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i ERE-AATFFLREAALLEBZIHALNT X, 5 5L AGHRSER
(Gaussian mixture model, GMM) ¥4 )| 4 K HI it A K R A M EF LT . KRR ERELE 5
REBMBENARZE AN FF2ERGEET kmeans EEBERABEREELFFAGFE.NELTER
MG B FSBBER, Bk AR WA 5 R A6 B A 5] R A 4R B A B AR AR R e
ML T RGBS S EERAFE R R GRS RN BB b B AL IE & AR S
E, ERLEREW ML GMM EHELFF o BRER AR BG T EFREIIF AR ERFIZERA.
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Unsupervised Query-by-Example Spoken Term Detection Based on

Acoustic Segment Models

Li Bohao, Zhang Lianhai, Zheng Yongjun
(Institute of Information Systems Engineering, PLA Information Engineering University, Zhengzhou, 450001, China)

Abstract: A study of acoustic segment models(ASMs) for unsupervised query-by-example spoken term detec-
tion is presented. Firsty, a Gaussian mixture model(GMM) is trained without any transcription information to
label speech frames with Gaussian posteriorgram. Hierarchical agglomerative clustering is used to decompose
the posterior features into acoustically exhibiting segments. A label is assigned to each result segment by k-
means clustering, then posteriorgram is faciltitated to train ASMs. In query matching phase, Viterbi decode is
prosed to represent query and test posteriorgrams as ASM sequences. Dynamic match lattice spotting based on
minimum edit distance is used to locate possible occurrences of the query term. Experimental results show that
the proposed method outperforms traditional GMM and ASMs tokenizers.

Key words: acoustic segment models; query-by-example spoken term detection; posterior features; unsu-

pervised
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BREG] AT DR R T DR S . MR STD R 4 = BoR R HUA & 203 & R
(Large vocabulary continuous speech recognition, LVCSR) 3% A& , 7 B K & 5 1315 B Il g HMM, [6] i
iR T i 4R A8 3] (Out-of-vocabulary, OOV) P GEA & B9 [a] B . WnR B = bR vE MR B . BLA MK R 40
B ok A . R TG B Y O A )RR B &S T ( Query-by-example STD, QbE-STD) i Ky 24 §ij A 5¢
MR Z

MHTJC B QDE-STD 3 2R 3% T 5 50 M 56 40 A (4 B VT i E 4 58 2o G W B O 06 DI 5 A5 TR0 4%
o B 2 A A 0 RS R SO e 4 O A R ) S e AR R AR AR 1) S B L 38 8 4 B Bl S I [R) K (Segment
dynamic time warping, SDTW)SIE TR R . X —HEZEE I T & G0 FR 315 B K AN 7 235 5
BURUE & 30 BN AE OOV [a] 8, HE 28 A9 1% .0 J2 Gn o] 38 3k TG W8 M I 25 1k 19 31 45 e i 5 IX 4y
PERE R 4P BB 3 25 4% o W I 7 A SCERLS R AR B B 2 i R R & B G & 5 5 4 o &
RGO ke L T OO MR ik A R G RR Z AR EAE B R w5 SCk (6 ] R e TR A R T
(Gaussian mixture model, GMMD) [ 43 2854, DLy B 7 40 A0 A5 O R ATE & 0T, @ b i S iR 4 5 —
AT B 0 A 3R e s B 0 R 2R REAE 3 A s SCRL 7 J 42 75 2% 43 BEBE Y ( Acoustic segment models,
ASM S . S GEA W 2 AT T UITZR A B 5 /K ] KA 2 (Hidden Markov model, HMM) B A AL ¥
FEE A 38 3 T W Y SRS B 2R 4 Bl BE BT N WS AR 1 1A AR RS R R 2R Ay B —
WZE—4 HMM, HMM # H.[1] (5540 ¢ R — B 5| R IR R BEE ER R F & — A~ HMM T i
J5 BRI i SDTW K R 2 )30 .

