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A Wake-Up-Word Detection Method Using Spatial

Eigenspace Consistency and Resonant Curve Similarity

Student :  Ting-Chao Wang Advisor :  Prof. Jwu-Sheng Hu

Institute of Electrical and Control Engineering

ABSTRACT

This thesis proposes a method to detect keywords using microphone array.
The consistency of the spatial-eigenspaces formed by the speech source at
different frequencies and the resonant curve ‘similarity of the keyword are used
as the features for detection. ~These features are processed and detected
separately and the result is determined by cascading individual outcome using
Bayes risk estimate. This proposed method can keep a high recognition rate
under very low SNR conditions. Therefore, it is suitable for the applications
such as distant wake-up and keyword detection in noisy environments. In
addition, this method can estimate the direction of arrivals of the sound source,
and the proposed architecture is easy to expand by adding other feature
detection methods in the cascaded manner to further improve the recognition
rate.
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2.2 Multiple Signals Classification Method (MUSIC)
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-7k 4 M 4B L 4 e i A f2(Eigenvalue Decomposition » SVD) :
w,)= 2/1 (@, V, (0, V" (@) (2.2.4)
se2u 4p B #2 L (Noise Correlation Matrix)» # 2 8 = %
o ()1 = Y 6% (0, V(0 V" (@) (2.2.5)
T

Al % 21 85 4p B 2 L (Signal-Only Correlation Matrlx)/T} VA A
(2.2.4)-(2.2.5) % 1 :

C (0)/,) = A(a)f)RSS (a)_/')A(a)f)H

Y (2.2.6)
= Zl‘,(/1 (@,) -0k (@) Vi@,V @)
F % Cylo,) 1A 5 D> 7 r24f U8 Range space & °
Rs(Cy (0,))=span{V,(@,),---.V, (@,)} , Rs : Range Space
Rs(A(@ ))_span{a( ,),a(0,,0,)} =span{V,(@,), -V, (@,)]
Rs(A(@,))" = spandV 1 (@), V), (@,)} (2.2.7)

Flt A I gLpERsen S+ g /o
L Vi(@,), V(o) F=5 A5Lintijce £

2 2 span{V, (@,),---V, (0,)} = 5L+ Z 7 (Signal Subspace) -
2. V(@) V, (0,) -5 Festengfies £

T8 2 span{Vy,(@,), V), (0,)} 5 355 % @ (Noise Subspace)

10



£ RAIP B 2 B 2 B 1 2 (Orthogonal) e -

V(o) a@,0,)=0 ,i=12--D, j=D+1---M (2.2.8)

2o ERPIEAT LR DRPELP,

M

PN(a)f): Zv(a)f)lv(a)f),H :Pj{(a)f) (229)
i=D+1

mERDEERO,i=1---D > ,\I}DF’f * 247N (2.2.9) 1 Bl o BB P 3

f3 > f75% (2.2.10)%.};? F.48

Py (0,)a(0,,) =0 (2.2.10)
LR F S0 B2 42N (2.2.10)0% )

PPu(@))a(0,0,), =a" (0.0,)P, (o,)a(6,0,) =0 (2.2.11)

1 (2.2.12)
a” (0,0,)P,(w,)a(@;o;)

Sywsic(0,0,) =

%u&§ﬁ£§%Mﬁéi

0(w,) = argmax S, usic(0:,) (2.2.13)
234(2212):8+ 7 v 5 (B0 F5 MUSIC spectrum » = & 4 5

Space spectrum o ¥ b &R ¥ b S 42 N (2.2 11) F) E e~ L e T 7 ¢

\m
.L-\-
w
TN
Tr‘
=
N
IRy
“E\\‘*\
ey

| & *T % 5 MUSIC spectrum -

MUSIC Spectrum MusIC Spectrum

apnyubew
Kouanbauy

frequency

: o
angle

B 2.3 % BAg F T &7 MUSIC Spectrum

11



R g kg ’WBmfﬁéﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%T&iiﬁﬁﬁﬁ
(Principle Component Analysis > PCA) - 7% % Jg i (<#f space coherence % i
% #F space spectrum aliasing # ;% & * ¢ > b fdF e BLTE S R RIS %
¥ AR A SNREFHESF > 2 BF Bk ird — 2.2 > L2/

VST B W T AR S o

MUSIC spectrum of 0 angle |

frequency spectrum

frequency

L
50

magnitude

Bl 2.4 4 SO 2 BT O Bl (SNR=16.14)
A 24 B ERLIBRF TR BB ALY A
90 R > TEFHEMF > RhEN A )) e RIS g B 7R

FEhk RDE B F i BARHEDL o
SNR=16.14 SNR=-2.84 SNR=-16.24

frequency spectrum
MUSIC spectrum of 0 angle | |

frequency spectrum frequency spectrum
MUSIC spectrum of 0 angle MUSIC spectrum of 0 angle | T

B 25 AFFHEHe 7 BAEM 2R

-n\a.

