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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose the HMM with the MIN module. Because initial and
re-estimated variance vectors are important elements for performance in HMM
recognition systems, we propose a method which compensates for the mismatched
statistical feature of training and test data. The MIN module function is a
differentiable function similar to the sigmoid function.- Unlike a continuous density
function, it does not include variance vectors of the data set. The proposed hybrid
HMM/MIN module is a unified network in which the observation probability in the
HMM is replaced by the MIN module neural network. The parameters in the unified
network are re-estimated by the gradient descent method for the Maximum Likelihood
(ML) criterion. In estimating parameters, the variance vector is not estimated because
there is no variance element in the MIN module function.

The experiment was performed to compare the performance of the proposed HMM
and the conventional HMM. The experiment measured an isolated number for speaker
independent recognition. '
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1. 4 &

g4 Aol Agsn
A

NE AEAD oA FTo] 7Y Ad2E Feolt. olq F
AE AT 71AZe] BAST

FUoz olgstEis 44 Jg] UAY AEAY, BE
A FY AW Ae BHoE A AY £4 @ ¢ w2A wye Fon oln 53 Eol
A4 AgHez 48ssn Utk Ty Bo GFE FoblMg o 4HA FHANE
AAAE 4ol BUE TUE Poro AT ¥ AN4FE ATAE $4A4 A2
9ol el €

$4A4e AN AgdE VR A4RY R A4PEe T BF A6 wet

cBARRAAY T BB
e QSR AAF



12 438 A7 43 (2000.12)

£

9 b 2RE2 UE £ Ut 3G duHez o4H $4U48 AdAE A%
24 2 BASY 21 HEF ol U $4A4 xR THo) SwEojor @

o 54U WwRle BE E2RE S4Y goje disl A AERE wEA A4
2z 3t SAFe] e 53 A3t dEH 93 FHZ(template based approach)

ok

_t:L

A3} 2334 acoustic-phonetics)d |4 9] -—]611 S4E Y 43 Ao &
¥ HZ(knowledge based approach)®¥ o] ok EF Ao Uveld & & A9
Mg BEHoZ FAHsA AYsE FEHA A S(stochastic approach) Wz Q7ke)
P& FeHoz RUYY AF A% L (artificial neural network)E o] 43 Wy
5ol Atk A, AN HHY FFE FAH WY BRdo] FFE oF 1 Qi &
%], HMM(hidden markov model)& &2 HIHHe vz 43 54 2 A0y
TE d@ 2439 $54 2L A QHeR LolF FHAL Xz Yt w
A, 038 Zo] AH Wol FEAE e HAHE W F2 4L E.?J"i"i
a4 7hg 9 ALEE BE F shdeln-3)l.
‘ HMMel i@ 7€ stebule] /fde] 88 78w olle 2 29 e Wiy
017 91¢ 477t AP k. HMMS AHE3ld 3 W S48 2 =dsd
T Qe Ee Z Yz W o] tid "oixE o] At walA, HZdE o8
RAGAY B2E ¢ e BYoz AQaYg o&dele A7 AEHT A J}
T ecd YYPessE "‘%‘ﬁi‘%ﬂ AAY YRR HEdohE 54 o] &3l MLP
(multx layer perceptron)[5] ¥ RBFN(radial basis function network)(6] & W2 A&
e Aojth & HITWHezE 53 AU S Asted Jge A2 @G B
d& Mt AIAA 9 JHE A8 TDNN(time delay neural network)® ] =
(feedback) Q7] 758 AR 4173 2 F(recurrent neural network) 58 olgsdE
dT= 9»1“:]'.' s, ol AN E AR 2de) AP Fokx AHAY HFo|7) uEo
HMM3 733 29& 23t 449 FHE Hdna s d77 s @23 8
H1 d. =3 HMME 743t 49 Fevge &2 B2dd W a9 2d9
Z&& U2 3= ML(maximum likelihood) 54 WH[2]9A4 tt& RAEL &4 13
o] 3y 2o 29 &S AR st Wgoz A7/ AYs 3 gk 53], A5 A
BE HYF 3+ MMI(maximum mutual information) ¥ MDI(maximum discrimination
information) ¥, 28 &g HolE S AP RdS 4AFA 94 FIY E£FY &
£2 74A7]E MCE(minimum classification érror), GPD(gradient probability descent),
CTl(corrective training), MSE(mean sequare error) ¥ £ M2 ¢ 71234 =90
T3 A7t AYHZ gl

