A7 dTA =83, 3, 301-318, (1997), AR &%=
Journal of Institute of Industrial Technology, 3, 301-318, (1997),
SeoKyeong University

Ze BASANY 244 B A7
% A
8 o

S494719 g3l e g & FAFLE UdIy L AN 2
Aeol 3438 HoAed Ut ot $4U47Y A4BRF FARA A9
zolo] o3 ob7|HER 4L LPAJIE B3E 2 Ul wA AHAA
2dgsie FAY #H0) A F%E ¥A g€ FW SAFE L KAE A
b 98 gygol gk # =FdNE AR SH AddFoes 29d 83
ol N 404 A%E BT A 9 7HA PHE dAA L%

3 3 4% v
1.4 &

AT AU e 2ed HFY MAdE&E9 FIF S wepA S04
9] M43} o] ) WA Aok VA SA4A47Y A& FPAM 47
oz mFHolol & AL FH 87, AR ¥ Aol F¥E WA oo
Egdoz WAL 40 A A} Jtesiol dge Aok & =&oAAMe 4
£33 GACA APHA fA0] He FS BHEIfAMER AT SAHULY7e
(Environmental Robustness)d] #3 o 2313 3o,

dith4e) 249471 484 AN HFE 47 Y EE FARAT 4
A FgoME w$ F2 AAAAFE FA ok ol WYL Ao FYHe @
Ao Wl $4947)19 FARAH AAPAC] A2 t2r] g Jeldd. F4
{4 A PRAH o]F oFrA e AJoEE HARE, vlolZRE, FTAAG,
3late] HA Y 58 E 4 Ut

E =2dAe JA3RE FARAS FAEH e FoER FE AN
T 2494717 2 A% S FANES e SA4N3 AN PHES H49En o
Ay EL vasinag o 2FdMEe F4AAY Aad disiA, 3FAM e E4E
LY9A7E 4 2dYste Yid dsid rediddo. 4FdMeE SHAHE @
Ao ZATE e WYE) d3o FuEc) ojAg 5FelMe &S R

+ qZAcitn AFE Y AL
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O. 34949 A8

YutA Q) SAUAMH L FHEEAIY FHY 2L o] 835 U443l FUA
2 o120l FAYAE SAAA77L A EHE S8 B0k HEE oFE T
E SANEES e £ FZHES sgdie DAt 4 Hde R A9 4
dES 7HA3 gaHD, o WERY e Hdy FAAH SA4S Jehle 24
o ez AZd A4dAe 999 SA4HEHe] JHHUS W) FADA AN 7
ol Fzgdd vinste dYdS FAdle FAolT FA E JHBANME
o2 e Byo] ey,

1. 5733 % (Feature Extraction)

ERFEold FAHNZ2EH 1 A3 EFE Y FE gEvHE F&3e
HQolth. FAHNZY Fo5 FJoxe EHE Yt power spectrum¥ 44
Ao} BHA AHE Vocal tractE 243 3= AR(AutoRegressive) 2@ o] 241214
ol Ag¥. 49 power spectrumE UENZ] A% AT EMYYPe 2 e FFTY
Filter-bank®¥[1]°] #& A}g=H1, AREEE 9sjrxs LPCEAWH[2]e] 713 &
o] AtEEt HESHY FMo 3d Hr S4E JHde WS AFFIILe 4
AstAl FFHge AFHoz ENdted oI ENHARE  o]&Id
Bark-scale[3]°]1} mel-scale[4]2-& log-scaleZ Fu+& BAsld Al&371% gl
244 ZE nonstationary § AlZo]7] WEd A4S EAL Iz £y
o dA 494 FAN M Bol AMSHE AZEMWHLE  Cepstral
Analysis[5]1d] o] W2 o 7)(excitation)F K9} vocal tractd] ZYHYHE F2shA
S4AH e B} F 8% vocal tract ARNE FE3e 71 TE3 Wyol,

2. & { (Pattern Classification)

gl J¥ A2 FXMEE FFAIVIE & 3 oln F&H IFxAW
#o] FAIEE FH3E DAY HAEFE A AMSEHe dndgdFoze 2
DTW (Dynamic Time Warping)[6], HMM(Hidden Markov Model)[7], Neural
Network[8] 5& € 4 Uth