KR 25 0= B ] BT g Eg 0 §A5LRAX I F 4R
*E SNR %543 % > R G ER s L RBRAH P 2FFAL

ERIFBLENFAET L A LFE 7 0 USRS )



ToOHE - AL TR M R A RS Bk il
EEFZRpA Bt amck o 0T il
B e i B MO ELn £ AT 3 1 B iR T o Ry R K-

FgF 1B s 0chi e » RpRQ227): g & it ihifice £ 7 L&

Jr = v array manifold vector =iz ] :

Span{é(ﬁl,a)f)} = span {V (o, )}

( o)) (2.2.14)
a(l,o,)=V(0,)=—7— C: normailzed factor
B ' 1 (2.2.15) 58 i1 12(2.2.3) 3¢
1Y q
Rxx(a)f’):ﬁzx(wka)x (a)f’k)
= (2.2.15)

M
=D 4@,V (0, V" (o))
i=1
N #* 43>8 correlation matrix &7+ =& (frame number) » B|& * dF i@

A(w,) 7 1o Ry

(@) =V,"(0,)R (0, V(o)

=—ZV (0,)X(0,, k)X (@, kN, (@,)
:W;a'H(Hl,a)f)X(w )Xo, k)a(6,0,) (2.2.16)
=%gy(wf,k)y“(az,',k) Vi@, k) =a"(0,0,)X (@,.k)

1 N
v 2y o[

#(2.2.16):% 7 I > B % L E ‘T} E_iz e PCA % Bl ) e array manifold
vector xR ZerAp A LA K LB E R > T LB LR G A
Yoo gtk e 2% Delay and Sum Beamformer[2-4] > £ 3 2 BFmA B&H L 3

3R o R SH N BRI, o

13



2.3 Speech Feature

3% 3 4 #c(Speech Feature) 5 3 & FR &g w1 2 b F enikdp - F - BF
E - BRI R SRR RSN T o B 26
Source-Filter Model & & ¥ 5 i 37 5 % Hen#-31[2-5] - o #3] BRK o i e
T E S I AP e

Excitation | Resonation
: — y(@®
/Source [Filter
X() h(t)

®]2.6 Source-Filter Model
V(1) 2B I ARUEL s h() £ BRI F o x() BRI Yw)
Xw) & 5 2 i £ FH > Hw mdrd it F 4 5 5 & (Frequency

Response) » ~ # % + "8 ¢ % (Resonant Curve)[2-6] - B 2.6 «1ff ¥ % 57 %

y(6) = x()* h(z)
Y(w)= X(w)H(w)

(2.3.1)

hiEE ¢ /,%r/]ﬁn)il(exmtatlon)p LBk > AR B EY ,;r/]ﬁn&x?u; '3
o P BT /;rfﬁwl%z,?w% Foo B R A R A B E T B~ T
B AR L MET 0 RS LT R Y A D ST
B Er %ilé?ﬁ*mi Hh e

KEF =% F kg BRTE BF il d Bl ety -2
FrtgAR < o 2T Bl i ARG O B 4 FeAd < Bofd e a g g o
d Jrde il SO A AR 0 B s )I*U:L« o
% el A FAR K e %Tfjm fe e

Flet o FORERRIEA R 8 0 S HRA BRI TR 08 RO

4
Qe
(‘H}
§g4
s
i
ol
3
%
N
N

SR RIS Sl I
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B 2.7 84 Bbe 4 4 g i x(0)

o U T T T T
45 (I ] R e R P TR PR R T PP PP EEEEET PEPPEEPE PEEPEEEE EEPPEPEE EERPERrS
an
LI e e TR EE T EEt EE P T EE P PR EEP P T e PPEEe |
]
0.025
1]
*® 0.02
x 00151
15
001
0
0.005
5
nlJ I lllil Lol gl dpaagion oo il A 0 | H | H | i i
(] 1000 2000 2000 4000 5000 6000 7000 0 2000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000

Hz Hz

2.8 o3 sienic €453 X(w) B 2.9 s ih ik F o 5 B (2 B ) H(w)

: |

i i

o JJl i lxl H W“um.\ A A i oA &
o 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 B00 L] 00 S000
Hz

B 2.10 & = EL g AR Y W) [2-7]

B 27 5 AhBF 2dismmadaens > ¥ 5- B2 &4 - B 280
Bt Al R T g MR BL A & 3 A H Sl A e

L3N

MBS R Behi g2t > RS IRE Y TR o 4o f
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apnyubew

e

apnjubew

o

- REL IEMS T RRER- BE A EE S 5 B RIT
W hof) 210(2 B MG @ LPC AT iRl o B Y ML i BAT - MG
£ &) .