A X

o

£ eBe HUMSH 42327 AT BT AL HUMAHS) FARRES U5
49 TE UE BHE ol8€ 29 BF 48 AHY AY Liel 29 TAE 2

AR 2TE ol &3t F5 g TN A Aolth ol AAYNzFozE FAB
HAHAN dF5E Hagetes Z=H didel 2ER £& Hasle LVQ ?——J”’ﬂég
o] ez AHetd GLVQ(generalized LVQ) WEHQAMI7]14Y MIN 2L o] &3l
o olg & MIN E§& Foj2 #&Ed uid &8 &S FA87) 9ste] AgEy



MIN 2E& zte £9< Hidden Markov Model 13

HMM®) dhte] PHaszA Agec ALE MIN E5¢ 2E HMMe vy F
Be ML 712448 A3l 7127) ZApde o8l 2485t AQY MIN 258 2
© HMMS| 9445 MBE A3 MIN BEUFS 54 % IS HIM 2983 ¢3
of ¥ £l U@ APYF AW Ao -
2 =R PAL 08 2o 2B HMMO Bjatd. 71&aRen, 386X HMM)
¥ 2% 8§ %58 A7 AUEY ¥W¥ BF 5¥0 $4¢ MIN 2 S 0@
HMME Adee, 4%ol4 AL HMMS 45%7AE Sl a3 &5 £ st
o A448% L AHE AN 5FelN B w2 dE Bated 1E@rh

2. Hidden Markov Model

rir

HMME A3 A& e 3 722 A0 & Ay wzlg 243
Holgg adgln 7 AudAMe £3 &2 FAHY, JHdA &8 G52 oA
AstErle] whel o)Ab(discrete) ¥, A< (continuous)®E X, £ % (semi-continuous)® X
HMMe 2 EFETH3]8]. o4t HMME oA e @& &9 &Eo] oA 54 @
o2 FHHY, d& HMMS Fo7 S445 g I3 34 glo] A+ e &4
HE S JUE AT & UEE 9% 88 IUE & ALY X3, 2945 HMMS
o]At HMMe] #E3t3 ¢4 HMMY &8 4k F+E £33 %‘EHEH zde FH
< 3 gz B 5 g

olxt HMMell A 9] #&E L& m=H oz Ry Fofxl EQYE d&3te HFY 2=
e Ale d7) & Foid EAMEHe I=ds WE Y f-F2dA(Euclidian) A
HEE ol gste 7HF #AE AP & Re ZEAESY AAE ol HMMeIAM Y 9474
S4B B2AZ AL Ao 28 B A(1)FH Zo] EAY & Atk

s

X

b,-(O,)= b](k)-’:P(O, Vg | = ]) V= I'l_'lin,,,‘ d(O;, 1),') (1)

A7\, 1<i<K, K-=codebook =7}, v; = codeword

A4 HMMOIOlAME 98 FAg A8 H23837] Yo ‘%"i‘.‘l@}% 2¥E 4
BEXZ2 #HF3Y BE dEe 2E5 B={b(x) | 1</<N}e] HE]& Zer) o x=
AAZAA 5% 54 9H AAE e (e 35 HET 29 x+dx Aboldl U
S FEE Uit Ho) FEH &3 F8& FAHY A8 p(nd FE V= 58
Gaussian, Poisson, Gamma, Cauchy $¢ o8 712 & I= FF2 A8 + U} o
oA Aol HolAd WFd At dr Tt /M g AHEE 3 3lH(10]. £3,
el e A AE AFEAE Fn T JbeAS EF B E(gaussian mixture
density)® W3 | FE FEZ ZAEE £ dvke AFEE A3 A7) g g
Hol & 2y oo A§sich. 7heAd EFLES H@)9 2ol XEE = Ut

do i



14 SA a8 A7H A43 (2000.12)
b,-(x)= gl Cik bjk(x) = gl Cik N(z, i, 2 j/.) (2)

A7A, Mx,p, 2)e BTHE pdt EA4E D& 7HAE 7H9AS 2 @5l £,
MANE FA45 e EF 229 WA B9 7HF5A ¢ HQ)E LEFH ok @t

g:lc,-/,=1, c,-,,ZO. ISjSN. 1<ksM ’ 3)

q71M, ME& mixture FolR N& Zel9 Fojrt. 7h¢AL EF =& A4} 2L A
B x3E ey

[ _bnar=1, 1<jsN 4)