CHROSJBARAMA THREFE HETHTERESXMATHEETER, UREFEEWIEFMIINAG ST R
WA R R ) — R B BE PR IE Rl X A 7 vk 5 CHERL6 B GMM J7 ik PE e 45 3T 1 ASMs M 8 AH X 5%
P53 S B GMM (1 1 25 5 T T FO8CHE  A15 B50HE it 22 1) 4 B 57 o YA 2 R 0 ) 4 i B R L T
ASMs & N7 AR 2 4y BOHE Al B S 2 or BRI ER A AR B S S B B T R EE B Oy — Jr i
GMM ¥ 55—~ 13 W F o0 A AR A 15 & 5000 . i ASMs Hp A — AN 24 B 50 i HMM £/ , HMM R 1%
SRS B 530 b 1 AR B S SRR A . (B ASMs B 3% 2 001 2575 21 L 02 X IR 2 S SRR AE Y
HEMA U RENAGE BN KZRABENGEE, 2 ZWAE L, S RER X ks,

SDTW B3k 5 7153000 et 40 P4 OF 10 90 o 00 B A AGr R N )02 Sl JE R L SE i PR 220Kk . R M ke Rl
Ji SCERLO T SDTW s gl AR FAS 115508 0 2 40 B3l A5 8, 1S54 TR0 461 R ik 8 43 B 1) DTW 45343, Jf:
ia K G SR AR G B A R I 5 SCHRC 10 138 of 3R 2R SRL A5 20 24 3 B Gl b D i R R T R . A
J5 ik EEAE SDTW il 10K 28 T i g e 1H S R A o JE T 75 2 0 B i+ 38 B i 45 )8 T DTW i,

B R 5 T 2 B R LA S5 30 ARE R R G WU A I R A 2R R TR R B AN R AR S 0 M 3 M
ASMs 1 HMM 4375 55 o5 A SCHR ) —Fh 3 T J5 S E 32 i e i ASMs T & QbE-STD, % J5 i & S s
AR S S8 A GMML, J4e  & He v 5 X o0 P T R4 B R OrIR Jo G 30 iR AR 5 4 SR B ik 1e
B FE 225 B AR B 9T B RS INAR I » B 5 AR 408 A 1 B0 I 25 ASMs #5578, 1)l ASMs 45 2 5%
o A 00 K5 0 i D . A S AR Y i 55 510 XS o ABE SRR AR ) B M L 4 DTW O & 2 40 B 5 A 4 oy
SCARFLRF R S AS UL A AR R TR R X T B S T W N R B R AT T e

1 ERBRFERENT EEESFTESRN

P 1T 705 Oy 2 T i 36 A 23 R A 1) 190 G M S R O 0 AR R M B ST M) P I A 3 R I A
B3 JE 45 » o0 A5 2 AR 51 A0 D 3o 5 SOR IR 2 JO #he o B 0 ) 9 AR A AR AIE 1) i 81 L i ] DTW
B3 ColCORC A O o3 3 ) X 00 3 SRS 198 A0 A 17 0 R o R AT DIC I R 3R AR 1) 5 A o R I o A X0
11 Rt REFAERE

SR — BRIy n WU [ BB S = (fy o fosees fu) S f0 NS @ WOECHE O 8 5 H5AE 2 20
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Fig.1 Unsupervised query-by-example spoken term detection

