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Sequential Adaptation Algorithm Based on Transformation Space Model for
Speech Recognition

AE IR TR
Dong Kook Kim - Joo-Hyuk Chang - Nam Soco Kim

ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose a new approach to sequential linear regression adaptation of
continuous density hidden Markov models (CDHMMs) based on transformation space model
(TSM). The proposed TSM which characterizes the a priori knowledge of the training speakers
associated with maximum likelihood linear regression (MLLR) matrix parameters is effectively
described in terms of the latent variable models. The TSM provides various sources of
information such as the correlation information, the prior distribution, and the prior knowledge
of the regression parameters that are very useful for rapid adaptation. The quasi-Bayes (QB)
estimation algorithm is formulated to incrementally update the hyperparameters of the TSM
and regression matrices simultaneously. Experimental results showed that the proposed TSM
approach is better than that of the conventional quasi-Bayes linear regression (QBLR)
algorithm for a small amount of adaptation data. '

Keywords : Speech Recognition, Speaker Adaptation, Transformation Space Model,
Latent Variable Model, Quasi-Bayes estimate
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olt}, £3 &9 AL A FI dEglY £84E /XD 2EE HSE 5 v Aotk

222Uyt Ag 7|HES AEE SR SHHH EHES u B A7V & 94 2
= 24 vz T ZY(CDHMM: continuocus-density hidden Markov model)9} =&}ule] & #-3-3t}
[18][22]. ¥¥tx oz mdyut 2g 7Y 3 7HAR EF "} [22] o] maximum a posteriori
(MAP) 719 [8], maximum likelihood linear regression(MLLR)& AF&3t ®871uk 719 [19] 18
3 3}A} F7H(speaker space) [71[15] 71 olth. Kuhm [16] $& olgj & £ Fo uiet meE g 7
HEo)] dis) 2@ 1, Leest Huo [18l A T3 prior evolution) 7idel 7|wte 2 sl o3t
o2 3¢ 7IHES nESYT '

Cluster adaptive training (CAT) [7]1¢} eigenvoice [15] #-& 34 ¥7+ ¢ 7|HEL W 3}
A AeE A8 2MEHAT oY F VPES F8F a2 2dE AY A% g 2L A
2dE 3@Fo2A 3 HeL P9t T2 34 2dy B FgSvEHE |2 HE 59
Aoz HIFHAY o] & A9 M A H(a priori knowledge)S WENE 31x} F2ro)
T3}, 2l eigenvoice 718 & Bayesian A& FZ2 843171 98 factor analysis(FA) [20]9}
probabilistic principal component analysis(PPCA) [21]9} #& 24 F37 R d(latent variable
models)o] A3t 8z F37F R (SSM: speaker space model) [12][13]¢} 2} &&= wa 3tz 3
< 7ol AT 29 W4 mde @ HGg 3 £4 THUEZ RE expectation maximi-
zation(EM) €318 % [6]& AHg3te] 58 a4 3 2l &t &Y ¥ 242 CDHMMS
o2 mhetolE Alol daAAG M & £X JRE AT £k

MLLR£ maximum likelihood(ML) 71&o] wet ¥ A3 regression &9 IS 3
A% COHMM et el &-& 3 &5l |70 3§ 7|golth. MLLRO] & A $o ALE-57] 9
& AE dgepue g ARAEA A Aol R, o]& A CgFH 7Y Ee] AgHAUL
Maximum a posteriori linear regression (MAPLR) [5]& W3 sielulejo] gt X ¥ ¥ (a priori
distribution)& MAP 34 7|¥o] &g o2 A MLLR A-¢ 71¥& F4387] 98 AGHAT. =
% eigenspace 7%+ MLLR#% MAPLR 7112 PCA [11]%} PPCAS ztzt Ab2-3to] &5 3hatel @
a9 Ug PUEL EATo ALAJC [1]2). SSMF} v =84 g4 3xte A ARE EAA
£ W& Ftransformation space) ZF 3}x} %4:(SD: speaker-dependent) CDHMM )&} o€
Aol Z+ g stAlol Ui ¥ e 2 WU HeuHE FPo2 AHodr