94 HMME oj4 HMMS #2 &&3t% 94 HMMS 7H5-A¢ 9% 358 &
g3 Pelolt(l]l 294 HMME BE 2d3 AedA FHHE LAY 719G &8
W Z Fuds 7H¢AG FEYEEY 7HFANE ZAGdE EFYEASF(mixture
density coefficient)oll 93] 948 &4 EHE& FEHo2 wdiyse £F FE8& 73
o 244 HMMOlM 9 £ #8¢& 3cHe acgert d4 &8 Uk ¥42 589
o, e s,=700M FAEE w7 e BEE HG)2EE AMddd

bj(x) = gl P(vlz I Sl=j) : N(x, Hik, Ejk) (5)

AB)AAM FtAIL D= T N(x, gp, 2 )% Markov 48l s,7F A2 Egoletd 2(6)
I ZA 4.

bD= T b N unT) = B e Nwun TD ©

714, bik)e BH joA kA ZEHET FEE JAFE(EE Y TE AF)E
e, Le 2= A7), u8 I,5 44 kA == P Eeis ZAHEE
vetdch, £d4 HMME o|A HMM9] @AM VQZ UAs #Aste #3 e 9
F& 48 /A9 Zed=2 e #F HEHE RdyFoeRA F2d 5+ 3, 9%
HMMe| @M Z=HEE M2 FHTe2A Ave £& Zistd Adde 2
2A = ok webA, Agd g vlolE g AT QojA Fd4& HMME ©E F

5



MIN 25& ztE £9< Hidden Markov Model 15

A 2dY $de FHE AT £ 3ol HMME o83 S4UA4H A4 HMM o
7o) go) AHg¥ T o

3. MIN 2 5% Z+ Hidden Markov Model

HEEEE ol&F 7IE9 HMMAA S5 R HZE dold tid FAH SA4
el7b A& o ZHHAIG WE FolAe BA 23R R HMMAAME x7] selvgE
e AN 2" Aol w¢ UAY 222 480 oo Y ATFES] WY ot
(11]. & =&FodAde 719 7HAd 25 358 AZ g2 A 71w g2 o
A ste] AbR-@C o]0 A2 MIN 25 ¢§48 TEd MIN EE5S A48 &
Z¥E8e TIE e FHLALEAM HMMS ZAgste AAs2%e 3 ddz H74
Sk w3 7187 ZAEE o438t HMMT MIN 2E9AM 9 Z sevel g A3
o2 HAzete WUE AXTH.

H

31 MIN 2E& zt= HMM (Hybrid' HMM/MIN module)®] FZ

/1€ £44 HMMS Z$ &3 29 52 H6)% Zol o4t HMMY &E4(EE
R UE 741#)4 A4 HMMY 7H$A¢ 9% &7 38 g2 E8H9, &5 o
olEl & o|&3te] FaHEst EAHH «1611 27) 2dggr} :LEM SAH §4 A
ol7} & F dlolg FdolA, sF dlolHE JAd AE $FE ol&dd FFE o
ol (F R ZAE)E T odlojE v ud AT mdde) A £ gow §
2 B3 SheAt B3E8YErt £ HEE Fied A 2 ¢ AUk

A¢E MIN ZEE 3t= HMM2 7I€9 44 HMMOA £8 & 7317 A9
A EE ZHEAIY 2 g AABYETY A ke MIN 28 48 diAsty &
A BdA g FF 2 FAe] EAAE sHhstnA g} oo LEFY FE Hi
8lE VQE AAEr HAstd dAE GLVQWIIAMe MIN 2§ 2 MIN 2 §+8
st sl HMMoA o] FAR8ARA Ao, ddstd ¥ Fui2 219 13 2
ot MIN BE2 == F H2ze 7IAE ==& e} Hdlo & 27 T RAe
2 JYx=9 MIN BEE84 181 28552 FAUT MIN 2EdA A (=
E9E) k= [ dEAge AMF o] Fojd BEY x% HFHH(Z=HYE) Aol g

g44dd AgE o439 741’&?}14

— 2
L=l wll = 3 2t @

o714, D #&5499 z<(dimension)F& YERAT} ol9} Ze] A4t®E MIN REQ
Vex= ge 4@ 2e MIN 2F 958 o4 B3 28%¢ $8==2 A9
A g