5 B AR AR AR 1) /2 R
PG(s) = (q::9.5*»q,) L
PGCs) e 7 WL 1] 15 SUAERE A 43 R 88 19 M A0 {C L Co s, Coh NGBR3 A 1E O B — 4>
T B — Fp B AR 2E T, o g
q, ={PCC, | f).PCC, | f),+ P(Cy | f} (2)
LAY ep (g 20 P DLRAT B W8 & 00, W R AR 1 EOH A B A AR AL RS SRR R E R B
o JE B MESRRRAE ) AT AE — PR RRAE S0, RAR R A R B SIS S B AL B E R RIE R BB T
TUA 5 MR HAT R R e 5 X A M 50 A SRR 1 ek A o T B A A 4y S LR L
Hr e N A 2.
1.2 SEHEHENENKER
DTW J& JG s B B A UG T5C HE B2 v iy e 02 (8 G 2R R o e I ] ) 4 R0 B 8 ) B SR AR 45 5 3l
o S A AR 1] 5 R 2R SR Y A SR AR AIE [ 2 2 () ) 0 S RS AR B SR BT B R N — AR R AR
R UG P A% 3 e e ) X8k, DTW Bk A K R B 144K S Bn vl o ok 2 T DTW 9 ek 3 ik 73 B
B 25 S R LA Rk R G o I BRI AR R K R B B BE R A o — R AR BN T
W, B — A F A BE 43 3254 DTW DCES, $8 B A X S L B 72 B e AR I FHE MR B L s AR rh ik il &
Jry e L8 S X RE AT LA RCREAICAE 4 Jag 1) (8] 9 B ] (] B sl 6 79 4 DG JE - B AE B 8 A 28 5 KL 4 e A
RYEBE . BT ALY RRAE 1) 5 R S5 B0 AE 3R A1 Ot g 0 e S SO A X R T A P B
Dy (x,y) =—log(x"y) (3
SDTW 55k B AR FEAIR 1 P& AR 013 B 8] o (H 75 55 RS 31350, 78 2R 48 00 S5 I 5 TS AP AE AN A2

2 FEESBRRBNKERAE

N TR R A SCHR 7T ASMs (KR T k. ASMs i — R FI [ HMM #y 5, B — 4
HMM U3 T — /2 i BOi o A Fe bk 8 5 28 Z 8 R B SG R th — DR B 37 . T ASMs 5
B 00T IR HMMs S FRLI A5 1 o A RIAE T AR EE 26 08 b 8 R 505 B Abn i © W 47
SE » I G5 I R AT AR ) R 25 9 7 B v T e T MBS v DU ke = 4 S £ 8L Al Bk AR AR .
Tt A R — A SR R 3 e R R T e LA AR [ A S A R BEUH D — 26 1R B A R
I B IR 2 X B — 273 s HMML gkl DU ASMs,

2.1 SERTERBE

7% R FH 1o TR G 56 M SR A0 R A 2 00 2R ASMs . ik 2 TS 50 SRR AE 1) B B R 5 X
SrPEER AL T HE 2 8. GMM & — Bl 224 i 7 o) BOI0 AR B 14 220 2 M 3 5 R R BEE B TR 9
TR 23 A T L e o A TR e 0 23 A RIS A B 45 — W S 2 8 n AT A e TR
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JGJE B AR R T WGE 0 2 RO B 1 R R B R R I WG A B
F TR TG AR AR . — > K By GMM A AR R

Gx | D =>)wN,(x|2)  Dlw =1 D
o ox o D AL AR N, e | 3D 58 ¢ BT 4. U x IR 5 & 5 T4 A %
pk | ) = Nx R w (5)
DINGx | Laadw,
2.2 BRERENBEHBENE i
SRR AT R R R e, | [ ]
H 2 R B 08 by i A AR s = R AR R R B
P BN ZRIE A > BUR — RPN B £ R AE )T Be.m T 2}
Fr BN B A 6 R R AE . AR SCR R T RNR S
2%5FJ5 il (Minimum sum of squared error, MSSE) [1] |2 K 2 s
S8 1= (Hierarchical agglomerative clustering, HAC) X} )5 0 hegboks o
U5 AR SR BRAE ] AT A B AL B, HAC B —Fh & WA 2 R -g ' =
BH 7tk i AT BB R 2 2% 1R K 4 e
BT L — /B 45 6 PR 1 B SSE 2 2% Bl Y 2 HAC ek
WA S R Be sl B A A I 5 & R (LI 2) Fig.2 Signal segmentation using HAC

