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Youn Jeong Lee, Ki Yong Lee

School of Electronic Engineering, Soongsil University,
yilee@cisp.ssu.ac.kr, kylee@ssu.ac.kr

=L

& =8dAe FAAYE A3t AU FAHAR B
A% (Robust Principal Component Analysis)& 2t 3HxQ)
A S AbEdch 23U FHARE B 53
EHE2 outlier’} EME AS X7 FoldA 7
A 2dg BBV Ao ARSE 71E9 PCA
UHE &4 Ao ARSI F2 FY outlierdl 2H
&4  Jdemz AT FAE BAEe AHEdY
outlier?] FEE ZAL Ak 33} B2 £34Y diagonal
GMM 3FA mixtwe TF A-SAHA doly A &
H2 530 20082 Y £ALE ALEEY J1E9
diagonal GMM 83} AR P2 AP A, AU
¥ BelA % 15% W 52 A5ES 92 7 AYch

L ME

HZ FU4 BAVIgo] 2HPe] ua}, AE T3
PDA Zo] FHRFAVNIIN 498 o) 4% 4 A
B A7 AFHZ AW, 252 pcBAANN UPHS
A A Eos€ Fulg 7170 A48 4= A
A2 Ae&E 5o FAE Ad sloriict

GMM(Gaussian Mixture Model) speaker verification™}
identificationZ #1381 Wol AN Z QU1[t]), PCA(Principle
Component Analysis)t 3-¥4t(covariance)d] Tf-gtd. 12
FHEE o83t thF HE de)EHE 2438 Y3
9 @ol AHE HI3 3UoH2). ¥1E GMME diagonal T
4 BEZ JIAERE, mixture 7 S5 E, SAWE )
HEFE 2 A4 4dFE FINZ F Aok 22y
S99 A7 mixture 71 Eolvtd, AL 93
A AgFLel We) 279 Bu opdl, Aatee] @

bz 4AZ FHol oA 89 2E, FE
< outlier’t SAWEe]l THE B HA &
& FE3}7] AHY3)

mald, £ =2 E outierrt £8E 53 wE 9
AR EAEA, ARe &4 JUE 237 Y3
o A% FAHAE E49H 7 A9 7€ diagonal
GMM &4 A2 o2 mixture T2 FEA7|E
WE Ak

B =89 742 G Zoh FAA4E Y3 1
e e 71E FAHE 24UH A FHE BY
He 2AFEG MIFAME Qe FAHE Z4HE
o] &g GMM WEg  AL{HIT, IvVEIME 7|8
diagonal GMM ¥} Add WHE 20089 1Y &
AEE ARRShe] AFAE "B oxgler HEL
ok '

3 2
¢ 5

o| 5}

ol FHE MY

L Z
I-1. F8E 48 (@Principal Component Analysis)

FAE BAUEPCAHE FHE X ={X, X, X,)
d g SAWE7 o] s @AYo YH WLFE
X, =ln,0,0x,] 2 74959 9 W, 42 Yy
A7 A2, FE) &4 Qo] I vt p B} A2 ixid
o MEE WE & FYR WEA T o[y, p, 00 E
SNV A% chEg By vgew Ay AR ¢4
g 73 Rel.

PCA= f,=[x,,x2,-~,xp], t=12,--,7 0N B Hg
C & Bag NRAe Y ¥y 98 Q7 & Axs
Al o, § YA ZE prxpFEA WE I, & 73
of @k BRASA I, & 24 2} naYHT o
ok,

k=]

Ly

=225~


mailto:yjlee@ctsp.ssu.ac.kr
mailto:kylee@ssu.ac.kr

s, =5A,007 )
i=1

A7l 4w Ty A 3ROy, v XN
Ay (A 2a,2024,) =12 pol FARE W 3
S8 AasE 2HHE)E, o) pxpsl AR
FY(QQ" =1)E o) Eth o|2RH, A JYd &
e ¥ o FAEL WE o dAE
Y =Q7X, 2
Z Ushd = At 971 Q"= ¥ & Y B A%
HEAS A4 277 pxpd HE Bigolnt,
ek k=pold, 99 A& ¥ oA ¥ o2 &4l
445 AA FEA) 100% ESEET € 5 At
ZREA Ve (422 2h 220, (kap)) L2
vrebd o, 4, 9 BE y 22 vehie] k-l 8
ZEE Q& Aggc
E,,:é;/l,v,uf, Azdzend, ®)

Q:=[U| U, vy 01] 4)

kAR EA% WEe 3y v&nS chede o)
7% % 9.
$a,
[= it )
31,

ol Puuge] &l Aol 2 ALH k-AY W
Adsd o 8 Fan,
£ =9X, 6)
2 FAHR AHE 92 + 9o

-2, Zelst FHE 249 (Robust PCA)

M-10] AEg 183 PCA HHS 39 outlierVt
TEY SAUEF A EAF3ct dapy, o) 72
7] Azt 2AYg FoldA outlier?t TFE SHYEE
A A =L ZAF FAE BHYE ARk