B &3 A& 7IHES 3482 A&do]l MEE B0 &2 o2 H¥3E 5 UEE AT
Hol o} [3][9][18]. Quasi-Byes (QB) F& [9]d TAF i FHE 7|WEe] &7
CDHMM =EtdelE AASIEE A¢HAY. Huodt Lee [9]12 FAl! COHMM et
hyperparameter2 A A3 BAL 3 £}Ho 2 7BAsE QB 8¢ 728 HLsy. g
25 CDHMM H7 detvlelzl 2% A 22X g 4BBAE e 450 QB 4 71¥& 3
439t [10]. Chien [3]12 WHE Hetvielo] et S A &F Y5 F<(pdf: probability
density function)8 7}A 383 s M-S FyPFo T &3 HE 71N QB H & &ndEFS
Aletet g el =3 CDHMM®] <2149 linear regression 3-8&& 9% quasi-Byes linear regression
(QBLR) ¢1=&E Adssict [4]

o] =RqAE WHF T I(TSM: transformation space modeDdl ZAE &x1Hel A¥
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regression A-§71H-& Ay ol d YL TF A M AL A8 A F4 MLLR 33
g gEEE 7o g it QB 4 418 Ee TSM 9 hyperparameterg} regression &
FAlo AR oz A EE AUHACT
o] =82 &3 Zo] TP WA 2 i FAY PPCAS & &4 Wi Hdd 7y
@ TSME 270@th 3 FlAE TSMol 2A% &3 H¢ 719 ALk TSM QB she3t
&2 §S o] FolA AA gk TSME AHES 43 2AE S0 uigt st 4 Fol A A)A|
"o} vixlgte g 5 Aol A2 E P}

2. 98 g3 24

P}

K 19 mixture 4E& ZtE N-48 CDHMM, & A={A}={wj #4 Zpli=1,.N,
k=1, K& 1#HEFA &3 HE x 0 dis] HeES &8 dx g¢e UF¥F Gaussian X

9] mixtureZ &3 Feo] Feolgrt
P xlA)= ;flwikN( ) #a, Z5) M

4714wy AH PIA mixture 42 £ HE AFA, B wi— 1010, 4uE AL JT

B, .5 o&xd 32 dHoln M x| ¢, T)e b3 22 Gaussian #¥ol0}

N( x| B s Tl T4l ‘Vzexp(——%( x,— ”ik)T Sik—l( X~ l‘jk)) (2)

MLLRE NE2<$ st} 7o CDHMM stebdE & He37] $13 718 583 71Y o &
otk MLLRE ML 7% 98] 549" A3 regression &42] F¥tol 23 CDHMM e} €]
7} AL5E wug 7|9 H$ 71Yolth Gaussian EXE C 719 regression FH22 EHHIL
regression & s} BAEY B I W 2L 2o ik RE X o3 $HE
o MLLR % 71¥& a(d+1) 4 2828 ££2 regression #8 WL (d+1)x1 %9
BgE HE B {,=[1, u 417 H 85t CODHMM B sedE p 8 o573 2ol 3 &
ot

u *= W(C)C,k 3

ol W Mgy W Aol U@ 2,9 BE FAEE T 2o



78 A AP A4Z (2004, 12)
NCx| W', #en Z) o< | 2yl _llze"p("%( x W(C)Cjk)r 2 xm W(C)ka)) 4

93 E A8 st A A regression ¥ W2 ZE CDHMM IHetH el AL Eittn 74 g

{ W,}),re{l,,R}e MLLR 71 & A3 Aol R 7§19 # 3+5¥ A F4% regression 3
Q9 AGolek shak EY w,=(W,,~, W& regression 42 W2 & qE (W, )& d@Fe
2 BEoln I=d(d+1)x1) X+¥e] ¥ supervectord} stz g2 F4 HE sdde o] Jy
w=[ w,,, wel7t FAS o] R2AWEE 0=(V, w, ¥) 2t 249 ¥F 2do] 93 thg
7 o] 2R HA o