EL I 25 B 1 v R T S 5 M R R A 1) & )T )
GP =(p,,p>>**sPN) +D; j‘]%] mﬁiﬁ%\’f@f%[ﬁ]%,%ﬂﬁé‘
BF BT B AE — A B 8 RIS RIBGA A B, =ty et S H 1<ty << <1, <N L L, RSy
Bt B, W H: SSE 5 U

s<B,>:2 >V p—m? (6)

1=1j=1,,+1

A emy 55 LA BUi -2 i) i

1

t, — t/—l,‘:,ﬂu
TESS ¢ POEAR T TH B AR AR P B 1R 227 07 L LASE R Be 558k +1 BRI L 43 5o (o +1,
) (e Lot SILR 22707 R

m, =

P 7

se, = 2 | p, — m,|? (8)

Xrhem, ke 5k+1WAGEBFH 0, RN e, NP ELSLS B RS I—A0 B 5%
B R IEA . B B AR AT 451 2K B KL Ae, F2/)N
Ae; =min | e(B;) —e(B, ;) | 9
BI{E A E L
A=mean(M,) + g+ std(M,) (10)
AP My =06, s Aeysoee s Aey ) s std(ML) S M BYBRIE ;s B BIMEFE T 10 24 Ae, S FI{E A 1Y, 2%
IR R EER . Bk AL T .
Bk 1 T MSSE i HAC 53k
BN GP=(p -p:seapy) BIfE A
B B=(t,st,, ), 1<, < <t, <N
TR ARG o3 B 1R 22 7 J7 Fil se,
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B SCHERR SR H . I TAR S « WAk (N — D A se , EIR H 11y f/IME M
while H JEzs  do

if M <2
HIF MAARPIA 3B, HH H Py 8dE . o M

else
W25 H,break

end

end while
2.3 k-means BB EiRiE

AR H 2R B H A A RUE M BUAE S i JC W i i i ASMs BERL, 5t HAC
b3 © I GRil ) o B R — R A R B 45 T R W A RIS O HA AU AE £ B Bkl
— 2 X B2 B LAY L R T LAAS B ASMs. BUA 035 T ASMs £5 R A G B HE B L A R 2R AR v
BB, FEECR T GMM I 3 800 % 05 vk 5 R OB 1w 1R J0 )5 B e 3 i ok AR 28 L, 1 e U 4k
— A M By GMM, & — > 5 51 43 A0 6 B ASMs i (1 — AN FE AR 5050 B BT A 19 75 27 43 B 9 B3 2 500k A
GMM, 155 5 55—~ i i A BLRE 8 w] LUK A3 S AL B, 33k b Jy 2 ol 3 580 5 1 S0 1 d5c AR 4R B i
T332 i B — 8 T 00 K A0 PEREAS 0 T B LG 2 w0, B AR SR A kemeans 5235 k-means )
PERE— M F GMM 5L k-means A F 5 i 1H 50 Bl B AT R 2. k-means T 2 WS i
FERBAH X B IEXT B ASMs SRS (g JEA BT . BOE REHE R N IR EE 5 T LU TR e 45
HBREER crvessmer ey S IXAELSE L T 0 W B B0 19 B ShBR T
2.4 ASMs #REIZFIMRBEF KR

19 30— M EE JG gl mT L ST RS RY FE AR AL X B HMM o 5 28 50 dis 485, B ASMs,,
I ASMs i1 45 T HMM 8 5, FI T R AE T A5 I 2808 1 P 22 AR 0 A1 . 25 2878 2% Jr BEZ T 1 A EL G
RN N R RFR, IGLBIT .