M Q7o) B AE C 9 24 WYV o438
S734eist BF HE Alojg A 4, & 7 ok

~\2

ey SAYE 9} H@ NE Aol Agr AAg
g, BvF 2148, Huber weight 3<°[5)
w, =1 d, <g;

W, =.q%(d’) d: >gs (8)

{

g HEstd A3 ZE outlierd ZA% I £4

C- Tt 9
l'=].wl‘
T - 2 - - T

- (& - OXX, - C

& 2™l e (1

w
=1t

& AAN B}
A10)ZRE Hgsy QT 8 T, 94 Ay
9 44 X, s FHE£ 48 79 SAE Aunz
b4 L=

¥, =QiX, | an
oL Zelzt F4FE EMEE ol GMM

&

I-1. GMM &&3-%

(@) Robust PCAE ©]-§-3F GMM

pAEE 7HAE AHE ™Mo #s HdEE
X ={X, X, X )2 £33 134 At BA F
BE S o) 83t FAHE e QL kB A{
o} o] & AME-SHe] FEEAIRF AR AR s AR 7}
FA(weight), HFHEi(mean vector), A 3 H(variance
matrix)E e d 5 Ak

O={p;. fy,Ly}, i=1..M (12)

kx p BE YA A3 Aanel o3 49 k-
2 gE FAR AE ¥y -onl € IR @
B8 kY FYE 9 YE 0|43 GMMY FAIEE

T
i =[]rc 16 (13)
=l

23 F Ui p1o) = MR dEURZ
9] 7}5E #eold

M
p(x,10)=) pbAY,) (14)
fel

A7\N, p(7)E kA ZHEAQE AR ARl R,
Zzte) A UEGS

b;{i’:) { eXD[—%{e ‘ﬁn)z’rf_le‘ﬁ}’-r)}] (15)

Ceiptt

B 98 5,9, TEY ¥F 5 e d5 U

GMM2 FEZE HUZ 7] 93 ML(Maximum
Likelihood)¥ 28] &S A48l 2dd steloje] 9) & &
=t MLE ©]83ld HelElE  EM(Expectation-
maximization)2 ©| g3t HIEAH o7 AAiste FES
KXt AFEE 715A, BE9E, 24 8L - 4
22 398 & 7 Ao

-226-



‘382l 7}F A(mixtare weight)
_=*-§:P(IH’ 8) (16)

tzl

BE T (mean vector)

= _ZLpilf.9F, amn
NI A

A 8 H(variance matrix):

IR A 2 (18)
T p17Y,.8)

A} & E(A posterior probability):

»

pibi(fl} 9

' }_",,9 = =
PO = B

G CMME A% APE mixture ¥
B =FoME speaker identifications Y8 Ao &
& AT A JegEe FAE &5 H€9 k- F
2 GMM AT AN M AY mixture $F 2NZ
o7 B3,

§,<% @, M=M-1 (20)

o BA mixred A A
‘%Oit: mixture®] 42

£ 4 A2 AFARE 3&5
& F mixweed] AFA p &
B3 ARt

ﬁg-—l—
M

Q1)
{c) &g AR LuYF cHAE

342 A8t robust PCAC) S48 GMM 21
&S €XMEE T"19] ettt background DBY
AN AR Ygeist BAdeE o)Rad AR 5
B HE 8] outlier EAE HAFLAYG AFHE L AL
o PCAE Ag3lo] HRYUE Y A4S FolI, HAY
8& 299 27132 background DBE AHESHATH

2. GMM €A E 33

Aze FA4ol 49 HQ, ERYH X § 7 H
background DBS RGNS ol &3l FAHHE
AEEZer] FYE de] ¥ & Feih

s% 2A 222 robust GMMY g,.9,,.-,6, & YEIN
I, A8 FHE HEE o]&3d GMMY Hu AbE
88 s 2 3IAA2E n E RS F AT

§ = arg prax T tog p(F(0)16,) @)

Spasch

| Feature Vecton.t,)

Robust
[l Covariance

- m——-

Oimension
Reduction(Y}

................ GMM
{Adjustment
number of Mixture)

rmememmim  seseescn

Snesksx' model
[=1-}

<TRAIN>

<Backgroud DB>

ZI¥}1. Background DBSL #34e] GMM && #A

Speech

Feature Vec(ov(X )E;
Transfcrm
Matrix ( _{ Y=07x F

_

Z¥2. Speaker idemiﬁeafion% A4 g5 Y

Iv. &8 & 23t

vl 4%

B oy At WHE AFEr {5t 2Pl
AbEE SAR 2008(HA 1147, |A 863) A4t
10712) Y do RAAL(F, L, 0, 7, A % HE S
of 488 22§ H 79~302 Ao Azt B4E F
T 23} 4 EEH wiolgolch &4 diojE FejiA
AUALRZ Heo| F& 9, o, 4 &, g& d4gsd
AP o) AFEATE 11025H22 MER ¢, £39¢
2 23434 LPC BAEHY 134 E dela PEEY S
AHESATE &4 Mﬂ A8k} haraming window?} AHg- 5}
Ax, @ ZAYS 908E FHE IR 104EE A S
Ak 2 A} 151011 =28 4702 A HolHE
S A m, 289 588 a9 &4 doEE
H B AFZSA 0. AAR TR BAY AL A%t
o3 Fugo] 95%oldel 172h98 Agsigit 4¥8 9