w= Vz+ wte 5

o71A  we W supervectord HHE, V=[ v, vyl B sebiE ] &I 2H(subspace)E
vetlle DxP AY A, z=[z,,.z,¥ p(2)~N0, DA PE 249 W¥F 223 e= dZ
TEA P8 72 2n p(e)~M0, P 2] £YA<Q Gaussian random BFo|th. PPCAE &5
B BP0 isotripic, & F=I2 AR o)A T JHAel TAGA b FAR B35 wll o
2A% FBE NwlD~M Vzt+ w, D2 GG 5 3ok £ wol e A 2EE pw)~
Mw, VWWi+ ?2 3¢ & 9ot &4 5 249 gaivg ge ML 718l s £3589 5 9
Iy &9 ¥F 25 24Fe] A7) Wil 68 FH5] A E dEHoz gerHE B
EM ¢31d 5 [6]% SRkt

3. TSMel| ZA% &a 48

31 TSM< $1& QB 3+

o] Zol M= TSMS 9% QB a59] 71¥ /Nds) F2oll disf maac [4l9l. X'=( X, X, -, X,}
£ regression 33 we CDHMM 3tdle] A9} ## E iid(independent identically distributed) ¥
% wE) golgt stxh wel posteriori pdfdl W ¥EZA FHL ohE¥ 2o

n n—1
x* = A X w2 - p(w X", 2) 6)
p(Wl ) fp( X"Iw,/l)'p(W| X”_I,A)dw

o & wl @ WHAQ Bayesian FHEL FEF st ARH Hojh ae} WEH
Bayesian 274 7|9 o2& Werjel TEE ol$ ojgs] wWiel ol& HAs] A QB ol
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g BgE 71go) AU} [9). QB & AL 4 &ANA posterior density pwl X "', A)
7t V3 7 ek e A 2R g(wlg ") o8 F UES 28 EE(mode)E RES
ZAH3L gk b g dolE X "T'2RE $Ed A3 otk Az xol A BE W
A" X, AR A pdf g wld V)7 FojRt 7HEEA W@ SewlE w7t hyperparameter
g (DG 2= 249 W 2o o3 4 (5)ol o) F3W Bdol o) AAYTER AR W
wl ¥ QB F3L 4A A€ ( X, S, L)E X, H¥ completer-data®} 33t 7]
A S,= {1 2H 99 Jehie, L,={("}2 mixture 4% & Jetdt o71A dA F
3 w8 2A49 posterior density® A & o™ e} 2E EM vAE wEgozA
Neg 234 we FES F Utk
E-2A: 0L Bx 48 AAtsia

Ro(wl w™, 0 V)y=Flogp( X, S, L,jw,D)+plogglw, 216 " V) X, w] @)

q7|A 0<p<1E MEL dlojel X" s} A & 4 X"l AFE Fo)7] 9T forgetting
factore) t}. '
M-g7: 98 E ws 2o ugk AR

W= afg;“ax Ros(ut w60 ®)

2 (N (8) EM-GAE wEHog HE3ozM ZAH < posterior densitys #2287 @
e Rel FFHAUT [6).