3. @ ¥ (Decision)
dESAE FxAde FARC Wit dEgSAdd 73 e ARAEE g3
dAlelt. olW 14719 sl WA AF 71FE& € 5 Jey, A¥Le AF
AFE Q& FH7L AW e JENE 9 4 giye] gidzm #dsie A
3t

o
puy
=0
Jox A Wit
L uv
=
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T BAFNMNE SADA B AT coserrrrrsnsemssmsoesrmsseesosssss oot oo oo 3
m. 38739 w4

FARAT Q@A o7l E W 4N F5e AT T @HA|
9] #olE of7IAFlE 89UL 1Y 13 o] AA FAZE EHFE + ded JAx
gu g A9 S45H e R/ FE(additive noise)T oA ) wHEF
o] AR E, FAAEASY MY YE Y(inear filtering)E & & UTh

Am) ——— b () Nois Sneech
Cloan Spesch
Lineer Filtering
nim)
Additive Noise
a3 28 5879 2dH.
z2(m) = h(m)*x(m) + n(m) (1)

24 x(m)e AA convolutional® JIBWEY, h(m)ol A JF=n F7}1FH<
e, n(m)ol sy 298 713§} 2(1)8 power spectral density® VERY
kil

P.(H = P.(H IHP® + PP (2)
oltt. 48 S4ANY SAMEZA 7MY ol zole A2EFe 2 Ve
z=x+4+ g+ Ax, n, ¢q 3)

olth. 7N «x, n, 2z, g ZZ x(m), n(m), z(m), (m)e] F2EH WEoln
Ax,n,q) = IDFT(In(1+ e )t} o= AYEHIY 9FL Yz
Ax,n Qe F7H8A FE9 9FE Ve & A2EJG QoM H¥ LYo
o3 A B2 FLo 4% ¥ & o 40 2rrF oz Jehf oy

V. #3873 238 +4994

£424 719 A%E AHIAFE 4L 1817 o] mdFEE FA4UH7 &
Aol ZA}EE 37 AdMe 2/HEY FLH A¥EEY 808 AASE @
B ZF 494718 THI}= HL /4733 (Speech Enhancement), 5ol
743 EAFZ(Robust Feature Extraction), &2 7% Az)ZA(Robust Distance
Measure), 29} 7|42 & BAYY(Model-based Compensation) & & F $Ud.
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4 ARARE EREKFTIRS MUK W 38 (1997

1. €473} (Speech Enhancement)
S4723T AR SCE LEE S99 2r1ELE AAST 49 FHou o
B = (Intelligibility) & #4171 ¢18EL Tt 4723 dnaEe EdS
o] ¥, 347 BA(additive or convolutional), M2 Fol wat Getd F Ye
U 289 473 ¢1nYEe g3 2 /IS AAE o
O 4% MAFES N2 4ol gk uncorrelated).
@ W7ZAZEL 54 Vs stationarydich.
@ AR 54 FrpFelnh
=473 gdrgFole 2HEH 37|19 oAZd 23 =H(Spectral Subtraction
[91[10], MMSE Spectral Estimator[11][12]), Iterative Wiener filtering[13], Adaptive
Noise Cancelling{14], Microphone Array[15}5°] 3t} ©] FolA dvtF oz 714 @
of AtgEE WER 2HEY A7 o3P AUEtAT
1.1 2HMEY FAY(Spectral Subtraction)[9][10]
2HEd FAYPL SHN3 THE RAZESE AAse ¢ndEoz 298
49 Z71 24 EH(magnitude spectrum)olyt 3¢ 2HEHoA L9 AN} B¢
2HEHE AFCZN &4 7Y HAY 2HEHS 2§ om gi
(phase)2 SA49 Aol YHoz Faodx 7] Wi &34 Y4 2H9EY
(phase spectrum)2 2 ESA39 AF2HEYHE adz AT B Y AL n(m)ol
4 x(m)oll F71HolgbH QASA 2(m)e A9 2ol BEE 4 Uk

z(m) = x(m) + n(m) (4)
olf £4eA9 AVAHEHSY AR, | X (o))E
I X (@) = 1Z) — IN (o)l (5)