FUERI S B EAERMAOEE AR 0 A XY AN G g
Foo TR EHY RE B R RRE S B ER R A B
SHES RS 5 FF e & Fh f G & dR4E (Formant)[2-8] o
S R I I ;reqb%oncjﬁ"z;; e B

Pitch: C3
Peak indices: 91826 3543 ...

Formants: 45 85

Pitch: D
Peak indices:101929.38 47 ...

Formants: 46-89

Peak indices: 11 22 32 4353 63 ...

Formants: 52 90

100 150 200
frequency

Peak indices: 12 23 34 4557 ...

Formants: 44 90

0 150 200 250
frequency

Pitch: G
Peak indices: 14 26 3952 64 ...

Formants: 51 87

100 200 250

150
frequency

Pitch: A
Peak indices: 1529 43 56 ...

Formants: 54 95

Bl 201 7 3 87 F 3 i BAHS S B R
C3 D E F G A
f (Hz) 13081 | 146.83 | 164.814 | 174614 | 195998 | 220
Freq. index | 8.37 94 | 1055 | 1118 | 1254 | 14.08
121 FHETFFT 395 25§ & (B~ & 8K)

300



RN N T

£ AR

T 1A ] )

Word = “f@”’

I4

]

,
y X
A

Word = ‘¥’

Kl o ol 2120 S PERT 00 R

apnjubew

0 50 100

Pitch: C3

250 300

150
frequency

Peak indices: 9 18 26 35 43

Formants: 45 85

0 50 100

Pitch: C3

Peak indices: 9182634 43

Formants: 37-120 170

50 100

Pitch: C3

200 250

150
frequency

Peak indices: 9 17 26 34 42 50

Formants: 34 94

300

Word = “4° Word = “%” Word = * i’
x10° x 10°
6 2
: N
16 i
| f
4 i 14 [
| [
g \‘ 12 “ “
ESdl 1ol
g1 sl |||
®y I , I
\ 0.6 / |
\ [ i
L oar /I I\
|/ J\ A
o . Y\ B o ) N e . -
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 100 150 200 250
i frequency i frequency i frequency
Pitch: C3 Pitch: C3 Pitch: C3

Peak indices: 9 17 25 33 41 50

Formants: 20 162

Peak indices: 9 18 26 35 43 51

Formants: 35 117

17

Peak indices: 9 18 26 34 43 51

Formants: 34 143

300



BGE £ - BF Ry

213 ¥ 15 AN D2

FEIS RS R

o4

AR T R R B do )

=t

¥
7

=8

2
,

S R AR T R

2 g 20 E ' DI 2 Rk £ e i R fs i 12 SN
FREB] 0 EIRE PR S R A £ R E LB Lk
[ > ¢ > 3 _\ ~H 27 33 4@ 2 R
Al AT g B F NIRRT R DR BTG S o
10><1o5 45)(105
9 0 4
8 ‘\“‘ ‘\‘ 35
o) o
6 1 /N
§ . [ “ I 82,5 ) \
2 | 2./
&4 & / \
3l 15} |/ g
2 1 \
0 . ! = 0 . L =
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Pitch: C3 frequency Pitch: C3 frequency
Peak indices: 9 18 26 35 43 Peak indices: 9 17 26 34 42
Formants: 45 85 Formants: 41.573
7><105 14)(105
6 12 ‘q
I
5 “\ 10 H
|
I
& R
£ £
2 / | 4 |
I 7
illLntN M),
N\ ) I N
00 5‘0 1007 f 1507 200 250 300 00 5‘0 100 fre &g%c 200 250 300
Pitch: C3 requency Pitch: C3 auency

Peak indices: 9 18 26 35 43 52

Formants: 44 82

B213 F5 % - F

=3

F

18

Peak indices: 9 18 26 35 43

Formants: 49 89

2 2

e 7 A RARGHE L R



Hd bz v UL SR TGE %?Exjﬁifffﬁ#ﬁgi&iﬁ» B(hA B
PEHRA B AR RAE) 0 4 fjﬁiL“#ﬁ%iﬁiﬁ»%ﬁﬂEfﬁf&“@—#%

§ A A R RS SR i - °i*~“¢r@7 WELRIE A AR
B0 AGER e AT R 2N H B S i & K R

i E RFWNARTRER 2 F o Ah s A Ripes BiFF Hh ki
A e 5 EE
JEEE 5 FEah e ek (Speech Recognition) » Bl enk Fgd M 4 F 7 e
SVEF 3 fjf‘u‘{% g g < F 5 855 7 % # (Speech Transform)f-3% 4
& = (Speech Synthesize) L2 - R $ % "Gt F T BB 5L K
ErNBRaREH o