32 TSM 7|4t &4 H¢ =

M E¥S HAege QB A4S A% 7H8 F8% &4 Fo shutelth Regression #E e} A4 d
S posterior distribution®} #& 2 =& ZE= & conjugate distribution familyo) £3l% & A€ 5
ojof gt o] wEAME 4 (59 TSMo| ZAH3+] regression A A dEE &3 Zo)
normal density® & ejdl.

o w (n)m (,,_1)) o | V(n—l) V(n—l)r_,_ w(”-'l)l -1z, 9
exp(——é( w®— w <n>)T( YD peonT L g - D) *l( w "= w <n>))

9l9] TSM= #AF hyperparameters 6 " V={( ¥V, "7V gDy g 529
HolHERH 48 4 Utk 2@ E-wA (NoM Rej® BHE d5E they o) oAl 247,
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Rof wlw™,0¢-0) = 5 E XS, L)X, w @ DiogH X, S, L,w,d) ()
+plogg( w, 216 * V) X, w ‘")

ZAY 88 E¥E ggdsing Bz g4k 0ew o) tA s|&Ho)

QB( w' w (m 0(n—l))oc *%E;kh(j,k)(( X 0~ WE;/E)TE;‘}( ¥,<.)— WE//c)) (ll)
+pE( =(w~- V(”—l)z— “w (n_l))T gy yOY Ty ("_U)I w (”))

NN 7 G B=P(sP=i K=K X, w™)elth ¢71M e e BAY FF BE C e A
o) g},

lﬂjk) SO 0 0 0 e Q 0 Q
Cum |0 O U L 00 0 a2)
0 0 0 O 0 0 1 /“ilzl ”ikd

ol& o]f3ld HE g b Fo] A Ko

QB( WI w ("),0 (”—l)) o< "'ZLZ ;k')"(],k)(( x,(.)—C,-kw) szkl( x,m—Cﬂ,w)) (13)
+pE(—‘ L w— V(n—l) 2— ; ("—”)T w-—l.(n—l)( w— V(n*l) z— T” ("‘U)\ w (n)‘)

A AL AT F Y AL ARE A CHE FHA AF §4E G2 2 normal 22X
Bz gddrch
C-exp(R ol wl w'®, 0 D)) e exp(—-%( w—-m7T8 (w- 7}3) (14)

7)1 M2$ hyperparameter md €t vheI o] i@t

m= (5 G RCIERC e BTN T (15)
(Z; 3700 B CREHIC 2, Mo By T, ("_”)) i}

= (570G RChERC ot T .

a8 3 G714 e ot gt



S4UAE A% ¥E FU 2l 2AT &2 H-e1Y 81

'E — ET_Z] w(ﬂ)]
=(1+ YD golOoD D) p LD goLe-D( () D) {17
Complete data®l A} Q] posterior density= 7JAl¥ hyperparameter m$ €& Zta 2] (9)

2( w16 "~D)g} 2& normal distribution familyoll 43tk M F7H= regression HFHol e
g shaty A XA @ ARV g A dolHE A Fox WA Ferh JHEER
hyperparameter V& A A3 Feto] nAHAGT 785t T @oll thd A Aske @9 o3 24
3} €9, ARH o2 TSMd ¢ N s g7 Zo] 7lsdnt

w "= (18)
F”=-19 (19)
V(n) V(n-l) (20)
PPCAS A4E Hx® A3k & w7=m TW=8200I18 23 529 =trace(9)D22

QojZith. TSM A3 FAo] o}d Fol A7k nolA QB 24 Y AE Ave ' e teH 2
o] M3lg A pdfe] REE HEFo R dojHh
= @1

33 98 Hg 7y v

Atd TSM 23t 71L& QBLR 7|/ %3t} [4]. QBLR TF& 3tollAE a&x(d+1) 2
regression ¥ W= MAPLRelA #)¢Hel matrix variate normal distribution®l] 2j&] =28 =]t}
Matrix variate normal distribution®s D J}€9€ 2t BE HE mst 2 block 827} (d+1)x
(d+1) A9 B 713 d(d+1xdd+1) 42 block 2 matrix 4"~V 2t univariate ¥
B w0 )~Mw "0, 40z £89 ¢ Aok o8 @ PEE hyperparameter2 M BT
B FRA YR, F 0 V=(w """ 2" 0g 2ET 9 A Askel A QBLR 1)
Z& regression ¥ Wl FAHD A EAA 6971 QB ol g3} AAUREE 3= &3 3
4 71¥ o] JNE=E At [4]

ghek 4 (15)91 4 z=02 ¥o ™, TSM F3he QBLRHY 22 4lo] ®r} QBLR 713 #lws}
o 2] (15)e] gl& TSM A3t 71'Me 74 E B hyperparameter m7t ¥M3 T3+ QoA 348
A ¥g 2de] QBLR F4 #Ad ¥ ez Jedg g4 ok