(D TR ER ¢ B F0 K, 8o i K (Expectation maximization, EM) 15
B AN g H HMM; Ge it 75 25 7 BOiy i B BOF B & 2R BRZ R e R 2 . (2) R4 3 ASMs
XF I ZR g s Viterbi fig i, Az OB BRI T 41 . (3) A5 09 07 AR 0 3 S8 1E L RHE B S AR T TR
Y HMM & IE R BRI £ . (D BEALE2,.3) H BRI,

R 3E 12 T I 25 ASMs B8 4 46 bR v 5 40 3 o SR 2845 2L 1m0 AT i AR B ASMs i %15 5],
WO A0 M B AR B, 7RV HMM s R o, 54> HMM B 208, 39 m Il 2 ASMs (1) 3% 4%
AR HAEREAR T AT R o PR A SCIN 25 ASMs I, L E R A 1 IR 45 2R
2.5 HEMBRUENS/NREES

A ASMs, T LUHS 8 23T 5 K 2 S 1 078 76 50 E S8 G 0 B T 45 BT 50 1% 1
L H T SDTW KRS R . A4 A R U A SR H Viterbi 5575 4 4 1) 05 4 2 SCRY #% 5 hy it
3, % F 3 T & /N 4 88 PE B (Minimum edit distance, MED) [i¥) 3h 2% JC i ( Dynamic match lattice
spotting, DMLS)" %3k, DMLS & —Fff 3 T Lattice (1) 5 25 UT g £ A . AE 4% B 5 v g s 52 30 ¢ B il 46
IS A SCKE %07 225 | AN T 0 B i 7 9 IR R L BB A U TH R R

Ao ZR I i TR A 9 05 R 2R SRS Y 4 2 [ B B MIED A 5% DR JC 5 46 A A RN R 4 Fgs %, 8 DL
1 FE B AT R e B A R R AR SC MED 153405 SR e B iR AN . e B b B B AT AR D R A
A JE AR AN 4 S 1, 38 0 e 36 R AR BCE TR VB FE R X AT E . e T B 2 R Bk = 48 5115 B Rt
A SCGE 3 AR R AR DL BE RS AR R 8 1E MED 9 X ek S0 [ A5 R BRI L YRV 1Y T R K
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FESCALB g HMM A ELAT AT [R5 3 40 4D 45 H 9 AR A S B AT =2 T A B

dist(A,B) = > wywyd .y (isj) 1D

i=j=1

X HARESA B PG wy RS A 8 DS ;s das Gy A Z 4 17 i iR
B, W AMEEIE A K-L JEES I Bhattacharyya JH 55

der (inj) = %(u, —w)TE DT — )+ %tr[zilzj LxE o] (12)
X+ X
RN D) I oD ) R 1 2
dmm\(l,])—g(u, uj) <T> (u, uj)TL?an (13)

s w0y m S R S E RO T 22 e s L, D9 SRR RS . X T RSS9 P HMM R H, R
H,  HAE R 8

. 1
dist(H, . H,) :ggdlst(Hl, JH,) (14)

A S DA B FOfR S K. A5 B TR AR B 38 05 K s o R 8 S (EL M8 T R O B R T AR B A s R A
SCE SCBIE & » Fe i SORAESS ¢ A BERL A , B U AS B S 15 LB fie e 19 0 B 2R L S S U G T — 4>
A @ NI A AR B 2 SCAE 20 8 LA @ 261 B e 7 AR

0 j=i
Cli,j)=<1 j#i.j€E (15)
2 JF£ L&D

2]

3 ZRERRSWH
3.1 LBEESITMIER

SCEG R O TIMIT 35 kL, % $% TRAIN 3 696 A1 A1 1E b U 25 48, 1 S 42 I 2R 46 19 39 4k
MFCCs Z#JI1%: GMM,GMM # 8 B A7 50 A~ & Wi 431 . 159 3 GMM J5 , 1] F 2 155 2 4 3 2R 45 1
MFECCs 2% 153 3 Ho e Wil oo 5 B ME R, 4 5 50 BE 5 i 17 HAC 4r Boab 31, #0303 U5 B 18 8] — R 5
Py B AR F B =0. 1517 X T A 75 24 4 BER K AD FE  k-means Y IR 28 R0 B O 50, %
% ASMs IR HIE. B — o BIMEE— NN AR A 5 AR 32 A @ i 5oy HMM, 3 1 153 5]
ASMs #i R, ¥EfE TEST 1 344 AN AR Ry K4 I DIt 46 v sk B 10 AN ) 7R by 25 0 AR 31