M FRPTE G AR AR ﬁ} P L EREFRA R BEOFI
K3 AR TS S Ao ¢ F Lok 5 SULIE R Al

B

\

(Linear Predictive Coding > LPC) ~ @[#g ¥ (Cepstrum) ~ = i |47 3% % #ic
( Mel-scale Frequency Cepstral Coefficients > MFCC ) ~ %t |+ g &3 iR

(Perceptual Linear Predictive » PLP) & 74 -

19



2.4 Linear Predictive Coding (LPC)

S AT R RS (LPC) B - fhd 4 sk 1€ * hoko it £ Bihik e 32 o ¥
SRS 0 P W PR BT R 2w B R PR B A e R e AR
» %“xﬁﬁ«i SR E 2 p it 03] (Autoregressive Mode » AR Model) % 77
BIPAOTR S TERXEBRAEL - B 2EZRA E(All-pole Filter) o d
WE I ANUNE AR, PR ER o B B e

(Autocorrelation) i % » #7112 LPC# % :f & 3§ FvaJL o

1 (2.3.1) 7% s = FEATI BT 4o~ 220 78 22 E Source-Filter Model :

y(n) =x(n)*h(n) +e(n) (2.4.1)
BREBRAS: 2REipd E

H@Z—fL— (2.4.2)

1-Zz'kak
k=1
H9 p iLPC epfdic(order) » a, 7 RIEFER hdc > k=1-p o £ (2415
4 X Z-domain ¥ #-(2.4.2)55 F »~ :

Y(z)=X (2)++ E(z) (2.4.3)
1-Zz'kak
k=1
Bk 3 AP e A R RGBT A 0 BT )
Assume X (z) >> E(z2),

2 244
Y(z)(l-Zz'kak) = X(z) ( )
##& v time-domain » i&? 125 P]AR Model 5745 2 27 53¢
y(n)-¥(n)'a = x(n) , ¥() =[y(n-1)---y(n-p)I

(2.4.5)

a = [al...ap]T

20



RIFE Bl ers > 284 (Mean Square Error » MSE) 5 -
2

E =Y x(nf =Y (y(n)-9()"a) (2.46)

P pE OB AL S TR R L S B K L R B SR
AL TR P PR P F AL A0 G DT RETIR D T AT RS
B G ATROB R BAE K o S IERGEL B A R TR R 4 R
FEL o

20 W Pl 357 L AU R Gl 0 $(2.4.6) 50 B a i oA K 4

50:
&= 3 (260 + 25 3() a) =
> (4350 §() a) =0 247
> (v()3() = Y. (Y3 ) a
B o Apr A 5t
RO [R,© R,O - R, (p-D
R, | [R,® R,0) - R,(p-2)
: - : : " : a (24.8)
R, (| [R,(P-DR,(p-2) ~ R, (0

# Ryy(r)Zi(y(n)y(n-T)) » §-% B 4p B 3 Bc(Autocorrelation Function) -

R,® | R,0 R,@O - R, (p-D]
R, (2 R, R,0) - R,(p-2

T = W;() Ry = yf() yf() . ”:(p ) (2.4.9)
R, (p)] R,(p-)R,(p-2) -~ R,(0) |

Je L@ - i ] s

-1
=R, (2.4.10)

21



equency spocinm equency spocinm

apnpufew
apnyubew

% T > B % i
frequency frequency

B2.14 LPCHA| 2 4 F By B2.15 LPCH-A|2 4 3 F g (dB 4 7 )

Bt 17 A LPCH-A) e E‘g@}@ﬁfu R HY R 2 R e R
(Spectral Envelope) » 4-®]2.1422 §]2.15 » & LPCH-A|Fp P erfe e > B % BB B~
HHE 5 (Sampling Rate) e ] » = 4% 7 i DI edicp @ o ¥ AFF R
B¢ 4 g 4 10-16 1 -

¥ ¢k T & (2412) Lagivp A Sl N A AP E pApR O

[0
HecnF o B (frame size) :

R, (rN)=Y (»(n)y(n-7)) (2.412)

B fs LPCHA] “,% TR AREY RDRR . FIFLER £ BK

3+ 5% (Speech Synthesized) & & * 3% § 3t 5L 45 (Speech Compression) -
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2.5 Bayes Risk

. < b ' (Bayes Risk)&_ - #& 8351 i3 2 B

/> # (Probability Distribution) - %ﬁ—“é ® L ARG % it (Cost) -z
B it 0 @ (Threshold) 1z & 7 & &g & 1§ & -] [2-10]

LS e doas

Decision Boundary
T

H, is Ture|H, is True

Decided as
HO C'00 COl
Decided as
H ClO C:L'I.
1
Type I error: Miss , P(

Typellerror Force Alarm  P(H ;H,)
& 2 16 Ua 185 & % R

%22 2R AREEDEY L

LA B s # 4oB 2.16 » & Hypothesis :
H,: 4=0 null hypothesis
H;: u=1 alternative hypothesis

