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7 el D 7= 8 DRRFE A 53 4 D 52 51 FH FLIE i i R A il 7

OXTIMER, (ZZEH - MERRu), EEHEn, V—Yatd b, N"—Y—Y a3 (MERL)

1 [ELC®IC

HR AT O BITIE, DT LV —Lib bk
HEOLHE) %2 B Z 5 - O ICENREEI MHb N5,
5 C. KREHEHISHT (linear discriminant analysis;
LDA) [1]1Z & b, EiEREE 2 Rouiils U 72 R
EHWDZLEHS, LDA IR, 77 AMBHD 2 F
AWZHUZN T e AT 5, 7A@, 2
VIFAMREERET VRS EN N, R AR
EHERE S 2 DI Bl ORISR IR PR AT B, —
Ji T LDA ORFD—DI13E 2 7 ADHLSHAEL W
EWVWSREICH D, ZORIMZERENS 572dI, #
I3 ECEI 534X 52 3 BGRIEZ HI A 43 M7 (heteroscedastic
LDA; HLDA) MgEINTW3 [2, 3, 4],

LDA % 5 —DDORFUE, &Rkt
KEERTHIENTERNEZAILH D, FHRE
B RMM R HRE, HHEFICE U R RS
Z&TH5, LDA FREEROMAM [ LS5
ZEIZHFET AN, BE&HIC Lo THI LT WY
FALHHUIZS W (TRDBERLPTV) 77 A
ZRAFIZHE->TUE S, BN TIEOBREDERIZ
& o T, WREHER DR A2 Z R U 72 R 5 O
R, BEETI, BEEEMEENFE VW73 %
TERRRIRIZENTHEZ DAL FASNTET
W5, #ilZIE, HAEMEHERKE (maximum mutual
information; MMI) F£¥E [5] & U < 13 &FZEGR 0 m/Mb
(minimum phoneme error; MPE) 3% [6] 23%# D
Y LTk fibhd, Znsid, SHAMOL AR
IWTDMYDNR =V 2ERET 5 & T, Wilkdric
o TiOHELRBZMINT 52 L ITHERZ YT
BIeNTEDL, NTA=XPED DD+ kG
BIE, BRI OFRMERIZEIVT WD,

PR EEZ UL, —RIICHEITI e A 72y
MEIZE DEBEIN S, LDA I$H—FHIK DML G4
TA 7y MHIZZR W, SR, SEBIRFRIEE
(7] TIE, FIOICREEZEM 2 W < D O
DEL, BHIBICR L2 EET S 5, HLDA O

REFIREEO IR EZHAET I, &
AR DOHBMEREZET 572012, LDA 2 MMI ¥
BRI E D E PR 5, REEORMIZ, PARD
fRnfgFons e e, +aMEtREOFERS 22 H
FTHREITHOZ Lo, FEEIPfiFERI L TH S,

AR TIIMDIZ, 2 H T, HEKD LDA [1] 1220
T, FITHR[2, 4] i@ TV B Rt SRR 3,
IZ MMI W & BHER%E, 3RS, 4 HilzBW
T, 2DODERRDZXAIT, REEOEMEE KT,

2 =/ LDA

tZEHD T L —LDnIXTEDASIREEE, ©, € R®
&3 %, LDA Tl =EREE D7 L —
LERGUREEZ AT 5, LDA[L, 412k 0,
K DRNRT DR R y, € RPIZEHII NS,

Y = Ail?t (1)

ZZTARLDAICKZEMITHTHY, TDRT
ldpxn(p<n) TH%, LDA OFFMfliBIEUX

|ABAT|

AW AT| @)

arg max
A

DEdSiz5z6oN5, ZZ2TTI3EE,. B e RvXn

YW e RV ZZTNEN, 2T ARG E 2 5
ARBEAFFITH D, & (3) LV EREND,

1 X X X X
B= WZNJ%(N;‘)T — ()"
i Vi 55
N,z

ZIZT ps & XXk DR bV S EITHIT
Hb, N; 13 jBREDI 7 AET 2ERH. o~ 1
P ETOFATHS, 77 A jITHLT, puf & %
BT LS EEINS [4,

N; =Y i(j)