16 LA 7 ATH A4E (2000.12)

- -1 -
M(k)— u']];Lk 1+ e..(]ﬂ..]‘)/a , u=1,2,...L (8)
=2 [1 Fu® ©

qAA, Flu, k)=*1—1—e‘%m7; o]t}

State node

Ci
g - 8 D M@
s MIN Module =7/
N T S
\ ST \)/

] ’//X\ 7 \\ T~
R 9 Q ¢ fe=bemul

* | ;
O O - O O %, : Codeword
~_ il

29g 1. MIN 25¢ 2= HMMY 72

A@®A 1,2 MIN 259 A Qs golu, o= Aamols F4¢ BHsIY
9 £g FAAsE F5olth Bt 0=02 A%, 4Y =SE FolN ndA 9 o)
71 Add M(n) =10} 53, & M(m)E EF 0] 8tk E3 650018 Mn)E 12
e kg ZHAY Uniz M(m)e 0nth 2 g zHA gk Ag" FolAde o= A7)
2RE doj7 APty IEYE =29 JHREL o &3 JU0)F 2o Fo st
Agget,

_‘f_l_ _ =1l — 2
o= L 1=11“ Ix ”x uz” (10)

714, LS IEH=(FIHEH) == £& deldot. HMMA A9 &3 29 gte



MIN 2 && 72t £9% Hidden Markov Model 17

MIN 259 ERLE AT Ho Foz JAFH Zo] Addr

bJ(X)= glc,-k . M(k) (11)

[ _owar=1, Z.lcfl, 1<j<N 12)

HADAMN Mk BZUE 29 £ AR Z=Y=9] FEHEH 4,8 2= MIN 25 &
Folth, MIN 2E9 &8z& HMMe] 4(12)% & AT4E 7tz o) 7129 MIN
BEoAS FFE BHo) THEA F=r) o] AL vIHY FL 727 A 2A
dtol #3352 BEUEY FHHE 7|E9 AR AFESA e a0l

l

32 BolE 2

HMME 048 Q4A2804 2de) 45 #29 O7F Fo1d o PO | ) A
2 3t aulg A=, A,B)¢ 333 el 98 249 deioy 23& HMME)
NRAA A AX EA F A olae Aoz AZA olB A% BAHA sAHo] ¢
A7) ot olel @ HAM o2 HeloleE AAelr] deted BRHA FneFo} 7] 87
7+ 8} ¥ (gradient descent method)& F & AR&3lx gt}

Ne7) AHUE IS¢ HMM 29 49 sain o= dudos 4us o J

+8 Hasae Bgoz wuHoz 7 AAvHE 24 & Yok

BO=0-7 [75% o (13)

A7NA, Je 71€7) Zstdd s Hisg JIEdsold. HMMAA 7187 338t
of 98 21828 71E¥4E ML(Maximum Likelihood) ¥4 & ¥t 4(14)8} o] A
A% & A F, VIEHSF J=Epd HA28E L,=P(0] 1) Hdztst gomz
71€7) 3syE o] 8% FAetvlyg FA #IHLE ALE F Ut

J=Ey = —log P(O]A)= —log(L,) (14)

getd, Fojd mde dele mIuE 09 FRAE A1 oW ¥ ¥
chain rule® H&3d FET + A

o

8] _ _ 1 OLw
260 — L. 96 (1s)



18 243 A7A A3 (2000.12)
A7H, L= BHO,5=il D= FaldBL)oleh

2](15)& °]4¥ A¢"E MIN ZES = HMMOAM 9 Z stelolg £33 7189
HMM# fAbsts A ¢td HMM FollXe £A9E7 neisga &8 A 7w §459
MIN 28 @& o|8goz2A 24 d# FHX e EAA gt MLE 71&
g2 AHEEAe WY 4 gelved g FHge s 2o

(1) =78 n, —aall%=bi(x1)/31(l) (16)

@) XMol&E 4 : aL"" i:,@,(ﬁb(x,)a, 1(?) an

@ BHREAT o 1 SE- B "fg’zi')(’) M) (8
y 2

4 ZERE u, ZEYEC R F2tolg] FES HUQAAM e $REE A
3ted AEstd 420 2

L _ ﬁ: OLw dafs) 3b{x) aM(k) (19)
du, = 130,(1') 3b(x,) aM(k) auk

3 BB - x) EL R B MBT QO)

Il
=~

A71M, g BEAFEAM 0<(<1 AbolY ;e Ferh

4.

rok

ol 5 27 A44Y

B Bl MIN 25 #49 719Ae U5 §49 S4L 4nnr) dste) 1499
2ol HolHE F i) EXol distd AT AYNZ F o dolg P U@
2 g4 S40 yate nRFY T¥ ALY MIN 25 2 HMM 71&¢ HMM
Wy e #20) BE 22 ANAYE Fdo] A4S BAE A