T EEC, 54220 PlEE R L

E(C) = CpoP(Hq;Hy) + Cp P(Hy Hy ) + Co P(H Hy ) + €, P(H,  H )
= CooP(H, |Ho)P(H,) + Co P(H, | Hy) P(H,) (2.5.1)
+CP(H, [Hy)P(Hy) + C, P(H, [H,) P(H,)

Ul ‘i

>

R, = ZI%7= H, 7% 3 » R, 3 2|¥7 % Hy 0% 3 > 2B (2.5.1)5" ¢

E(C) = CooP(H,)|, p(x|H,) dx+CyP(H,)[ p(x|H,) dx

(2.5.2)
+CoP(Ho)[, p(x|Hy) dx+CuP(H) p(x|H,) dx
P58 3B 4 18 4

jR p(x|H,) dle—jR p(x|H,)dx ,ie {0,1} (2.5.3)

23



3 (253);VF »(25.2)¢ @ T
E(C) = COOP(HO) +C01P(H1)
+ [ (CoP(Ho)— CyyP(H,)) p(x | Hy) dx (2.5.4)

+ ], (CuP(H,) = CoP(H,)) p(x | H,) d
BE(R254):% 0 571 BEQC) B > T UFIR

(Co—Cp)PH,)p(x|H,y) =(C,, —Cy)P(H)) p(x | Hy) (2.5.5)
4 FAGRE (256)5 H 2 ARG H,
(Cyo = Coo)P(Hy) p(x | Hy) < (Cy — Coy ) P(H,) p(x | Hy) (256)

B w oLi 5 - B E e

p(x|H,) N (Cp = Cyp) P(Hy) _ (2 5 7)
p(x|Hy) (Cy—Cy)P(H,) -

¥ B CYy>Ch Cp>Cy v

RER-RR AR N e S % Ol & Ll B e Ry

S

2| %73 B ¥ st fic(Likelihood Function)st & 2 F iy & K id2 5 H,

B, -
BHF = o ok WECy=Cu=0 ~ Cp=Cyp=1" AL R Gje§F %30

B v E 18 4% 5 14 Jpl(Maximum a Posteriori Probability Detector » MAP) > 4r
(2.5.8)5" o

p(x[Hy) _P(H,) _ (2.5.8)
p(x|H,)  P(H,) -

dod F e X T PH,)=PH,) > PIE <R Kﬁﬁfag SR A AT a1
(Maximum Likelihood Detector » ML) » 4-(2.5.9)5¢ -

(I g (2.5.9)
p(x|Hy)
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2.6 Cascade Detector

‘ T ‘ T ‘ T
Detector Detector  >—» ....... Detector
F F

W 217 # 0 B

PO W p| B A o £ % § B33 i) B (Weak Detector)shg H ok %
& — 13 33 1§ ;] B (Strong Detector) o p* = j& chieid &> RypI0A eI p b
DI AARM R L SR R p PRI E 0 TP A

HERET R E G - RRRF O R R T T R LY h 2 gt
e p P BA Ry RE AR BRIET RS TG oS i
P Fenfii e ¥ bRy F 5 oo ohdRih o § g AR DT 1L A ~ 2
W R SR TG RA kR IR NOF AP R TGS .
ARIIERILp G LHPRET §F B D H o

GlAr B AR > S - T RRTGHEEF A T o 5 R
W s WFFI Rtz g H 2 5 £ 2 005 BRIFIPR G 3 T U
G Aok B R PR AT P AIVE S A Ass TR A - B pRI
iRl RIWRIBEAPF AT SR - FF P o &t % | (Face

Detection)® - Adaboost f- Cascade Detector s & 5 {%d+ cfc# [2-11] -
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$z2% I 2FBEEIF- X
AR T2 R FEREGET WRITE 2
BB MG R ko SR T WA B

HTEFEd i PI8T R T S MeEF > BE R o H - B&EF rRsr Ao

MR TR et R o R T A ST A A — R A 2 b o 4R

=K

DT RTEE A G AT - R TE L BT MRk o

R NATOS ZME R B FaOEG o FEF R R 0 LG
TOEAMEF R LT RRF ST BRI RAARDEST TR T AR
B¢ g BapE iz BRI 2 RI(DOA) € 1R 1 ip ikt F e 5 R e Rk
AR B e FEALY o AR RE - BHEF (B F Lo
g@,j@%ggﬁﬁﬁaﬁ,ﬁ%m%%iﬁ%&ﬁﬁ’ﬁ?uﬁﬁ%
FEPLSEHAEF I T R a3 ﬂ*‘ A7z Pk z Fa- R