W =

MPE £H4EIZ 5D < HL5R T 5 MPE-HLDA (8] X% L1 ,

72 MPE(feature space MPE; £-MPE) [9]. MMI- #:=Rg§;wdﬁmt (4)

SPLICE [10] & \Wo 7z FEMERINT WS, TD & L1 . T et

> A, VTR D R U E BB L T 5. %=, 2w - )
*Sequential maximum mutual information discriminative training of linear discriminant analysis for speech
recognition, by TACHIOKA, Yuuki (Mitsubishi Electric Corporation); WATANABE, Shinji; LE ROUX,
Jonathan; HERSHEY, John (MERL).
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ZIZT. Y())IEI A jOEATHY, ¢, 27 T A
BEATY B, N2 LDA Tk, 77 ZADED
ér“c j=I1t) THEZRONBEZ N6, P (f) IF

()

DESIZEHZIND, 22T, §lFZuzxvh—0F
NERTH B, ?%4%%@jﬁHMM@%%§%E
fMorontnwsdiy . HMM E®FMZ L BT 5
VAN 7717/\}1/2:5@553‘50

LDA Ofi#ld, —MbEAMHEMAE6 %= [11). p L
X TOBEAM A\ (CHISTBEERZ ML of, TA
DITEMOH B Z L THELSNDS,

Bv = \Wwu (6)

Kumar 512 &> T, ¥R LDA &, LR H#ETO
BE{b L A UMERED Z L AREINTVWS 2, 20
MIETIX, ETNVIT gy, = Az, IZBWTREBHKIFED S
aefio, — /AT, BRIy, = Alw, TOF
BentiIREBHEKFTH B, 2T A’ € R(n—p)xn
DEITIE A DELT L ERBRIZD

Kumar D 5L T, %ﬁ@ﬁ?fﬂﬁﬁgﬁ

FMIK —1n P(Y, w,) (7)

BEHEZDHI LT, ZOfEERE HMM €T VDA
—WLT BN TESL, ZITY ={y;, -} FZE
PREEAN Y PLVORY, w, IZIEMHBGET NV TH
B, ETNNTA—R O 1T 2WMBIATD LS
12725,

8]:MLK

OFMLK  J1np(y,
Z Z 5 géy 1) (8)

Inp(y:l4)
—ZZ

Z 2T p(yely) 1d HMM AREE j TRAD T o N7 fR
THb, ZOWMAMEZ 0L LTH IZOVWTHSZ L
T, REj LT, A (4) TR T REMHKF
DR HAKE D, ZOBIZK (5) 1

3mpwb)

(9)

be(3) = 7(J) (10)

DEIITEFEIND, T ITy(j) I FIEMRHEFET )L

T 2 HBMERTH D, ZHIFEFED LDA [H
Bk, —MALEAERE (6) i L vk E S, X (5)
LT e, REFHBEMWRIZLEZY T NI TR
Vo7 THDBENRLD, Baum-Welch 73V X
EOHEEINEZEF IR LT, LEdd LDA #
PRI VERIIEINS ZETAMEIM -GS
XS %,

_38_

3 XRIIBEIERE

2HID & D R AFE TR X 7120 U TRl
RETFNEIE ST, FEETNAUNTA—-XDFEHE L
IEH‘%\ BB DOM Y HAIZ KD W T — R DOEAD

ﬂ#u%f%é]ﬂA@?%@@’% B

&A{t LDA

%@T 7 <, FEETILO MMI #ZEEELL
T, FHMmEE
MMI P(Y,w;)
F =In 72 PIY,w) (11)

DREED T T 4 ADHERER yfon 2 EFTHNET
HO, ThzeFEBTLEEEEZ. K5O MMI LDA
(sequential LDA; sLDA) & ERZ &i24 5, T T,
w R L D i En BB TH B, K (11) D6,
IZBES 2450 1&. MMI-SPLICE [10] 354 & Ak,

]:MMI IMMI

ZZ 8lnp(yt|j)
Olnp(y:|7) 09,

’EZE:A 8mpyM)

