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Speaker Identification Using GMM Based on Local Fuzzy PCA

o] 7] g
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ABSTRACT

To reduce the high dimensionality required for training of feature vectors in
speaker identification, we propose an efficient GMM based on local PCA with Fuzzy
clustering. The proposed method firstly partitions the data space into several
disjoint clusters by fuzzy clustering, and then performs PCA using the fuzzy
covariance matrix in each cluster. Finally, the GMM for speaker is obtained from the
transformed feature vectors with reduced dimension in each cluster. Compared to
the conventional GMM with diagonal covariance matrix, the proposed method needs

less storage and shows faster result, under the same performance.
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1. A &8

izt FEAN P39 GMME A ¥ sx FA& st o] Alg"Hz Ut
(Reynolds and Rose. 1995). 4 4l32%E 58 53 deE9 8450 4#HA
797 WEel, &HAQ SANE 7] AN o Be ol YRS "az @
T3 o 22 Ade 53 ¥y JFS sz 42 AN2"Y 4%L AL £ UG
(Liu and He. 1999). 22iy &3 dE Aot EFAHE 59 F7te B 71X £4E o
7Y 94, o 2 A99 3 A" JEH o B2 o EF AR AFge
classifier& SRAA ¢ of 2 FAeivEHg o §2 AFFLE 2oz I AL
7 B &9 FrMe AN FEE ofFA & B ojlzt, 55 oM o g 49
4 dHolBE Bag gr}
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£3 Wg9 A9& ZAA7]7] Y84, PCAE o83 3xt 4] whyo] AFHo &
oH(Ariki, et al. 1996; Seo, et al. 2001; °1&7% 9. 2003). PCAE &3 g FEWH9
Uz, 53 #HEY A4S ZaAa, ¥ §F ¥ IE o HL FE FUeR
BEste] EAYEE Aol 4@ BAE #2AUT
B sEdAe, 32 4EE HaA 5F HHY AdE aRHoR ZAAT7] YA
HA 282HEE T IF PCA° 7128 & GMME At AMAZ, Atd %
He HA S2EBE FilA 53 ¥ IS 2 M9 Ed(disjoint) Fez
o (Tran and Wagner. 2000; Gustafson and Kessel. 1979; Gath and Geva. 1981).
F A2 Z4zte] Ee2Ho PCAE AL3A 48 Ade MEE £ 4HE d&
t}H(Seo, et al. 2001). PCAT p—49 SAWEHE Ztzte] S8 QoA AA FEA
o] RHEE F3l FAAE LAY MY FE Uz Wt AgE i &
AL AR PP 7€ GMM Apolol BlnAQ] AEE FaA B 5 o

2. A FY2HP 71xE £ ¥HA PCA

p—AY Fe] 53 HHY JAFE x={y,.x ) AR 22 U=[u,]e 3
ol Y47t MA EF2AH R/ A x 9 WnQ FHolth XE Y -2
(Fuzzy K—partition) 72 33U o oo olge} Zr}

K T
du,=1,vt,  0<Yu,<T,Vj ey
=1

A HolA, 0<uy, <1,V j,tol8, 2449 x & K A SYLEHE Alojo] do9 4%
X 7M€ o] 7M5ditte A& 9uldtth(Bezdek. 1981).
XA #=x] E14H"EE 43 71 F @A BAHYSFE Jeast—squares function©)

o HA k-HF FFE AT T 2FS FF J,22RH ol Zo] AN ARG

J,,(U,C;X)=if(u,,)“dz(x,,c,) K<T @)
t=1 j=1
Us=[u,le X9 K-8, mOCLLS 4749 HA A y, A 71FA ojn fA9
R (degree of fuzziness)B 1 H-Eth. ¢, & MA 8828 R 9 Folt}. 4] (2)0)
A di(x,,c) € x, % ¢, 9 AgdolH, olfe} go] Hejgr)
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dz(xncj)=“ X, =c; ”i‘ (3)
= (-x/ —cj)TFj—l(‘xl "cj)