7t 85 [ Z()le 29849 2HEY A1, [N (o)le 3743 2HE
A719l dAA2AN HFAYFR FUgd Y aYdE2 £5L249  dAarx,
X (w)e
X (o) = | X (o)l 2 Zw) (6)
o] dtt. 2HEY FAYo] JtAE GHL £4L49 A7) 2HEH &9 e
7138 B4 HA:FL2 AHE(flooring)3l7] W E9 musical noise& ok7|A1Zit g3
71438 AAAA SNRE S/ AT Fu9 BARE9 A9 249 Aoy
BEEE FAANANA REo
1.2 MMSE(Minimum Mean Square Error) Spectral Estimator{11]{12]
MMSE spectral estimatorol M+ €43 ®/89 Fourier expansion Al$5< Ztz
FAHoZ SYHo|n BFol 0Y Gaussian HEHFE 7AF8T X,, D,, Z,5
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22t x(m),d(m),z(m)) kA ~HEY gy W dF 59 Z,&

T
Z, = —%fo 2(m) exp(—le’g km)dm 7)

oltl. 714 T Z# Y dolol}.
29E48Y 27l 2MERo] Fold W &4 2] AHER | X ,|& MMSE
o] BN oS3
| X vl = E[LI X1 Y] (8)
Yt 2 MMSEWH S 2HEYS] QAAE Fo|7] A A 2HEHYGHo] of
Uz}l 9143 o #do] e log-spectrald Yol F£3 =71 &} [12]

2. 389 2@ 5332Z(Robust Feature Extraction)

Zgdd 23 SAFZHHAA dEHQU HAeE MFCC(Mel-Frequency Cepstral
Coefficient), PLP(Perceptual Linear Prediction), SMC(Short-time Modified
Coherence)& & 4 Uth 49 FHEA ] AFHEA visi FLol & J3¢&
d 7] ie) FPEAL o] FHASAH: 1Y FHEHoENE A452d
At W3lES Jehle 13 FAEAF 715E Yele 23 B3 FAe] F2 A}
£ATH19]. FA@E T Q@AY ol oA ¥R EH AY¥UEYH 9 &H
E AA i A2EY JHoA PHe PF2EY BAYH0]21]x AR
o}

2.1 MFCC(Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficient)[16]

A2Eo] LP(Linear Parameter)®th S43214719) Aoz 430, A9
AAE54E& 12T Mel-F2EHo| LPC A2EFH Hth Fo] gle {0 2
ofel FL {AdME Aol $x3th ol UAWY HZAr|dol 2HEHS v
AYH Fo5 2AU(og-scale)2 £48 7] j&Eeltt. MFCCe ol8i@ JZ7|#
€ 23ty S5 A2HEYHE mel-scaleFE]NAN FLF TAHL 2= e
33 B4 Mel toned AAE HA £ FR5E FH3e @9t Mel-F
49t B2 Fose (90 YgHAM JojA

F, = 2595 log l(,(1+,—7&) ©)

MFCCE +3te AL 2923 o] AA 44359 1FR499E F2317]
A A PreemphasisE 3¢ 3, ZHYDTY H4E A3 9= $-& H3led 2%
=z g ARFH MY A&AE #AF}7] Y8l Hamming Window& A8},
Zt xguitt DFTE F3 AYAHEHE 42 F mel-scaled] F35 2Ad2 ¥
HWaE 3l d& ol 218 32 DCT(Discrete Cosine Transform)& Al&
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6 FRARE EREHGFHRN WK B 38 197

&9 MFCCE T@9.

Speech
Presmhasie ¢
1
Magnihuie Squred
* +
Critical-band imergration J
+ I
+ 1y
Mel-Scale Fierbank me
¥ I
Loparthen Inverse Fourier Transtorm
3 J
3 i
a9 2. MFCC E3%% 34 19 3. PLP 53 FE34

2.2 PLP(Perceptual Linear Prediction)[17]

PLP §3AF2WHE A48 AYd3Uye AL3tE all-pole 42 3478
€ »dys= wWyold. PLPE 3= #HAHL 1¥Y3% #24H Critical-band
intergration, Equal-loudness preemphasis, Intensity-loudness compressions ¢ 47}
A WPE AHEEt 19 FZAVFE EdHUT= FHeA A LPEHH I
ztol7t Stk PLPW ol A dojxles S LPYH oA doxe EAJR
0 Fd%(smooth) EAE Zx LPET o W& 249E& Zeo PLPEHYHY ¢
Fourier Transform©)¥ol Critical band intergration® $33}7] w&d AFoFdY
AXE F& F35 resolutiong LFHFAME FL A7t resolutionS ZE <17He]
A 2] §A L RdYsx] B3l AT FH5 resolutionS FHE