ARSCR FAE B & R W 3 A 8 AR T 0 B 09 O s (DD P 34 0E ) 3 34 {6 (Mean average
precision, MAP) . Fi] F Hi iR K5 3K B 5 (2) - X546 2Rk [R] , 4534 2 160 300 119 7 A1 46 2% 15F 1) P Tl i A 2l
3.2 RGEBELER

SER A T T SDTW KR Ay 3 FA [l A5 R (1) 6 W B QbE-STD R4 MERECILE 1. R M
lv] 19 U1 5 B 43 U 25 T GMIML 3k T4 3% 2 801 ASMs (MFCC+ ASMs) il 3 T & 11 1R T J5 560 HE % 11
ASMs (GMM+ ASMs) , 344 K 28 SCRY 5 2% 180 T0 4% 36 4 A6 N7 S5 36 A0 38 ¢ AiF 1) 22 0 [ L 2 SDTW & &
L = MAP 57K R e E, Hi GMM i 39

Y MFCCs Y1 2545 21 13 1 %08 505 ASMs 9 BN 50, F 1 SDTW R R 3 # 7kt
5 GMM H i @ i Ao R L 45— 4 HMM g 5 kA& .32 Tab.1  Performances of SDTW algorithm in
MEUBA N, 5 GMM M kb, MFCC+ ASMs 7£ MAP - alternative tokenizers

P 7.6% . X g5 I E T ASMs #1191 A I T 1R MAP I i /s
GMM, 33 2 T GMM S 91 2 B4 3 265 17 A 220 1 GMM 0.407  263. 624
HIAR RO WU 0] B9 0 R T ASMs L AE 5 2 4 B by MECOTASMs 0,438 268.748

AR F] R TR A GMM -+ ASMs 0. 481 266.948
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ASCHE W F IR B AE R A GMM+ ASMs #8558 L F GMM Fl MFCC+ ASMs H R EY . 5
GMM 1 MFCC+ ASMs # I H , GMM+ ASMs 75 MAP |4y B #FF 18. 2% 1 9. 8% . T J5 I #f R
7 GMM-+ASMs 1 7 GMM 5 ASMs 1 R 78 (1 £t A4« 38 5 )l 2 GMM 15 211391 2k 42 1 v W7 TR T )5 3
WE 55001 S B0 HE I B ME R 1 R 5 X M A R S R I 2 ASMs, HOME BB R S 1
ASMs 47 B @ $2 Tt T = 1 4G 28 B 1) 25 S5 AN K (R A ik A 52 B 1 oK

T SDTW (1 K 2% 5507 5 211550 5 06 0K 56 170 00 o I 2 40 4 O [ ) e £ B 48 L RE SR K IR) . 3%
2 Ji7R AER X ASMs 1 ff i 51 R FH 36T MED 119 2 25 UG it 550 3 K 28 2 o6 331, L o 11 2 5500 40 ok 301
SEVIME R 1. S5 F£ W 5% ASMs fif B 1 571 1) o 285 DU e o 25 36 300 (10 5F- 25 46 2% i 0] A LA FP R 2% 050 )L
O A RO AR T TR R U . 3O B TR R AT 1 KB A R A B O T A H T G Y
LT REIEM B E HE ARG S SDTW J5 M . WA — & #2519 T B MFCC+ ASMs
B MAP 3% 0. 340, GMM + ASMs ) MAP 4 0. 378, % g 1% J5 51| /E - ¥ 4b 3, 5 1% 98 57 5 J5 7% A
DMLS J5 ik . MR 15 8 — & i3 7 EAMK T SDTW Jrik. X 22l T MED A H R8st = 48 215
B R AR B b T S DRI A S S SR R A BB E AR R R