DES1mD, THEAUOHEEE. R (4) &R
() = AI(t)) £ BEMRER TS, A,
. A (11) DFIZBI S 2 FRMER L RN
T2 FEMER yden DFESF A, =y yden ©H 5,
Ay(5) FEITZRD 5 5D T, lE OHLEE Baum-Welch
FATY XATR. A, () BREMBIERS & 512 THL
TWB, ZZTRAIEIZ, S5A—Za(0<a<l)
ZEAL, DRI () OEESVETHD 5,

(12)

num __

den

vy (4) (13)

V() = ") —

K (10) 1 ¢ (j) = () ICHIETHDT, a =0
DEEIF, ZTNIEFA (10) & T 5,
%%&uLDA’V7bﬁ%@%Emum%mzk
LDLIFINTE 5, RSV EMOBEITHILT S
yden () A 1LITEWT — RIZR LT \méw%&#
HEOND, ThTLD, FEERIC LA T
FHET—XOEADVFEIND Z L1 J;é L

3.1 I-smoothing DfER
& (13) 15 400) = (1— )™ () + al(j) O &
WHESET I TES, ZoAE, EN0HEE
( ) &2 T AT NV DREMESR () & N
a TEBELZLMIRTE S, LoT, NTA—X
a<1eTNE alTXVEFHEZFHSIENTE
%, ZNIEFXEEETIVOHAFEE TR b T
% I-smoothing DF% [6] L BET 5,

125 2438 B 1 MMI (230 EAIZE A
ATH->T, IKRELTRIENREDTH S,

BEZITLD
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4 EREREER
4.1 HEREH

REEZEOEMMZ, 2 DD R AT %o THEMD
7z HAGEGG LS —/$2 (CST) &5 2 [a] CHIME
FrLvy bIv T 213 Thb, RiEIFELfHb
T\ B K FEEE (Fd 1 2 1% T0Kk) M AT &
AT ThH5B, 3EDTA MLy bHRHFEEINTE D,
# 10 FEE ORI ORFEN E I ND, TAMEY b
1. 2, 3i&. FNEN 22,682, 23,226, 14,896 FEHH
K%, HEETIVIIRALMEIZEDFRE L, 0~12
RO MFCC & £ D 1R - 2 IROBYRF R % i - 7=,
3V T F A MEF HMM OJRERIE 3,500 & L, H
7 A 45348 DREUE 96,000 TH 5,

BEIZ. RES XOREDVH 2B TO S AR
DRz FiisT s Z L2 HRE LTWD, HREERE
B2 (5k) DL % ik T, Wall Street Journal @
A LT TH L, BEIIFEEETH D, FHKMH
A0 X N7z (isolated) & ICERE AY SN I =
{-6,-3,0,3,6,9}dB TEHEINT V5, ZDOXAZ
KD, RED SLDA OB E N EHRFR X A2 TOD
A RAET B & L b ic, BEETIL (HYAEE
£ 7 )V (Gaussian mixture model; GMM) & ZEJE ffif%
[ #4418 (deep neural networks; DNN)) O#fnIl% 5 X0,
K 22 1A 73 (feature-space boosted MMI; f-
BMMI [9]) & 5% % Mlon & ot 7= BE DA A % i
ALY %, HETDMIIEDIINAF USRS [14] 1T &
DEEIMEI N, B—F vy 2 VOEFRZNREL
7z Kaldi ¥ —)VF v b [15] & F 4 » CHIME F ¥
Ly VDD L ZR—Z T 1 v OFEY — b
[14) 2RI H U=, #8Ey b (83 3%, 6,921 Faf.
125,095 HEE) 134 SNR TH@ETH D, HFEEY b
(si_dt-05)(10 &, 409 ¥3h. 6,779 H3E) & L OFF
fifiz v b (siet_05)(12 G5&. 330 F&dkh. 5,353 High) 1
SNR ZkiZHEINTWS, HMM OIREEIE 2,500
T, AU ASRHEOKENL 15,000 TH 5, DNN OFH
(21 Kaldi @ nnet2 OFEHE % ffi> 7z, DNN ORENE
I3 l, 2HTIMAIA=&H D, YIHOFHE
H130.01 & U, FEHOMBIZMIF T 0.001 F TR
Wi, NR=AT A v ORHERIL, 0~125tD MFCC
XD IR - 2IMOBNFFEETH 5, LDA RITHK
RAREZH (maximum likelihood linear transforma-
tion; MLLT) [16, 17) #4757z, MLLT (¥, LDA & &
HIZEKHVWO NS RHRLEHRTIETH S, CHIME
RAZIZI, FEE IS TR GiEEIGZEHE (speaker
adaptive training; SAT) & ¢8R 22 [H B LR [A]
(feature space maximum likelihood linear regression;
fMLLR)) %\ 7z,
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Table 1 WER of the conventional LDA (a = 0)
and the proposed sequential maximum mutual infor-
mation LDA (sLDA) with different smoothing fac-
tors a on the CSJ database.