2.3 SMC(Short-time Modified Coherence)[18]

All-pole Telnele 2371 & 93] A¥d" ¢ 7] g Az2Ryg 3FAH
de REgE A7) 4 F(autocorrelation) FFZHE A= Aol Lol o e F
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oA vERHAG. A7FBIGolNE F A JHE ZPAloldlA HAEY
(Coherence) W&ol RALol 78 FAol dojAd. oA Ar|ddd+25H
All-poles}e}u|EHE ¥+ i SMCZx B Eth SMCt Y3 LPHYEY =
B "olgt AAF7A01Y AZPYE FHFV] WEY 2FH T YL Wl
g Z£dFE EAo| A, a2 SMCHHE £713HQA HAZ Lo F§ A2 e
et

24 R2EY ¥ A(Cepstral Compensation)

ALEY BAold 2YP13 2L FL2PPRAE /s 295489 AL2EH, 2
7 FolA o) 2R AAQA Ax,n, 9 AYHEP AARQ g5 4FE ¢33,
A2EY d9oa HAF Q4L M5t £584(clean speech)d] FZEH, xS
of &3l wWHo=zr =AA cepstral highpass filtering® empirical cepstral
compensation®g o] Ut}

(1) Cepstral highpass filtering

A¥Ge g 4FL AAsed ARAHA PPz AYFE Y FFo] SA
vl3] HAE) waiohe 7S A4 A2EH highpassBEH PE 7I#o2X
AP 4FL AATRL F FAYAEH QAN A2EJASF] FH
Fe 022 He=zH F BAAlY HF HF2EHE BA  BEH
RASTA(RelAtiveSpecTrAD[20])[21]¢} CMN(Cepstral Mean Normalization)[22]% ]
WE A Wyl

RASTAE 249 HA2EY TE 221 AHEH L) g AGTFE Ze
S AU E 7ot

4 -1_ -3 _ -4
H(z) = A (0.2+0.112_0.9£.21.21 0.2z"% (10)

o] ALF4E 026HzS) low cut-off frequency® 2 128HzolAM¥E HEFFY
71&717F 487 A &Rste] 289Hze} 50HzAA 00] =He EYE Zed, dAg@sd
highpass#2-& €40 vl HA3) wHales HYPEP S JFES AAST lowpassH
Bo Uity M HAHAES AARY.

RASTA ¥HE FA@3Y Q47| 8&E o AHEL FHANAL FSF
BolA TR E Ho|¥ W HAH3F Wie Fug FEHL ZaAINA RI=EE
T #7o] e AYEol AsHe Aol AUrh £F AF¥EEHHY Y A A
AstA g 2rHA FLE AANA F@ch adA AYPEP Y Ae R
Fgo EFHE FA AAs7] A RASTAS ¥¥¥EI Lin-Log RASTA(21]
g Wyo] A Eh B1AQA ZLE AAS7] s 2HEGFANA highpass
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8 FHIOAPE EREATITAT MK M 3% (1997)

filter® 33 $YPHA FABHA 24ERQ FohoA EAFHA AZSTH A &
a AHEJAAAN E71HQ AEAFES HeFP 3} o]& Y3A Lin-Log RASTA
dlAE RASTAMZ O] 2IMPL y=In(1+/p)PBF2E HA¥G. 4714 Je A%
o g&3te AFol, JKlold Agugog [ >lold 2OMPOE A EY
CMNE A3 G3g Fo|7] A WP zA &4349 A2EHHYE
BE e 0olAY Axoltt e 7HAs e & #A(utterance) AA ] AZEYHE
BEE 7 U2, o] L &4 A2EJA SN Aste Wgeldh. 7+ ad19A
AELd 9% 2L gla AGAFH SAFAHE, n(m)=0° I n(m)=0

2 33 Ay A2EYE F3IE H1DF Zrh
C.(m= C,(m+ C,(m (11)

A7 C,(n), C.(n), Ch(n)& 29E4 2(m), 54 x(m), ELEH h(m)
o A2EPo|tt HMBYHYS WN2EYS )&, C, & & B4 AA H2EY
o] g FHLEN 41204 d& 5 Ut

C, = —i— Zocz[z] 12)

o] M¥IE|g9] &GS 2F9349 AXEHAAM AFoz2H oS4 ALEYHY
dlZzhe A(13)M T8 4 Uk
C.[nl = C,ln) - C, (13)

CMN¥H¥ <9A] RASTAS vl37ixg FASRF Q48H0) ME zlolrt F o <
2 g9 g4 7lg¥ + Atk
(2) Empirical cepstral compensation