Mo RAETEBF 5 LG B P Eg e a2 B2 93 BT ERSR

MAE R A% - BB pEMaEs 08X EERERY LPC
TEAFPRAE T chE Pl R LIRSS T AL R RIRLITL RS BD
= 18P BB P g8 (Threshold) 2 &) o 3& (T prdd 5 i p = vg o ARendp v B £ F i
ORI B E TR ERE TL RIS E R B B R
PEFAEFEE £ B 0l R B e 075 MR s

26



31 wE AR

Initialization
- Resonant Curve Model
- Formant Frequency sub-bands
- Thresholds from Bayes Risk

>
A

A

Signal segmentation

Layerl&L ayer2
Spatial Eigenspace
Consistency

Layer3
Resonant Curve

Similarity

Layer4
Correctness of all

letters of the Word

B 3.1 vk FRRE4EF W RIF E 2 IR AR
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o PR GE T R B A

1 04E R4 e R 4E S > B X BenE 3 H A& > 121 10 P e LPC & 8]
NEBEF ARG M T - B XY R (Resonant Curve
Model) - i Pe & Fgd SRHCT) 8 B AGE T B B 2 J=4E g 3 (Formant
Frequency Sub-band) - # i&dpfc 3~ B eid 5 & > @ % [ b 'g -2

7 HBIE € & * 3o 5 (Threshold) o

2. PEF gAY F - B (letter)s Ik o P ARG Y BEFH A
o mmaa At 23 X BT A LR T o

B T A B IREAEF oA BAF o A A B AR

M - REZZANE L EE SRS AT e 5 B BN

| Y tr ;tl]-iu—rﬂ_; AR Y RAPNEETE AT LRE R G AT TN

4.
P o 5 B TR R e 3 o

B[4t = 7 B chF A H 7 WAL H ML F - KRS8 £ e Sdp 42 2

FPREFEFF - BF Ll WA YREY hE- B DA P2 LB
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327 Wi B - RGP

TAEF 220 AEBMEFTHELLELARILZ S AL FIER
BEF Tz AP EAELIF ¢ 7 T AEF BRI s F v R & 2.3
YR LR A - T R R R AR € IR SR T e
VUIE R AR R T AR S B AOE S o

RiRREREDIEE S AR TR - BT R AT > TR
PP M T chk s R KRG HE Uk R T T O

FofFFRERE BRI gy B ey B R T AR AR

lF

i8] 3.2 Spatial Eigenspace Consistency /15 48 7 1 ]
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321 #FE Bk

a—

I’

#

g

i

¥

= »
oo

RS
B2 4R it S

3%

2 LB d e

tH A X LPC &3

Pl Ergd R LEBF - B2
' 4] 330 o d ML KR R

EIREAT A o

Al o 4 MG

MUSIC Spectrum

- Resonant Curve Model |4

Frequency Spectrum

B YraE AR A

frequency

Fiquehcy $pectrum and Resonant Curve

apnubew

R 3.4 F

i

S A A

B 3.3 F B g d 21 e BAE T L W)

v Aed A BT 5 P

¥4 5] RARENE A € EHT0 B
#F & p £ Spatial Eigenspace #-t #3 — R FlL 3

# e
3

§ edF hgR F AR L o

M4t FMaEF

Frequency Spectrum and Resonant Curve Frequency Spectrum and Resonant Curve

18 — — T 18 — — T
[ \ Frequency Spectrum (\ Frequency Spectrum
16 [ Resonant Curve Model 16 ’ Resonant Curve Model
Il |
14 / ‘ } “ 14
120 || 120
(] ( (]
3 10+ 3 10+
.51 .51
£ 8 £ 8 0
61 6 /
at af
i 1 V)
0 1 7 . 0 | .
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
frequency frequency

Bl 3.4 = BF ey EAEHE X
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322 > 2 RIBEHELTF - Ribenfdktik

PR-RREMEI Y RN IR FE - BRI R

BB P, 0 3 % 22 8 ¢
M
Py(®,)=> V(®)V (o) =P;(0,), feF1 (3.2.1)

i=D+1
R RO
1

S O,0,)=  feFl (3.2.2)
wusic ( a)f) a”(@,a)f.)PN(agf.)a(e,cqf,) fe
Pl & R DB R S
é(a),.) =argmaxS,, 4 (0.@,) , f€F1 (3.2.3)
. ; A

e W E F ST B - 3k 4 (Spatial Eigenspace Consistency)iE * &
BAEA(F = 2 IREBRF (7722 Fple)
1. ¢4 GRER

Z wusic (05 ;
feF1

= max| - - , D:normailed factor (3.2.5)
2. 4R RIRE K
= var(f(e ), feFl (3.2.4)

?

BLReD Bl I F VR - REOFE &R GRS
BEE s LR GRIRR R c TRISSZ - B &
BBl EEr?Frad w2 - B36:%- BE—LAEAGRRREIF

- \
FHFHESE
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P P

Music spectrum from formant freq. Music spectrum from formant freq.