a | testl test2 test3 | Avg.

LDA 0 | 2042 1795 19.22 | 19.20
0.120.39 17.81 19.49 | 19.23

0.3 ] 2047 1793 19.28 | 19.23

0.5] 2044 1781 19.14 | 19.13

0.7 20.40 17.83 19.03 | 19.09

1.0| 20.51 17.68 18.77 | 18.99

LDA 0 | 19.09 16.31 17.21 | 17.54
+MLLT 0.1 19.13 15.96 17.23 | 17.44
0.3 19.08 15.91 17.07 |17.35

0.5 19.04 16.12 17.25 | 17.47

0.7 19.09 16.03 17.11 | 17.41

1.0 18.90 16.24 16.94 | 17.36

Table 2 WER|[%] for isolated speech (si_dt_05) of
the CHiIME challenge with different as using ML
acoustic model for noisy speech recognition with

noise suppression by prior-based binary masking

(SLDA+MLLT).
a |—6dB —3dB
0 [64.64 54.24
0.1/64.64 53.81
0.3 64.88 53.72
0.5/ 64.71 53.84
0.7]64.48 54.43
1.0/64.36 54.29

0dB
46.35
46.45
45.58
46.20
45.88
45.01

3dB 6dB 9dB

37.91 32.75 28.96
38.65 32.75 29.15
37.13 31.89 28.43
37.81 32.25 28.81
37.51 32.44 28.69
37.81 32.59 28.96

Avg.

44.14
44.24
43.61
43.94
43.91
43.84

4.2 CSJ

F£1IZlX, CSI XA DEBHEREZRLTWS, M
BEIINRT A =R @ ITKFTHH DD, 2RMICIRED
SLDA [ZHE3KD LDA (o =0) & b BHREL M ELT
B0, MLLT L flAELERIGEICEENTH S, K
FORUZREOEETIE, sLDA BT 0.21%.
MLLT &#AH LG ITIE 0.19% Dkl T D
WER DA 515,

4.3 HE2B CHIMEF+v LYY hSv 2
F2WIXCHIMEF ¥ LYY by 2fifty
b) TORERZRLTWD, AHiTld, MLLT & 0FH
LTWa, SFERIZ, a>03 DL EIZ, HEHERHO

Table 3 WER][%] for isolated speech (si_dt_05) us-
ing ML and discriminatively trained acoustic model
(bMMI) with feature-space discriminative train-
ing (f-bMMI). LDA4+MLLT (upper), SLDA+MLLT
(lower).

—6dB —3dB 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB
64.64 54.24 46.35 37.91 32.75 28.96
63.39 52.54 44.56 35.60 30.98 28.10
60.92 50.41 41.76 33.59 29.56 25.90
ML [64.88 53.72 45.58 37.13 31.89 28.43|43.61

bMMI |62.75 51.78 44.24 35.92 30.80 27.32|42.14
f-bMMI|60.27 49.26 41.08 32.95 28.63 25.17|39.56

Avg.
44.14
42.53
40.36

ML
bMMI
f-bMMI
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Table 4 WER[%)] for isolated speech (si_dt_05)
with speaker adaptive training, speaker adapta-
tion (fMLLR), and minimum Bayes risk decod-
ing (MBR). LDA+MLLT (upper), sLDA+MLLT
(lower).