Empirical cepstral compensation®}& FHH 7 A@ 79 xo]E B AS7) 9
A F BAANA FA0 7128 4 DB(stereo-recorded data)E "R Z It} WA
FABAET AP 4 HA2EY AHE 78 4, F FHA0lY HF FLE
o] zlo]E AP 2N H AW E (compensation vector), v& T}

v = -

x z
(14)
o] HAYEE 7N YYEAHY A2EGH /13 BAAE 718 &5 A
2EY] d&g, x & T
x =z+ v (15)
o] W HA4HE7L 4359 SNR, VQIEE index, 4, YABE T &R
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met o7tz Bohgo] o
o] B e A¥dEYP JEFgRelet R LEE FAd AAFPT SNRo|
2 A e a9 dx, n, @7t 00]B2 o] RAMEE 22 H¥¥EHYPY o
&g BA3ta, ¥ SNRO| & 74 ¥itEEe adyt 3ug F2 2iRe9
Y-S A48T FLALY SNRY e 7133 HYPEYP 938 T4
o B8 @740 &3t BAHS Q478 FAAY o FAYAH g A
AAANE RE 32 g §H J&EI}A gv vdYYes vE F I 873
o] oJEdl= EAWYH o2+ SDCN, FCDCN, PDCN, RATZ7} 11, 370 9&31A)
%e HAWHo 2= BSDCN, MFCDCN, IFCDCN, IPDCN, Blind RATZ7} 1t}
SDCN(SNR Dependent Cepstral Normalization)[22][23]9l € HEAME],
w(SNR)7t €749 SNR, & 2[0]—4{0]e%t &t £5+84 A2EHY 4237,
x & A(16)3 ol oA},
x = z — w(SNR) (16)
=49 4 Z YL SNRtol wel tA] Yol A 3 Foj7 SNRY dFsle B
He FAFEH A48AY A2EY Aolo 93jA diZdnh Yoz M= U4
+40°] dHHUE W PHFAH & =Y SNRE A4 o8, I SNRo| it
HAME 7L Hg 5 o] BAYMEE o438 UYL nAgh
FCDCN(Fixed Codeword-Dependent Cepstral Normalization)[221[24]) 4]
HAHE, Hk, SNR)= 579 SNR Evulelyz} vQe = &g = &4
Aol &g, x & e go] dojAr)
x = z + Hk, SNR) 17
714 ke VQIEEERS indexolth. HAAY ZE=HL VQEACA 417)& H4i3s)
=& Mddggr
Il 2 + Ak SNR) — &) ||? (18)
714 ke FE:4 DBE 7449 vQI=E8E Jehath
FCDCN9] EAHEE 7387 93l A4 SNRel w2t 249 4 =g9& +
ol Y4 PR 4 SNRY wet F2EHE VQIY UiE g, 4 SNRY VQ
index°l AFEHE RYHMEE dF8c &5 STAHYWN2ZEY, 29 EXE 7}SAQG &
Xo oz A2 4(19)9) EM(Expectation Maximization)& A}E-3a] B Ap4)
HE o137 93] FCDCNg 38X

Ko = 2 ALK N(B, T (19)
LESAE R2EH, 29 £XE OUf3 Po] Eiko] SNRH VQ ZE=Ho| J&d e

do rr
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10 FRASE EMSMPIRA MOCX B 3% (1997)

7hAIQH BX g 2l
2k, v, SNR) = r SNR) exp(— 2 llz+ Ak, SNR)— (Bl ?) (20)

FCDCNg F#Al7]l¢ EM ¢1dE&e e EOI bR Aoz S PHO

@ Ak SNR)Z ¢*(SNR)9) %713& 713 %ch.

@ Estimatioo: /(k, SNR), 62(SNR)S} c(B)7} Fo1d w 4(19)8) s9eE dF
@t
@ Maximization: 7(k, SNR)$} 6%(SNR)& <&t}

@ 5¥o] € w7x @, @9 H#AFEL 5.