-100 0 100 1100 0 100
angle angle

Z Syusic (0, a)f)

F1 2 2. v P 2.
B 35 L P B BT s AR RRIEE
D
PP ERTPE
histogram from formant freq. histogram from formant freq.
10 ‘ ‘ 10
8 4 8 8
6 4 6 E
4 4 4 .
0 I | I I I
-100 0 100 -100 0 100
angle angle

B 3.6 O(w,) i B MACAZAR T 5 & B BRI R K

B35 LR 36 %ENFHMFE s F- R dygv 1§
RGP F iz - c BRIF S MEFF ARGREEYRS  ER

% 5E'J%§l ﬁ;(u ﬁ;;,J‘ o
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x 10" First letter, F1 freq. sub-band x 10" First letter, F2 freq. sub-band

10 10
o wuw o wuw
o S oo . S oo
8 8l )
7 7
6 6
4 4
3 3
2l
1L

0 . . . . . . . . )
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014 0.016 0.018
mag

B 3.7 35 £ % Fl

FI3.7 5 % £4R9E 2 5 £9R%E 0 B 5 LT REHA BHATRY
S
SR ERRGRBEENRA S LR GREEE B o ¥ BRAFLS B

Py i< 4p B 1+ (low correlation) » F]m ¥ 0 A p KA p e R E LB

Bz ko

33



3 EFHE AP R R

\

WAEE & 230 R R MG FF R R e A s v o FE 2 4
et chi fBd A AT B E P B ehif 3 2 £ By sich s

R P AR g R o T AT BN R Ve TR PR SR B HETREAEF 5 R

~=i

Ao o] 3.8 A 5 E B M A (e d D EEY R 4

S iR AT -

x 10 x10°
10 T T T T T 6
9F n |
M I
M 5
8 Il |
[
[\ ‘
| |
3 3 |
& & |
E E |
g a3t ||
o o
3 e
|
2|
]
1t \
] J N
/
- > .
. { 0 A
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 200 250 300

frequency

B 3.8 “»iEA FFehtvgd A

150
frequency

P 2 AT engp i B ¥ & Bhattacharyya Distance[3-1]
BC(p,q)= [P(x)q(x) dx (33.1)

Bl 39 224 F L FHSHA BHEFTRINGE > B(=d 5 MeEF -

First letter, Resonant Curve correlation

. wuw
I other word

0
0 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.008 0.009 0.01
Bhattacharyya Distance

Bl 3.9 7§ #Hies 7 B
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Yr® FEHREFELIT

AR ERAG RGO EN - FEFE AR FEE A7 R SNRT
iRk o T AT A e SNR T B A Y 2 OB R E 0 Bfd
PIEE TP HET 2 SNR R RIE S % o

BAl 283 BB DTERY »REY 5 - Bl ivi A Berdfie 2
WERLR AT SehA o (0 A ~ 90 B ~ 180 ~ 270 B ) FEE(2M ~ 4M)
g o AR A3 FAFHERRE - FEFEIRFREL L LA
Fdrk 41 % £ 427 F SNR a2 5L * 32203 & =0 > 323 5 Babble noise>
UepleN g T T B A dkS kB 4 B & T2 aE = ) Diffuse noise e SNR i

Fd RN S o B S 1384 F arsegmental SNR > #1126 5

3dB = % eiE£ o

+«—— Speaker
2M ~ 4M

Bl 4.3 &3 BT 5 B (i B
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B4t F ‘i FEE K 14
o) 2% 4 LD WA FREHLR 0 A&
IR 17.5cm | B 4 2M
B 8K B 43 = dk 200 =
LR 512 M4ET Bk 200 1 %
Overlap 256 | M4t F &P 20 i F

SR LS S 10 =
4T Bk 200 i &
Rk 400 B 3
241 F-FEEFRE

B 4 % Fe ek Cit -k o 8 *

LA BA S AT R ER | 0R 90 %180
270 &

STy 17.5cm Cf o Fis 2M ~ 4M
PR I 8K B 4% =t ¥k 5 =%
LR 512 M4ET Bk 320 B %
Overlap 256 | ZhEBi4EF EcP 20 B =
M S K 1=

4T Bk 1280 B x

Rk 1600 & %

2427 b3 BHERER
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AR SR ST B AT

Wake-Up-Word | Other Word

Decided as True Positive False Positive

Wake-Up-Word

Decide False Negative True Negative

Other Word

4 43 A9 S b S B R 4

1.1 jp] & (Detection Rate) : True Positive/( True Positive+ False Negative)

G RMAET T o AL MAET S o

2.:%3F = (False Positive Rate) : ‘False Positive/( False Positive+ True Negative)

WS A MAET T 0 R R RS s o

3./ 3F & (False Negative Rate) : 1- Detection Rate

T RAEEF T o AEH S A AT S o
4.% 4532 % (Equal Error Rate) : False Negative Rate = False Positive Rate