41 7h$-ANS 9= 49 MIN 2& #4549 S4un

2 oA @39 @5 A d449gdl &M MIN Z8E ZE HMMolA ALEH
€ MIN 28 #59 71€9 4% HMMOA 3oz ALse 7H9A¢ 9% 44
et 2o do]HE ol &3l Z+ P S4 diste wa AT 29 dHeolH
AR2AL E 15 Zo] 144 HolHE & ALz 20004 FAAZ 24N o
714 BE 12 olfde e FHEI HL& BEoH, RE 2& E& 19 HH o3}



MIN 2&€ Zt= £9<¢ Hidden Markov Modet 19

& g9 Aoy FHES} vy AES AP

£ 1 29 dojg AY=xA

EE 1 BE 2 ®E2 3
3T BEHA B EHA 3 BEFHA
[ 1 -4 05 -2 05 -3 05
EEE 0 0.8 0 1 0 0.8

E 17 g =de z2te 2o dojHE 44T £, 4 §49 =4 THL vehy)
9ste] ANW dlolE e AAHA HF L B4 e ThA AAda Z ZRe) g 7}
SAQ A 4ok MIN 28 @49 29 54 IHS 39 29 2Y 3¢ deich
a3 204 B £ UFo] olgdE AW e FHEJ HEY L FR.1L A
UE §59 3¢ 2 FHzd detd YEYEE FHLZ B} FAESEE e 29
#el 24 B59g I3Y MIN 25 349 39 7M$Ae U @Ts}b g8 @x
A Atole 24 AAR™ SHAA FoiR dolHd Y 28 o] HolFL & § ¢
on % Atk Ao)o BF AARNA F2) Fojd dolee] dANE 2 BHH ge %
A Bk olgh e B4 B Aol HuUAA AN T2 242 F3Y 5 3
o o2 -59 e dolHd U EFEAS ndSR 4A ¥4 Mol L & 3
o} o] A% LA AR P4 o] 88 EFER ] UM 3 A AL TE 5
o 8L BT 09 e ZA Fo2A FolA dolHE 22 BHY 4 Atk 19
U Agel 71wt MIN 285 #59 2$E gade 2 Az A 5 A Atelg
27 AAD o8 28 g5 54 FHol Yo zA 59 woly ol Wy &3
@S A 19 MIN 2F 54 16 742 £ 38 74 Ueix 9= 4 o
AHE 09 &g ZEch @A BREAC goi FoiA degf dolEHE Y 2 &
Y g = Aoz EREHA o :

MIN 2& &FE 2 %;M Ax 471 sl A 9o »\1ILE°I‘= oo §EA4E 7HA

°o]AE MIN 2E &7t o8& F4o A AAHULH AHE Qe o3
Aol AAH7 WEolth Y, T P49 S I 20 g 54 IHAA
A8 4 Ut MIN 285 @509 ¢ 20 g 54 FHL 7h$AG AE &
= B P'!!JEM 49Y Zo ud HWee ¢ 4 U oS MIN 2§ %#—7}
gol 7128 F5olnz AW JIFHE o A wat g5 Zo] A WE

~ e O

¢

=5



20 SAH5 A78 43 (2000.12)

08r
D6

0.4}
0.2} :
0 = i < L L -
-2 0 2 4 6

(a) Gaussian density function

08

0.4}

0.2
6 -4 2 0 2 4 B

(b) MIN module function

29 2 B2 19 0@ H9AY UE 49 MIN 25 $49 SHum

06
"04F
0.2}

ok . )

-4 -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5

(a) Gaussian density function

&
w
]
L
o
-
N
W
Fg N
(8]

(b) MIN module function

29 3 B 2 U@ HSA UE 4 MIN 25§49 54

8] &



MIN ZE& ZtE $94 Hidden Markov Model 21

42 B3] g5 £2 144

B AgdaE 71€9 243 Aoy MIN ZE5S 2t: HMMY 443 % & vagr}
&7 913 ¥3ddta 3554 DB @5 A disty A5 AAHE S sArh
AR $524 DB BEHE 33 72 3& iR e F2A Synthesizer HMD
224 X& AEEd =5H9%, T PC#AdAM HA=HA. AD/DA EE2 KAY
CSL 4300 B7} Al-¢53lew 16 kHzE AE ¥ (sampling)3ti 16 bits2 ¥=td o ¢l
th 95 <A 44 dolHe At 708 FH ol 29o] k7 43], 234 W EEe =
5 A