~227-



A outlierys: EAWE ZFQol 3~5%) P T
AL VY= A A AL

Iv2 A% 9 3%

200 $1A1e) &4 dlelB 2 7)EQ diagonal WHS

£ p-AHY GMM BRI F B E mbwred] F7F o
2 GMM i3 Agd PEE B mIHAH

E1E& 71¥ diagonal GMMS] ¥ 3, Agtd 2y e
d5E Jebd Aojtt. FFHE] outlie-E 0%, 3%, 5%
F7hete) Y SRE o, AGE Yool F 15% FE
258 A5 Rk 0%, 3% outlier® #7135 A%, A
tg W2 oF7te] outiiert SAY o MR FAJNA
o 2358 4%l A Jehded), o)z robust ¥
F& A1 outlier’t EAE o o B 5L UYEhdS
& 5 Ak =&, AL DA outtierd 5% FIHH
299 ARF Ao H+E vlndY 03%IEY Ao
7F Ak =3, 71&9 GMM B2 5%2] outlier 7}
Al GMM g B3 EAASIA £33 3k, outlier
7t EAE W robustd Wge) UL T+ At

2= AA 2009 349 oMM g dEe Azt
7 DB24l A= 4 A et} £ ek
Rojck At Pyje] SRHES] HFHY Ao F
7F A e SH5AYA GMU FALE AL
Al, EM €2 F2] jHE 3o o] Faso} 7
S e 2% A Z3ic DB2 A EHE g
el £ M o] 271 mixtwes, # ©] ZHEY mixture
T, p7t SRRH A Y, 7 FAE Heig] AdY o),
MsM, k<p o|EE ALY o) 71&2) GMMWH
Bt H2 A3 3ol 2

¥1. 7|¥ diagonal GMM2] 3}AH mixture &
23185 B Add P JF%)

wy Outlier 7} 0% 1% 5%
mjxt:ez:] o | 91:2500%) | 91.125(%] | 90.875[%]
GMM
nﬁmixb;f-] o8 92.375[%] | 91.875[%) | 91.375[%])
&"5‘;‘ ;C,;) 92.625[%] | 92.750(%) | 92.375[%)
¥2. 7129 Wiz At Wi
gFA12 R etiet
Kia! &A1 (sec) | DB22| maboel 5
GMM 252 MA-Mxp+M~p
Robust PCA 220 o A a
#YE ) MM+ Mk

(M 7] mivure®, M 2YE mixures : MSM)
ERIAEY MY, kFYE HEY AL k)

V. 28

2 =2dA Aekdt Wi =pd ul, 7129 diagonal
GMM Woz ofA) ¥4 Utk HAsit s/ e 2¥E
mixture$} p=25 2 71ES diagonal GMM ¥ Al
dE WP R 9, FF Aol 126%7F F2HA
2, MM, k<pol22 B§A meide $8 Y #
ATt AAE WP ARG SN B} 42

outliert A & w ¢ F2 AFEL /I AUdH
W o) Aol 71E2 diagonal GMMEHH R Y ¢F 1.5%
AT SRR, Hid vehd 4L HZ FU99
Stab A4 FokelrMe) AY Ao v FUEL © F
2 AFol ohch ol gl AH4R 4 HAE
of AMg-g 2472 Azkate] Wl Ee LAY g
fAo] AHgE 24T HAEd Algd 4L g
B0} speaker identification 3H1E @l 7)FE diagonal GMM
W2 100[%) AFEE Ve a2k, GMM %
Fell Azt B8l wE FHAE g Qe o dF
7} B R}

{!1] Reynolds, D.A., and Rose, R.C., “Robust Text- Independent
Speaker Identification Using Gaussian Mixture Speaker
Models”, IEEE Trans. SAP, vol. 3, No. 1, 1995, pp. 72-83

[2] Liu, L., and He, J., “On the Use of Orthogonal GMM in
Speaker Recognition”, JCASSP, Proc., 1999, pp.845-849

[3] Changwoo, S., KiYong, L., Joohun, L.,“GMM based on
local PCA for Speaker Identification”, Electronics Letters, Vol.,
37, No. 24, 22™ 2001, pp.1486-1488.

(4] Croux, C., and Haesbroeck, G, *“Principal Component
Analysis Based on Robust Estimators of the covarance or
correlation matrix: Influence function and efficiencies”,
Biometrika, Vol.87, No.3, 2000, pp.603-618

[5] P.J. Huber, Robust Statistics. New York: Wiley, 1981.

-228-