2 3 iR MED AR BIE o X A6 28 PR RE (19 52 1), & b 1 M 8 7 ) 28 5 1 ~F- 3 Ak 3L 43 391 >R T 3 ik
T B B 1 A AR R B AT ARG 2R L R 6 =0 3 7R T 428 DA R O WA R AR BRI B LAY T R R
o o MEIEE A R, SRR A

SCHE th 9 38 BRI DL By MED £ 2 DMILS Rk fl it 52
BERG AT B TS 2 ME B L % F ASMs F Tab.2 Performances of in alternative tokenizers
IR AR Y 5046 0= 4 BE R AT KL ik s MAP /s
PE B I MAP RS2 TF 10. 2% 2 6 = 2 DMLS MFCC+ ASMs 0. 340 0.333
i}, 5% i Bhattacharyya §i 85 B} MAP 42 GMM+ ASMs 0.378 0.337
T 13,7 % ; B 7 1 IR TT U T A% R 31 45 - DMLS MFCC+ ASMs 0.343 0.335
i) ASMs 15 51| 9 4 1 5 91 L 76 6 = 4 B, GMM+ ASMs 0.396 0. 336
% Jil Bhattacharyya #5 2 if MAP 27} 5.5%
®3 oM EFMEEMZM
Tab.3 Performances comparison under various &
0 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 MAP  0.302 0.346  0.347  0.361 0.378 0.372  0.371 0. 361
MFCC+ ASMs BfE /s 0.423  0.423  0.422  0.422  0.422  0.423  0.425  0.423
(0. 343) Bhat MAP  0.358 0.381 0.389 0.360 0.358 0.347 0.325  0.341
BfME] /s 0.427  0.422  0.430  0.425  0.423  0.424  0.425  0.422
KoL MAP  0.260 0.397 0.379 0.367 0.375 0.370 0.340 0.342
GMM+ ASMs BfE] /s 0.424  0.425  0.424  0.428  0.425  0.425  0.426  0.422
(0. 396) Bhat MAP  0.336 0.395 0.404 0.406 0.418 0.415 0.407 0.403
BfE /s 0.421  0.423  0.423  0.427  0.424  0.423  0.423  0.423

5 SDTW J7 34 Lt o 28 o A5 70 AH (0L B85 0 5t R B 48 1F J5 1) e L 45 2R (0. 418) B F L 4 i) GMM. Jy
:(0.407) , H A 2 B 8] W B I AIG (| 263. 624 s BE & 0. 424 s) ., {H5 MFCC+ ASMs 4% 3 2 H (1
GMM+ ASMs M kb 76 K R A iR 7 46 — % 22 1 (0. 438, 0. 481), F [ Ay 5L A & ASMs i iy — 4
HMM R T —KEREERITTHE LR S EZM LR FE 2B . FLE - EXEFH ASMs
F LA HMM A Mg iE R 45 5 A — 4 WL S 80 B R E 1 TR

4 HRIE

AR SCHR ) — Bl T S AR ASMs i 55 17 51 (9 60 2R 7 12 » 1 S R e 0 9 O S 6 A R AR A 1 A
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Y5 ASMs BETY L AR HEAT I 2 880 0 MR 3R 00 P 1k 5 DX P B O R - RE RO 8 T ASMs PR RE 5 [A] I A1)
FHZ AR B4 i 1 45 ) 4 7 47 ) 56 MEED (1) 8 25 VS ey 75 6 2% 45 9 301 A 14 )5 51 . MED (148,
#r & Kol ASMs  HMM 22 5] (9 AR LR B B8 1 . AN SO B AT U e 1 0k T )5 3 B F1 SDTW Jr i%
2R B A AN AR L AR IE TR R R ST R S PR BEOR . A B SDTW T 4% Bl R B R 550 45 A SOOIk T
GMM {EAK T ASMs., it i A5 B0 AL E A4 S 19 AQH o 40055 A M 05 Y08 94 4 A Bl A7 A — o 22 1 I b R
ST 5T AT LR A5 e 50 RS B R B — R AR R

SE 3k
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