ARdAM ALEE =AEL 94, 4, o, 4 AL L & 3, 8 7Y 100 £RES AHE
sdect. 249 svH AT A4S HUHE A5t Fxe] wet x4 dojgg
A4 L dlolE 2 FE3I ALEEIAh thgd dHolHE ofuEA 29l AT w9
dukel 457 o) WA F 1840709 £AE AHEEH o, A4 4 dolEHE & £8x] ¢
L 259 9] slash HAF 1,000 £AE AL HT

421 AAAA 2 EAEE &
35 SAdA AddE £REL ¥ F2EY AFE Fid SA9 EFYEHE AL
At 229 3= H(z)=1-—0.97 z "!9] Pre-emphasis =388 AH ¥, 16 mse Ao

& 2 Hamming window® AH&etel 8 ms# ol §ahdA 2 &4 Zadwich 123e)
A2EY ASE Foid AAA2Ye) SAAHZ LTk E 25 & BEA A8
@ $49 234E 443 24 zhdn.

® 2. &4 dolHe ¥4 xd

ADC 16 kHz, 16 bit, signed
Pre-emphasis H(z)=1-0.97z""
Hamming Window 16 ms (256 points)
Frame Rate 8 ms (128 points)
Feature Parameter Mel Cepstrum (123})

422 4% 2% 94 ¥4 :

£ AN Ee 71€9 2da AgE MIN ZE& 2E HMMY 333§ Q44597
g A3 TUY A& Fe 4PEAAA LA oo wet RE RIS AEH
gerol 92 SN Bol o]#HE Left-Right Z2¢ AHgstgon, oy dolgz
#¥ K-means ¥A3 A4 & T3 &8 JTAES EAYEHE € HMMY 27) st
SEE 7 e BEF FAA AHEsTh E¥, &5 Ao ¥ HMMS A" +
AL 3, 4, 5700 i@ 7] IHAPE st Aoz Aol ¢ A 4 470
WA o]F d¥E JYHvh HMM 4 Al o8 7hx] A #F 84 3 A
28 74 ¥y S @ AdHH Tl AP 2y B AFAAME ol &<
A &e TP ZlEFoln, dHAA A4 A8 A QAP S Yz

rO



22 S48 ATE A43 (2000.12)

HMM# Aitd HMM®] 4% 3718 A8ty 3A 5 71A oA 49 deo
sdue F=Y=(FHIHEH)F/ A2 vXe 4% E IZ=HE F Wt &
Z oA Y AT BItE AE Yot B, v FAHA FERALE A
B AR goi2d HMMY 848 FRHAL 28 2 Afde FAYHez g
& gFolor @k wetA, T A A4 T Yt AP R FHHse ¥zl g &
Wgel e AMGF Hrh F 7 e dF FEARY Hrte] &3 Hojrh

F=HAE F(EE mixture §) B3] B g dolE R HAE bolEe QA4
= Y 49 zon AgggFoez Adl = 471, epoch & 108 2z A¢td
(MIN-HMM) 9] &4 771 0019 el Aot =3 19 44X Z== S &
3 ¢ mixture FE WEHE MAeE ott d4& HMMAAM Y mixture $E 24 4
Mg +& 9ustez A & % mixture $E FT Ro] AAHCE BN AL H
PN EF AR $UF €0

101
— 100
O\o A
-
g 98 e
= —
g 97 _ ,’,M" /
c W
§’ 96 , :
o g5 —o— MINLHMM -~ DHMM ||
—4—SCHMM > CHMM
94 — "
20(1) 40(2) 60(4) 80(6}
number of codeword (mixture)
(a) &% diolEHE ol &3 A4AR
100
s
~ 9%
9
o 9
C
S 88
5 84
S & ——MINAMM  —=—DHMM | |
2 —a— SCHMM s~ CHMM
76 : - x
20(1) 40(2) 60(4) 80(6)

number of codeword (mixture)

(b) HHZE HolE & o] &3 A4H}

a8 4. A== 2 mixture o] BE A A3 [state=4, epoch=10, »=0.01]

AEHE § Wt G g dolHd d¥ d4AFHAME 3F 4(a)°l HERC]