Eigenspace 7148t MAPLR 7|'{-& PPCAd| A3 regression 3 wg MAP 334317 98
A Peheo] Hg 7Y S FYSHEE A=A Eigenspace 71¥F MAPLR 7182 ¥=§12 3
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a4 Q07 22 BHoz AHHY. IYHEE regression FHEhHElo] thE eigenspace 71uF
MAPLR 3l& forgetting factore 18 Z& 4 QDT 2o} o)A TSM A3 7| o] eigenspace
Z1¥t MAPLRE 548 292 sl 493 71 dS Ve

4. 49 2 253

41 dloleuo] 28} Aa] AlxH]

AtE s A dugFE 45T Hler] Ad Aol AFE F ol °gE 24 do
o] 25 AR A WAE @30 dd 22 diolEuelioln T AL d&F oF
A4 &4 A4 (LVCSR: large vocabulary continuous speech recognition)¢l ¥ A& 3000 ©@o]
S/ dlelelsjo] Zo]r}.

A WA AL task? 98] 105 F A (FA 68 B, o2 37 H)EZRE 19891 ©£xE FAHH

3880 #&o] st S /‘}%5]3131 35 % 3t (FaF 25 94, 92} 13 B)ZRH 4815 £AZ TA
2 939 &30l "H7LE a3l AR HNRT A4 gAE 3-7 MY £RE FA4E 30-40 MY EFE
HEEAL 4 B BT 13 22 FRHAJY. 4 2= 7 ) FHE 2 skipe] 1 left-to-
right HMMell &8 228 =t} 4 709 mixture Gaussiane Zt AeHle] #2 BXE ¥ 37|
A AHEHAT A4 AFAXE AsS s 24 54 SA2RE 10 /Y S AL En
M) B2 thaf] 9 A4S FFAY. 4 AEE 8 kHzEZE AEYHU 20 ms overlapE
Zt32 9] 10 ms¥ 30 ms T YLz EEFHAW 4 Z YL 12 A mel-frequency cepstral
coefficients$} 1 2 =¥42 FAE F 24 2 EAREH g8 FAHHAUY. 4 /M mixture
Gaussian® Z& 3z 5§ A|2"2 91.7%9] wo] A4 &S el

T WA A taske & 718 A= 120 B F& (FAF 80 H, A=F 40 H)el o 2dSH
11,760 &4 (100,408 dol)2 FA44 8t dHol€Z F 34, 10 ¥ A (4= 6 ¥, o4 4
ol ols W& H 895 +F (7591 @ol)2 FAH £Fo] HIE A AHEHAY 4 HAE 3
ZAe 98 S E3EAL, I F 10 /e S dolEE 93 AHSEHI UrA 8 32 HEE
dojel 2 AEHUT F HE EFLS BT 84 do)2 FAHYR B 3 X HolE FAHAh
Context-dependent €3F Edo] AA Eg state tying Gie]Eo| ZAde] ALY oF HA
2,000 M9 o2 dd S2HE 35Ut 4 A2 Gaussiano] 2 ZeelA #EF BEXE BEs
7] & AgEAY Go] Fd 2o 2AE bigram Edo] o] mdg & ALEHAUY 4 A
mixture Gaussian® ZHE 7|2 A|4~®E 83.8%9 ©ol &S YEUALH

