR T E A Bk RER AN ERETVRAE L - A D ML
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Premie o 5 AL FEU AT 2 B A 2 e E e e

AT R RIS PR RE . T B A 20%hw0m%%F’T
E 80 BhiA- T AARE S :ﬂéﬁ%s‘ZMENﬁn%ﬁﬁ:?ﬁ@&<' 15 &
Boi iR o T A2 fdet 4K S BEcE 512 P E & K o o BI(3.4)%T T -

4.2 F k%%

AP ek e SRR RECERICEHCE Y o A BRI BRI B e
AR R S L BT AL NI PR L o P R B R &Y o AR et T
BHAHD RS PR 8 b Py €4 A PR A SRR B RS B R
TR A ap b 12 L REFTHH% -

BIETRER SALA PG BT ot BRI A W 5.0 5dB #E S AR 0 - £ A S
AR R HRT AR AR E I R AP A e B E A A R e 4w

buccaneer % factory -

TA@B2) NI FRHRDFRES K TP R F %3 gammatone ik Bl 0 &%
ALFATHE - BDE P AFH RN DRGU OG- s R T ERCR R
SdF o gt AP ST B BRI (T3

o

I

w AR M- A HRPOREE A
P AR o R PR o
Il % 7 f&#-4] Bothrand e % 333 -

=k

»

1D CNN kernel 2D CNN kernel -5 0 5

Al initial 59.50% 77.25% 95.00%
Gammatone Fix
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