MIN E5& 2tE £99<4 Hidden Markov Model 23
& HMMo] Artxeoz 713 $4% dagidse e d4ZRE Bl A=d=E
9 F7tel w2t st dHojH Y ANF Tl A
A4 HMME A9 g yra dgeXe 2
fAdez A4 E] F7HES ¢ & AN EBE m=HQ=9 #7601 W BE
Eol 99% o|¢9 U4 AT & Btk HEE HolH d§ == & Wl ot
AA4d Ade 28 4b)elAM £ F ARl AgE MIN EES zt= HMMo] 2=
7t 2009 WE AYstn 7 $5E A4S JHEE & F U 2En
MMl A = mixture 7} 24 W 7H £ A4ZAAE BRen & WHES
F7t 601Y wWrt F& AFHE BYo ANHoz FHFd wE Hx
A4A5L At Iy, £94 HMM, 944 HMM, o4 HMMY £o
F Atk ojsh ZE YL T Y FF4TE HeEhiis Edo] HAE H9
P eEd A4 2FHE UEhA gtdes 3% 438E Z=YE &£ F mixture F
deo] HMMeA 9] 14 AFo] 8¢ 847 €& & + ANk 53 43t gez
44 2 44 HMMS H2E dojgd daty Z=f= ¢ Wl upe} 4439
IHEFHE BAT o]AL AL EHE B E o8t BdEY A FF
g AAd NP dFE Fo2A UEY FHAE fLEG ojg%e WU
g 123 9t o4 ¥ MIN E5¢ 2= HMMAAE ZEQE 4 @k
€ gt& diolH % H2E dHolH Y A4 AA}rt IEYE F Frte ©E A4 E
Fge] FHEE B FIL Ao AL YA 2HA A Z=HE F A gl A
E wygo] B gwrHd £ gloe Aoz FAHG. viAteg, & HolHE o%
8 ANA 2] FEA FE dolEd dE 58 AHEAE e TF YT HZE
dolgo] tg 52 AYAHTE AristA] &3S & F AU o)A2 oA 7led Ht
g Zo] F dlole Ate]e] FAA A o] & Jigt A FH L0 wt YA AH
9] ol da8A7] HEQA Aoz AddEn.

[5¢
oy

roor

= 2 mixture F 7l w

b
T
A

i

©

oL

E gflo

=z
E

o do

o i

4o
-{r
o o
Y 2 g 2 W R

=

o4 o
o M
o
)
>

A=
& 333

oM o oo S opd 20 g oy o ® O oAy

recoghnition rate (%
©©
Q
i
g
A
3

88 r—
86 —— MIN_LHMM ~l DHMM 1
84 —a— SCHVM w3~ CHMM —
82 . .
5 10 15 20 25
number of epoch

1% 5. Epochd W3lo] & QA &([state=4, Z= 9 =(mixture)=60(4), 3=0.01)

a8 5% o]dY AN 60712 m=H= F2 2702 mixture o W& epoch §
W3lo] wE 2|4y Aot} o] AYPL epoch 2 F7ll WE AAA S Pl A
Ao 2 A4 EE U E epoch £ 7] 948 FHo] ot} g&Y F7b F7HEA



24 : S48t A7 A4E (2000.12)

S 9 A4 ES HsHA Y FPAo| BT Aot 4Y AF2U2E YA FE=E
e FA e #HFHE epoch FY H7bx] FEHAe] WEARE HP H2E
dolelo] g epoch & HWale] W AAAFA Agy By L oAk HMMLS &4
epoch = Z7to] we} A4 Eo] FolAE ¢ & AR A4 £XE o] &5 HMM %
HEL °]7‘4-4 FZEHE F ¥gd e ANEEH Zol ERAHIA A4S EY
At o] AL FEde s EAHEI EAsts A4 X HMMYAME epoch 9 F 7ol
e 4 éﬁr-—] FE Aol At Uy H oAt HMMe] “lﬁﬂ tx dojxe 2FE B
Aotk o]z oMol ylastd BAHE A g gEvulg 3 gho]l ¥sA HMM
A el ATl FFE FE Ao AT AdAH oz ALY wo] epoch F
o] Wale] W AAAYPelME e J|E9 WRHE v vlaF ¢ ARE BYS
& UArh

5.4 &

2 BANE A4TEE 08T HMMAA 3 % Hi2E doleel gate 4%
EXo] ztolzt A @ w PFHe o BAdE oY A YE F5E A AW
g4z ggozy doly AN BAH o] EAS gyt oo ARz
AXNe Ag 71w 52 MIN 25 $48 AH2sted HMMo] stolBa= g8 & &
e 74842 ZA¥sgen Agd MIN 258 245 HMMOA Z fetvle 33
7147) AAbdel 2A%H 2 HudM e Bie nga gE