F e A S22 | A FEdo|,
¥z K-H7 ¢ndFL J, (U,CGX) & 9% AH 4o REozA g8 )} b
olf X9 HGg &L BATT= JHAs, U C o dEA J,(U,CX)E AL s
A7l Al 7128 o (2)49 HA 5F &5 J,(U,CX)E H4s A7le wHS
otef 9} Zo] Foixith.
Uem=1)
1
{d’(x,,c,)]

“wr | e
P

4)

> u,)" %,
¢ = (5)
;(u,,)”
S e o —e,f
F =t . (6)
Z"ﬂ

1=l

W2 PCAE WA AA TEY 923t D4AE A¥se] Ag & Utk WYY FE
59 FaAe nRA 272 S4s) W, Ay 2 2EAETH WA e 23
L-A% F nfUEE 9g 4+ glon, 54 WEE AHoz WPHEY ABHD

$23 d2E o), GMME 918 24219 4 UHE o doz wady

y, =®x, if x, e R’/ 7
O, =44, ¢,), = - 0A FA2E R LAY 24AEE o2 &= Lxp 7

A #Hoint. ¥H ¢,--c F o A2 2 3§ digsts 2ideolnt. A4(7)9
FTEA g8 OggHoln



162 S5 Aod A4z (2003, 12)

3. ¥4 PCAd 712& ¥ GMM

MR g2 RAA T,9 55 Hedol dsiA, 7heAS ERAE LEE M,
AE 29 71FA goz offst o] Fodn.

M
PO, D=3 p,b3,) (8)
i=1
3l Ao,
b,.(y,l)= gl Iexp{-%(v,l—yﬁ)r}:;} ,,‘/1,_,-)} ojtt.
(27r)2|2j‘,.i

a, B BFOIZ T, £ Al EPHE AFA TF, 1 & BIU
Y={f, Y }7 Fi4 & W, 32 292 9% 49 GMME 2E 4 UE=z
dolzl YauE, FEA 49, Y 4E AFA2 Ay A ol HHE

& o}zls o) wEAT
A={p,,»Z,} i=12,M, and j=12,--,K (9)

a3, GMMS) fFALEE oSt 2ol & % Utk

Pr2)=TTpl 2} - TTr0, 1) (10)

n=l te=t
stebole] $3& EM 2ugZe A wEdoz 92 & UAck(Seo, et al
2001). Z7te] EM WHEolA, 299 SALE R BE 3718 EHE AFHY Ase
oheish go) 7% 5 dirh.

- E¥AE 7}1FR) (Mixture Weights)

=—ZP(I

ria

,,4) (11.2)

— 37 ( Means)

(l y'JA Y

Hii= (11.b)

ZP(I {,-4)
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- EAH(Variance)

'Tzﬂ P(l""|}’r,,'1)()’:, - ﬂ;_:)(}’:, - ”j.i)r

Z 7 (11.0)
=l
J WA 828 EFRPE /o AFE FEL ofg o] FojI
o P I,
p(/,zly,,l)=u”A (12)

E;Pj,ib,- ()’r,)

iel

L=polx K=1Y 9, At ¥ Lius} He(1999) 9 OGMM 3 2o} Liust
He(1999) ol 93X Add i £ =FoA Ad wie 53 3424 39
=3

3. & 4E

stak AdelM, 2] A St GMM 4,4, 22 EdH|Ah sa 4dq &
AL FoIA 5L dAM AF FEo] Hdlvh e A 2dE FE FHold
§=r,gggx;l°gp(y,lﬂv)

T, M
=r11;|l§sxgglo Z]P;,:bt(«"t,)J

i=1

(13)