—6dB —3dB
59.94 47.93
56.90 45.79
52.93 42.62
52.65 42.04
52.78 42.50
47.34 36.33
59.21 48.40
56.14 45.51
53.09 43.34

0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB
39.83 33.01 28.00 23.47
37.60 30.31 26.15 21.74
34.59 27.63 24.27 20.24
33.75 27.05 23.74 19.91
34.08 27.05 24.13 20.12
28.96 23.40 20.03 17.05
39.28 32.41 27.72 22.86
36.69 29.55 26.08 21.33
33.71 27.16 23.93 19.78
52.60 42.51 33.03 26.38 23.34 19.18|32.84
52.91 41.81 32.56 27.73 24.31 19.68|33.17
47.31 36.13 28.49 23.50 20.00 16.57(28.67

Avg.
38.70
36.42
33.71
33.19
33.44
28.85
38.31
35.88
33.50

ML
bMMI
f-bMMI
+MBR
DNN
bMMI
ML
bMMI
f-bMMI
+MBR
DNN
bMMI

Table 5 WER[%)] for isolated speech (si_et_05)
with speaker adaptive training and speaker adapta-
tion (fMLLR). LDA4+MLLT (upper), sLDA+MLLT
(lower). In this table, DNN is DNN with boosted
MMIL
ML
f-bMMI
DNN
ML

f-bMMI
DNN

—6dB —3dB 0dB 3dB 6dB 9dB
50.91 41.64 33.89 26.30 21.61 18.85
44.54 35.91 29.24 22.31 17.77 15.88
37.98 28.26 21.86 17.71 12.61 11.75
50.46 42.05 32.80 26.42 21.22 18.61
44.85 35.05 27.69 21.43 17.34 14.74
38.63 27.54 22.55 17.37 13.23 11.69

Avg.

32.20
27.61
21.70
31.93
26.85
21.84

PEREDSH ELTE D, a = 0.3 DA ITHRS ENE
(0.53% DX T D WER DAKJK) BR SNz, F£ 1
B 203N S, 2 0ODRLBEFBIMA AT
BT, HEED sLDA 2EKD LDA IR THENT
W3 Z BRI NI,

£ 312k, FEETILOHNTFE (bMMI) & L
R 22 R 2238 (E-bMMI) OFEREZRL TV 5,
MHEDBZETH, SRR FHREREZIGEL TV
5, Dbl EOMMI DEEIZEETH D, HMEHMET
0.8%D WER DK 5Nz, fREELEE -bMMI
DOHAEDLEIZ LD, M AMERER ERR SN2
LT D, TAUXIRRIEIC X B PR3 JE A
£bMMI O K WHIHME L 722> TH D, & b IEME 2R 5EIE
WHED K ET Y V&0 AR A B B
AN ERBLTWVS,

F4 L5 IFHFEEY b EFHiizy M TOD SAT, M-
LLR & DNN €7V Z#E L TWad, DNN ¥ 25 A
DOl v MM 5 R MERR I T U725, $2
FIEIZE D, 5 DD SNR &M THFER v b OFGRME
fEzm bEIEs L HIiT, fHlity MZBWTH P
@ SNR &4 (-3, 3 B X 9dB) TR D[
ERR SNz, BEEIZLD, FHT 0.9%(HHH)
D WER OKJEANE & 17z,
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5 HHYIC

A TIE, RFIDO MMI FEEIZEDE, LDA %
IR T 2 HEEZRE U7z, REEIL, FHEEMNEEO
LDA Y RZET/NE L, VI DOREN K EE
KDBEH D DEEDATHEG LW HEID L, K
R P R & B N ek D X A 7T BN
T, REFEOEIMERMER LU, BEETIR, —R1L
E A AR & 0 EROMHBE S N5 mhs, o
PEER Baum-Welch £ ABLIEIZ & 5 Hod{b Fikiz &
DL BRI R AL e e, 5%IE. Tho Dl
FRME % BERINIZE R T 5,
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