PDCN(Phone-Dependent Cepstral Normalization)[22][25]= R €7} SNRo]
U VQ9Y index7t obd 40 o&Fct RAYWEHE 47 Y84 PDCNE FHA)7)
v 34 tgd 2o HA FASET A4PHY AL S4 gy FEI
Zt Sao dEA ZHJEE FASAET AABAY 49 A2ER AolE 7
o} o]gA 73 H2EY FHolg ZMX QLI To] BAHNHE Tt

T
gL gl( xT:— 2)0( fi— )
DI
A7) AE BAe £2 Jeln £, & & A9 s Y &4, pE 249
e zolm T, & ZaQel ZHolojth o] f &£48A H2EHY dAx, x, &

x; = 2z, + «p) (22)

o 91 e FHIL.
RATZ(Multivariate—-Gaussian—-Based Cepstral Normalization)[26]4] A
A2EHe] B¥XE multivariate-Gaussian mixture 2 298 g}

x = [ xg..... x,]7

p(x) = g Hk] Nx( ﬂx,ky Zx,k) (23)

AN PLE], pep 2xat kAA FF$AQG TR PFHE, covariance matrix, A}
AgEGECT HREH MYLEHHTY @0 7 SN dF 94%& FAF
A FHAN B dgH o] £484 A2EY BT ojF5H £ &F rE=
z22 el

Hepe = pta t 74 (24)

Zz.k = Ex.k + Rk (25)

op) =

fr
do
ox.
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AZNM 4, 2.4E US4 HENES covariance matrixolth. 7, R I

7o olFH B9 F4 Ee 3¢ vYrhlle giolt ten e AL 5

X 7y, Ry dE3F 08, F2EHE 249,

O &S89 BAE 93 covariance matrixE diagonalolgti 7} s 3 P A,
o 2.8 EMELEL AHg3Hd o &9t

@ L8248 FA (7, Ry )E S

2( z,— x;) KA =x;) 26)
r, = —= - 26
* % P x)

112;( 2~ ﬂz,k)( Zi— ﬂz.k) T PR x ;)

R, = = (27)
2P x)

@ 2LESAY B 1y, RE AHEHA 5249 7idige]l HuslsExzE
MMSE (Minimum Mean Square Estimation)2 +384 &4 S o3
o}

x =z — gl’(klz)rk (28)

BSDCN(Blind SDCN)[27]& Z} SNReIAM Y T E dHoletg 2BFo=N A4 Y
7ol @ AHRAAE Aot FARFH QA FAHNM S SNR Alol9] gL F &
74 Z+tz}o] SNR9 histogram®l nonlinear warping€ AMg-go 2 AP} dv %
HEFIA A7 A)Y digo] GYEE RAHE = SDCNHNY 5 #70A e &
SNRol X e B JALEHS] Ao]F Adgozn JojAr,

MFCDCN(Mutiple FCDCN)[25][28]= FCDCNA¥d RBAMHE7} A&E2 SNR#
VQRERS] o &g} U@ i AlAR Yo YR E H3}r) Y3 o
7oA AE BEANEF 7 0L, 28 VQUF L e RARAL HdF
o Adgd @730 A BANEE AHESo 4299 o] Y JTYE BAYS F
3P gt

x = z + HkSNR, e (29)
714 ex WA HYd @73 Yein Jox= FCDCN# 2t & MFCDCN&
FCDCN#elt #73& 233 B4l 3 A7te Yejojo}, @742 HAdsie
Helle AA 24 did vQY H@NZE Hidse 4L HAdsie Wy, 4z
FAH R g VQI=EE UE g, AL VQR=HOE VQEF 433y
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HAro VOIS e 7L Hdste Wiez #ze] §73¢ HEAS BEY &
Foz slHsT A4S 5L e $AL Adgste wEsol Aok
IFCDCN(Interpolated FCDCN)[25]& MFCDCNolA RAYWE &S 3171 A3
ALAY BAS0] AARAH FASA RLuE MFCDCNAAM Ay AYsix 23
sre] FANA T3 BAMEE AHEdE e o7 FF4M T ZAHEHE
B7Hete)  AlgEs wyeltk. IFCDCNOlA AME¢ QAR g BAHE,
Ak SNR) & ©&3 o] MFCDCN® 3 7He] RAHMEE, nk SNR, )& 43
o2 98 5 Utk

Ak, SNR) = i‘,l feo* r(k,SNR, e) (30)
A7)M f, & Al B B 7AFAAY VQ A To) E3te] dojch
exp( D /(2 0%)
3 exp(D,/(2 %)

D, € edid 8739 VQ HZ& e}

IPDCN(Interpolated PDCN)[25][28]91 A= IFCDCN A3 v]g] #Al4td PDCN9
BAMNEE9] ensembled] 712&A ME2E AAfA U EAHEE O3 AHET
3 713 Ate 2 /e PDCN EAHMEES A¥uzgozy Favh Hitsie W
He IFCDCN# 28 Woez f3Pdo.