42 TSM9

FAS PPCAC] o3} TSME 3t7] i3l ©iA 2E g gA25H $4& 7HA1 8 5
d 2dg gtk 28l SD regression ¥ EE-L block-diagonal HEE zte W<
MLLR #§ 7M€ zZtZte] g gtatel 2 &t AUk 783 HE dolHy ¢& sty &
A shike] A regression Fe2=vto] MLLR st 4S5 3 AT 55 24L& AHS
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HA ¥k 55 dolHE AE AP FAN AHSEHA %t HMM e €] 12 &} cepstrum
# 12% delta- cepstrum =5 MLLROl sk H$HAG. ZAIApHeZ F do]gdo]olA
D={13x12x2} =312 24 ¢] H# supervector’t ALEH AT FAS PPCAS % deide F3&
98 EM €288 o] 43t 39 P=10~50% 21 {V, w, )< T3tk EM gdmZe 4
g #ol 7] hyperparameter 6 O={ vV, »®, #V)e EM LuelFe da Fol7 ge
AH&-3t sl ot

42 71& ¢ v

HA F suErte] AEHE Fol oo X 9 R &4 HE 7IHE A A4 A4
5 Hustgoh 5 713 & 718, & 1) MAPLR, 2) eigenvoice, 3) QBLR, 4) PPCA] 2§
TSM 5) FAo} 9% TSME& AMg-3te] WAL HE AHE Y3t

MAPLR A £¥& 737 93] hyperparameter w$} 42 MLLR 3% ZAoA Ao}z SD
regression 3% 9] ensemble BT FEAEL FHFozA ztzh oA ) Eigenvoice 718 3
8A} basisE 7] 98 H Fetuigle] disi MLLRY MAPeo] A€ 3§ 71 & A& SD
HMME 358t o8 A 4% SD 2498 HMM H#F HEES 2o} supvervector® T4 3}
Aok 183 supervectors A&l Widl D=17680x+%), -8 taskol M= D=191136%F
H4& FASI ) EigenvoiceS 919 3+AF basis® P=20% %1 EE supervectorel PCAS 3%
oz dojx.

MAPLR 7|¥H€ & dojA hyperparameters QBLR %7] hyperparameterg& 93] &=
t}. MAPLRe] ¢l&] Fo)x1 ¥igh slejvele] FHAE TSM Hgle] 27| ez A4k &3
Agg A3 Fetvele 2 AL 300 dia BA"EAT. & H& F taskelAl forgetting
factor p=1& Zt31 AIAE A th Forgetting factor?t €14 %o & 43S AR Z3jna o
7HA & ghell dajA e vehdA &gt

a9 1% 2 x5 2927 LVCSR taske] tid MAPLR, eigenvoice, QBLR 183 TSM
evolution®] W3t A%< z}zb vepdck dof A& A& 3 Fo diz] vetdle. o714
"EV (P=20)"Z 3}A} basis7t P=20% %t dojA eigenvoice 7|HE& FHT, ¥A TSM
evolution”(PPCA, P=30)"3} "TSM evolution (FA, P=50)& ztz} P=30¢ P=50% 2z i PPCA
¢ FA A3t 7|¥ & e

2go2RE MAPLR 71¥& A& 2o 23 doleo] ths] £ A F4L AFHFA £
X9t 22 S dolgo] wel o £& At Yeldth Eigenvoice 71 wl¢ H& o 3
< diojeel i) ujS- F& AUt Ve o g2 delEst /&8 Bl 4
2354k QBLR 7142 €218 <14 taskol Wish 42 MAPLR 7|M# A9 22 H§ A€ B
¢ch. LVCSR taskel Wis] MAPLR2 © @2 A dloJglo] thal QBLRe ¥ o & ZAH4E
YelSith & 2% H ¢ delelg 3% QBLRY A3 9% MAPLRY 22 A#E vehdideh