4. 49 % 24

£ =RAE AGE e 2E4E 2TV A B3 A8 49 A 4
oA AHEE 24 diolEle 4 § el 3 Ade AA 24U 100 He (Y
24 50, F2k 50) & Z4e) AlddA Zate] 4L 5 WY HAAG 34 dolHE 11
kHzZ %ZH03, 12 2 LPC FA2EHI 13 A det AXEJAF (p=25)2 vetvg
BEAYG. =S Alo]Z2E 10 ms9) FHE 7HF 20 msE AHEEIATH A WA A4
A 558 24E TSR AHEEIAI, UH A dolEE HAEC AMEEHAT
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Agdd #H# 71E GMMAA Bz 3t SetdEe £ E 1o Yehudg. AL
B 9Ee ug gL AFsr] AT KxLxp 9 AF 333 A SH2EHI S AT
Kxpd AZ FX& o 982 v 23y 71&9 GMM 2o o A2 JedHE 2
82 @k & Bol, M, =16, M, =64, k=2, L=17, p=25% A%, Atd #
< 1,460 7H9 sEtdEE o2 ke W, 7]Ee Y2 3,264 49 IetdlEE
282 @

® 28 Y HEF S32HY s fE 33 48 45e EoFa Yo
A ERAZES K7 E32HE 71X #HA PCA GMMY F @A E9 Hse
e 7K 1€ GMMFA Hlstth. a8y, Ml ERAAES K ) E2HE 712
A PCA GMMS] 450l o %th. |

9% 1L 3 RYe S5% o AR 59 S3 A¥45ne BAE B
3 U 2 AGeMdE 7]&e PCAE L=17(Liu and He. 1999), Aigtd wge
L=17, K=2& A3tk 2% 1A 2E, Aty W sia A48 5 g8 A 1
oo F& AL B 5 Ao Al 7189 GMM Ee 71&9 PCA ¥ (Liu and
He. 1999)0lut Algte H¥ETE o ¥ 82 ¥ 4%& vepdoh

a9 2= MeY 54 WE L0 e H2 4¥ 45 et ngozRy,
242" 2AY11£L<25 S 7R E AgE WP 71E9 GMMQ p=259 9} nlmaA
2AY A F& 45L 7An

5. 2 &

EEAAME, 32 4Ee A4 53 HHY JdE aHes FaA77] A

A A EH2EPE 71 35 PCAd 7I2E £ AFFHo GMME AXRG. ALH

WL dHoly e HA EiEYPes 2RO EodE EHLHEER Uva, 7479
E2HAA A FEA FE & A8 PCAE 3%

opAgo 2, 42E AT GMMS Z2te] ZiEdA Zad A4S 7z HEgd

4 MHSERY gojhuzd FEA I JHA J)&9 GMM HlasA, AL

FHE S2E 45 FA%EA, § 4L 7Y 32 BeE HW, ° BE AHE
AFc, ALY B3 71z PAE Abold Hlm Aste AXE Pyol Aol
A% oz | |
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i3 L Atd A 7E GMM‘ﬂW ez 3= AuE £

. Proposed GMM " | “‘Cotventional GMM "

M, (2L +1)+ Kp(L +1) M_(2p+1)

§£ 2 1‘{} e SHXE Y iy UE 5}2} A9 J5(L=p)

4 91.74 93.72 94.05 94.62
8 91.81 95.73 95.29 95.37
12 93.65 95.85 95.88 95.99
16 93.72 96.36 96.01 96.76
32 95.07 96.53

64 95.98

100

~—%— Conventional GMM  (L=p)
—»— Original PCA

~—a#—— PCA based on VQ

—&— PCA based on Fuzzy

92

Speaker Identification Performance [%]
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Number of Mixture

a9 1. £ AEY A g2 A Ee @A (L=17, K=2)

a3 2.

%]

96
:::x x

ion Perft

= 92
k ~—3¢ Conventional GMM
4 —&— VQPCA
¢ —e— Proposed Method
a8 . . N R .

11 13 15 7 19 2 23 25 L
Dimension of transformed feature vector

HEd 57 95 343 2 AEEHS] #A (M=16, £K=2)