Aty MIN ZE& & HMMY ot 2 Q4% H7tE A8 7189 24 343
2ol £2bo] Wit HAEY AJAIL Atk APAFNA & F AT AU
Wol 7|& uhgol vla) g% dolEdl tadE R EHS 1A YgozA |
F QLRI E o]4% HMMO H8) tha 8 A5 BoxA R HAE dolgel gg
Q 5e M $4¢ Aoz eyt dudoz HuHd AxddAe) H2E
olH S A4 A7 AAN2HY N5 _4% 37 Bt AEHOR, A& BXE o] 43
£ HMMAA Y A4 458 #98E $88 228 %% doleis g2E dolg Aol
o EAH EAolth Foizl dolg S0 Tq} st 94 HMMo) 7+ o] 4= mdlo)
A AxHoz o8 A AP 242 A& F doly Aole) BAH Sio) BIX}
A$7 wol EADTY. e, A 540 BIAHE HoIHES o &5t HMM
‘d’—%‘*lﬁ%’é FAY el A4 A% URF 242 AgIE FF R Bk 1)
4% UE gruoe 493 Adel /N A BE §5E olgdE ol L
& 2AT 28y A Jd §59 MIN ZEU4E 489 W 71& HMMuT
& ANFE SHPo2 oo wy T VIS Ao doz AT A2 AAY

B S A
; >



MIN &% 2+ $94 Hidden Markov Model 25
FaEd

[1] J. Picone, “Continuous speech recognition using hidden markov models,” IEEE
ASSP Magazine, Vol. 7, pp. 26-41, July, 1990. , '

[2] K. F. Lee and H. W. Hon, "Speaker-independent phone recognition using hidden
markov models,” IEEE Trans. on ASSP, Vol. 37, pp. 1641-1648, 1989.

[3] L. R. Rabiner and B. H. Juang, "An introduction to hidden markov models,” IEEE
ASSP Magazine, pp. 4-16, 1986.

[41 D. K Kim, S. H Lee and B. S Kim, "Generalized LVQ for Optimal Reference
Vectors using a Differentiable MIN Module,” ICONIP, vol. 3, pp. 1937-1942,
1994.

(5] J. A. Leonard and M. A. Kramer, "Radial Basis Function Network for Classifying
Process.” IEEE Control Systems, vol. 11, No. 3, pp. 31-38, 1991.

[6] M. T. Musavi, W. Ahmed, K. H. Chan, K. B, Faris, and D. M. Hummels, "On the
Training of Radial Basis Function Classifiers,” Neural Network, vol. 5, No. 4,
pp. 595~-603, July, 1992.

[7] L. R. Rabiner and R. W. Schafer, Digital Processing of Speech Signals, Prentice~
Hall, 1978.

[8] B. H. Juang, “Maximum-likelihood estimation for mixture multivariate stoc-hastic
observations of markov chain, AT&T Technical Journal, Vol. 64, pp. 1235-
1249, 1985.

(91 R. O. Duda and P. E. Hart, Pattern Classification and Scene Analysis, John Wiley
& Sons, New York, 1973.

[10] Y. Linde, A. Buzo and R. M. Gray, "An algorithm for vector quantizer design,”
IEEE trans. on Comm., Vol. 28, pp. 84-95, 1980.

{11 X. D. Huang, Y. Ariki and M. A Jack, Hidden Markov Models for Speech
Recognition, Edinburgh University Press, pp. 136-263, 1990.

A4 9 2000. 10. 31.
A2 24 2000. 11. 20.

A AU
2= FHA §2 Aoy 790 A (50 200-850)
FIAFR2AANE AT
Tel: +82-33-240-9165
Fax: +82-33-252-9462
E-mail: dkgold@sun.hallym-c.ac.kr

A o|BF
ZAhE FHA £A2% 192-1 ($ 200-701)
A H A3
Tel: +82-33-250-6320



26

SA e A7E A4E (2000.12)

Fax: +82-33-256-6327
E-mail: 1jj@mirae.kangwon.ac.kr

AEH

ZY9E FHA AA2E 192-1 ($: 200-701)
st AxFen

Tel: +82-33-250-6320

Fax: +82-33-256-6327

E-mail: fantasio@mirae.kangwon.ac.kr

o] 4 &

ZHEE £HA AA2F 192-1 (5 200-701)
ZdEn AxE s

Tel: +82-33-250-6321

Fax: +82-33-256-6327

E-mail: slee@kangwon.ac.kr