MAPLR 7| # vlxste] TSM 23 7|HE 5433 & &3 A& dolele] H o d&dd <l
4 & JeEhRAEk 28 A2 taskel A eigenvoiced] -9} BlREH TSM Aste F &%
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AR W5 94 A5 vgddey o 22 & dolEe Ao o UL ARE Yt
LVCSR 7 %ol eigenvoice 7o) uf$ 2.& 3o} H& uvlolE]e] A$-of TSM 3}l wla) <
g b Q4 Hse Jehdeh 28y 8 diolg st Fobgtel wel TSM A7t o v A
T2 YelT o] AL TSM 3 A& 7|ge] mj$ & A7|% o2 LVCSR taske] dis] i
5 233 YE veERA.

QBLR3} TSM z3le] 2A% &3 3§ 7N-EY AA A5 £ 19 13 29 vjasAch
2P 2RE TSM A3 719 & 5 taskd] 8] 2% QBLRE Al&sle A4HD o e 458
B o]l8d A4 g9 TS wE HE S Hd F8F YT FEAE XFsE TSME AHE
&7 Mot AR}ERE TSM 3} 7]¥e| QBLR 71HET 58S YehlATh

927 | g
+
924 [
eI X
o o —
i
£ 921+ g /X
2 A
Goor 7
918 |
B ,/ —+——MAPLR
S —»%— EV(P=20)
91.5 |- —O0—QBLR
—&— TSM evolution(PPCA,P=30)
—&— TSM evolution(FA,P=50
91.2 S L L . y
0 2 4 6 8 10

number of adaptation sentence

a3 1. £38 94 A|2"o A MAPLR, eigenvoice, QBLR, TSM 3138} &
1ol g o] A& v (FA5Y: 91.7%)

88.0 -
|
QX
875 |- X o
2 - —
L o
jid
g 86.5 |-
e —+— MAPLR
g -—->- EV(P=20)
88.0 | —O— QBLR
—&8— TSM evolution(PPCA,P=10)
d —&— TSM evolution(FA,P=10)
L 1 I I
0 2 4 6 8 10

number of adaptation sentence

a9 2. LVCSR Al2#"o) A MAPLR, eigenvoice, QBLR, TSM %3} 42719
o gt ¢o] AAE v (3}AHEH: 83.8%)
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42 Batch TSM3% H| &

29 33 45 G HZ vlolE Y] ZFo wEd TSM 42 R <4 A& 7199 4%
. 3¢ 302 5H PPCA €3 A& 7|94 €42 ALY ZdaAg A9 vk 48 4%
AL WHE FAE 42 FHgo] © B HE dolest Foid wat o U 458 Uit
LVCSR A% A€ 7189 €& 3¢ 7ML ZE HE 2dstadA 42 7143 A9 2L AS
A& JYedch 48 A2 5E PPCAS FAY A% TSM 42 2 &3 38 71¥He AY
£ S YEUATE £8 A8 TSM AH$E 18 134 2¢] Y= MAPLRY ¥|#dE= 72
TSM 714e] ZE& Hg &% s MAPLR 7192t o e A4 H%E Yehdich

927 b /

o

— 8l

—0— TSM batch(PPCA,P=30)
o —<O— TSM batch(FA,P=50)

g —s— TSM evolution(PPCA,P=50)
/ —&— TSM evolution(FA,P=50)

©
N
FS
T

word recognition rate (%)
S
T

©
-
@
Ll

1 1 Il 1 L

0 2 4 6 8 10
number of adaptation sentence

29 3 £24F SAAH A 2" M TSM 7]8E 719 WAL A3 R &3} A& A7

o
-]
T

word recognition rate (%)
@
)

» —o— TSM_batch(PPCA,P=10)
—O— TSM_batch(FA,P=10)
—=—TSM_online(PPCA,P=10)

—&o— TSM_online(FA,P=10)

86 ) . 1 N It N 1 W
0 2 4 8 8 10

number of adaptation sentence
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