Blind RATZ[26][29) Q14 &7d dig A2 glo] +33317] 93] RATZY 2
dege BAE dZste @AM P(H x )il P(H z )& AHE3t EMYE R E
L A2l R w7ix] E oz Sy
T 2P 2)

'l = 5 — U (32)

TP 2)

fe = (3D)

3 _ I — {_ T ! .
oot PHET a0 (2= ril= e PR
T PIH 2)

(33)

3. & AA% A3 (Robust Distance Measure)
A4 L4948 A% SANEHEN PY2EY HHE AHEdte Ao F=HA
2 AL FAANZ 3l A2EF AFd 7FEAE M AREFAS dhe
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weighted cepstral distance measuret®ye] gl AF=Ho] $tH30](31] F2EH
NFEANE Fv RS Fool gie 3% 49 JAES PHAEE e, e &
A ME SA404719 QA ES FFAAY. & GlZA Juang et al[31]& AZE
HA & raised sine function® 7FA I 7}FXE F+ bandpass liferingol 2= %y
< AGun. & EA%E e ATy JA2EJASTY 129 AEJAGFY
FES Fole AL QA2 £E8E FINAFE AHE MALt

Mansour et al[32]& @A F #HE A(normBEue F ¥WEAle) & 31y
e AYSAYYS AL3AY o] P BrHHA BMFFo] ALEH HEEY
AZdE ol AT WA} B WAZZO] ofF AAdde HE HAG

Soong et al[33]€ frequency-weighted Ag]&AWHE AL3At. SNRo| =&
Afde 7IFAE 713HA ¥ WA 2L A€ {FA3AY, SNRo| FHeolAFE
VA E 71EHA ¥ Wyl vls 48 dFol Yedth 1 olfe vy 29
EH 7MEXAE FAH 7F5A 849 AH-$ ZA(adaptive adjustment)h= F3}5-
22 AzZ2AYH e =3 dgEojt} o9 u£§ WY ESo| Nocerino et al.[34]3}
Noda[35]0 )3 A A= At
3.1 Bandpass Liftering& Al8-§ ¥34

) Zo) i ZAHE speech spectral envelopeZ7t BE$ 9 ¥ o)(window position
fluctuations), 7|7+ (excitation interference), &7 & & (measurement noise) %ol
o8 FAFHeR Waldled 2AE & Yoy ugAEA gL 2HEY F3H
37 3-8 Wiz AE 7l o3 FEHo=2 AoE 4 AW 53], bandpass
"liftering” B3 -& LPC based spectral measurement?] E413 2459 WH3E &9
Fog ol liftering A& 44U &3
3.2 Projection Operation® 7|Wo 2 @ Distortion Measures?] IS A& §
iy

Linear prediction AFZ%Y fEHe €4 F2EHe 2L 2: PH2=2A
2HE A4 dF A BdE ALSIo BrhAHQ WAool LPC A2EYY
Elo] dolE ZAAYe A& Y mEvy J2Ead did #FL 53 F
S29g 53 E43QA AHE FAY & U3, F3F SNRAAM & g 7HAE A
2EQHE Y do] Z4E FE Yol 7HAe ASEYHEHY o] Fakn FAoe
AL & # At 281 @ A4y ALV £& A5 AFEY ¢ @] IS
wouw rjLo] HAEYWE S orientationo] HWEjZolK}h F2 P (perturbation)
g 97 Aol BAHUG. 2EE F Y JA2EYHUEA0|Y T A
family of distortion measures7} A¢tdY. M2 FAHYELS bandpass cepstral
distortion &3 Al Z& computational &S 713 o EAYEL AL o
g ALte AAFE A Y Yol A3 AP=HAS
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AYAFHEs A¥EA 2 & 2 Yol & SNR 2HAE degradationo] AT,
Fe B3 IA clean reference templates 71A T AL o, €45 AH#E YEt
Wit
SNR¢] 5dB € W, Aj2% =3YL 20dB ©]4+9] SNRoIA 2 bandpass cepstral &
AYT 5 A4 EL YA

4. 244 7]9g & ¥4y (Model-based Compensation)

FARAT A2 Alole] ol FAZAHY RdE EQde WHES Yile
g odd SAS =AY Y5 SHe2RYH AL EUMESAd dF A& ALE
M o4y Y 242D HFoly B4 W@t Wi HMM &2
(decomposition) [36]% 2713e Bvtohiel MYYUHHY J¥= AA7] AsA
7] W& %38 PMC(Parallel Model Compensation)[37]*5°] Att.

4.1 HMM decomposition[36]

HMME A48 AzRawgoezs FAd YA48e AZES Zd3d3r] YA
parallel HMMo] A18E5 3 EHAEE o|F HMMY &84z wdgddo. 4%
Fee Bsted FL4Y 4 Atk o ¥y Y & FHE FSL FEd HMM
o A3l Rdg" 4 A7) Wi d¥d e FLE dEF Ade Heolth
3 EPANZE ERFE Yo NzAFPolztn HRFEA &7l dEA A RS
mutolg} convolutionald FLE & & Utk 2 o) spectral subtraction 3
& 019lo] BAbo] golgtm 7HAEA] ol Aok A& E + Ut
4.2 PMC(Parallel Model Compensation)[37]

HMM-E 7)gto g 3te SA4UY A2 Hee FA/AFH A4FA Atolo #
A ¥ (mismatching)o] 713l wel F43) Astdd. metr ol E3PE 24
(compensation)3t7] 1% =9 setujgle] dig FFo] a7 2 F9 7HA
o] PMColtt. PMCy 8733 A 87 Aleldl EFFo) YA S o
SAJNAA 2ol HHe AEE HAde A 2ddd. 53 PMCe HdH7T
# L (Interfering additive noise)ol e ZA4E 1T F7HFA  F3(additive
noise)ol EAFA Yelue & ¢ F U MEE H2E A AY
(matching)A1717]1 9siA &8 doJEHE #£ASFAY AFA AL 5 A& RHolth. 3
gk o] AP o] vbE o vl AN dlo]EMo)|2E A I FAS okl Y
F Be 4o AT B ANEL URE 3y YEo FA HoHE dE7 HE
Pel2 &A1 98t Ao

ol Sig whjes ¥d dHolHZYEYH K8 FAFH 54 ol&dt. Fd do
HEREY 48 R AHE BAFH 540z REstd 2 AFEE AgsHA =dy g
o 22 BRSO Y F-F A glojAe A Aste A ok ol FA

ol
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A EANS 41 Yo HAFIGE AA B (actual observation)tA EAYH EAE
AHg3l7] YA BEFE HMM AFA 4 (re-estimation formulae)E 3 & ¥87} 9l
O =% HHH 712 4987 YA ML(Maximum Likelihood) 2HHo] A& g
o A 24" S4REY ML 3 @7 fdAe L9849 Had FENS
d23e Aol Hadg =F FA BFH JAH[F Aol RAY &
(mismatching function)g AF93sle Ho] WAt ol A 3 2L 7M1 S
g 249 Fe M2 EYForh AT AL 4¥ zoidely RrMFHejd
, 28 EY A4 Qlo] FEH 2FY(smoothing)ol EA3l2z A F& A
24 EY HHdA 713 Aoltlh @Y Gaussian £ Gaussian mixture setS
2 =eQelA gANE EXE XYY FEF FRE Aotk ZHY HH
g3 H71 Aol o] wA get

24 F4E static, delta He}vje] 2Fo) sy EHAY. Static He}vlelo
dalMe A4 dES nx9 ALY HEL RAe JAPYo] AMSEHY, o] BRI F
< @M Fd Aol 4FH A HFE MALE Rel 4¥E T UF5E
ul 2t} Delta oHetu|ee] ZA$dle ML FAd di@d AAHA ZAPHol =Y
nEY vig Ao HE AL AL Ao ¢EA U

L b

V. d&

B =RdAE AT AdfIoz 249d 87 M 24049 452 ¢
AA7171 1% A8 A BHE dAAM £ R A% winE s 3ol &0
 WHE Y= A FHALEE 2 Py E(38][39]0] A7 kAT

AE7NA L8N 28 S4A47E T} A B PEPEc] AT LR
AAg, HEE stationary @ F71ES4 AYPEFYolge 248 AAd e AT
Ho Utk 2ot Y4 AT HdMe 354 UE B LY 2dgo] Yad}
Azte) FZRA2¥o] FE 87 FoME Hiny FHE F4E A4Hde RAA
A3t FAA2HE 2Rste Wid A A7t ALHo Ao . yUe=
AF7A Y FHAHQA ojd AT @8] AR JYE Vo= se @ o
Aol i A7 FAE HR=ojAof drfn £}

=y (.
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