AEBRIE PSR @ TR IR E YR S (T 5 RIE R

P Rk =
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41k -FHFE2LRREFELH

PR EY FREEESPA LS NI RE G A BRGE
¥ AHmET T P E R E R € B F P Detection Rate & 100%
T B s False Positive Rate» 17 5 £ 75 Myt 2 3 2 HE L B B iR Bl BT

A G ER S U AR o doF Bk A e
¥ A2 SNRT AL HEI 3 2L R o9 5% B-C~D-~E>-

BAFHEOESRE > R 3 EERRY T RER LD T A

I

¥

» Flm FRBIRE AR - EFHEET o FMIEEPERF o ef & F o

R - 3 e g D

% i8Rl 5 100% T B3 B e False Positive Rate
% 1% SNR T &1 Equal Error Rate

L% SNR T F A ek g

7 I SNR T # ficeha 45

7 SNR T F* i e 47

mm o o W »

BT 3 F SNR e plREE S
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4.1.A 1B 100%™ Bl B i e False Positive Rate

WUW (200)

Other word (200)

H[ %5 WUW

200

0

Detection rate = 100%

2857 5 WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0%

% 4.4 SNR=14.15 p¥ i} ;p| & % 100%Pp+ &« 4 e False Positive Rate

WUW (200)

Other word (200)

2|53 WUW

200

0

Detection rate = 100%

HErr 2 WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0%

% 4.5 SNR=7.3 p& 1d jp| & % 100%PF* £ i< 51 False Positive Rate

WUW (200)

Other word (200)

X %75 WUW

200

0

Detection rate = 100%

%2 5 WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0%

% 4.6 SNR=-0.3 & i ;p] & % 100%PF* & i« 1 False Positive Rate

WUW (200)

Other word (200)

H%r 5 WUW

200

0

Detection rate = 100%

%2 5 WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0%

% 4.7 SNR=-2.24 p% 1§ ;p| % % 100%F* & i< 41 False Positive Rate
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WUW (200)

Other word (200)

T 5 WUW

200

0

Detection rate = 100%

%3 5 WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0%

% 4.8 SNR=-3.82 p¥ i ;p| & % 100%FPp* & i« 5 False Positive Rate

WUW (200)

Other word (200)

H%r 5 WUW

200

0

Detection rate = 100%

22 L WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0%

% 4.9 SNR=-6.32 g 1 ;p| % % 100%F* & i< 71 False Positive Rate

WUW (200)

Other word (200)

{85 WUW

200

1

Detection rate = 100%

H g2 L WUW

0

200

False positive rate = 0.5%

% 4.10 SNR=-8.26 p% i ;p| & % 100%F* £ i« 5 False Positive Rate

WUW (200) | Other word (200)
H[ %5 WUW 200 12 Detection rate = 100%
H 2 5 WUW 0 200| False positive rate = 6%

% 4.11 SNR=-11.78 g% 1é ;p| & % 100%PF# & i <5 False Positive Rate
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FRRRES ok 412> 7 g Pl ik - B3 HF DR % 4 7]
ple- Aok gd MELRE DY AL FRNT RS T8 g5 4

RIS

SNR Detection rate | False positive rate
14.15dB 100% 0%
7.3dB 100% 0%
-0.3dB 100% 0%
-2.24 dB 100% 0%
-3.82dB 100% 0%
-6.32 dB 100% 0%
-8.26 dB 100% 0.5%
-11.78 dB 100% 6 %

% 4.12 % % SNR ® 1 False positive rate

4.1.B % i# SNR T &1 Equal Error Rate

SNR EER 1- EER
14.15dB 0% 100 %
7.3dB 0% 100 %
-0.3dB 0% 100 %
-2.24 dB 0% 100 %
-3.82 dB 0% 100 %
-6.32 dB 0% 100 %
-8.26 dB 0.5% 99.5%
-11.78 dB 5% 95 %

% 413 & SNR T ¢ EER
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41.C & B SNR T F 2t 3 Jo chd {5

Bl 4.4 2B 45 % tisi® g 3 pF(SNR=14.15) » % B 3 = (letter) & 14
F e (word)er i plig % o v m 200 £ G M4EF o (oG 200 £ S ZERBEAES o

FABREEZDUAL QR EHESL F D DT S jﬁ{iﬁ
T A< P i Layerl ~ Layer2 ~ Layer3 & Layerd o ¥ AR FlER - BF
e% 51 201~230 v & 51 241~260 » 5 7FF7 > 914 i g BERE -

rResuts ~Letter2 Detector Results Letter3 Detector Results
1.

05 05

eeeee

B 44 = B3~ & poehipl i % (SNR=14.15 dB)

Word Detector Results

15
1k
H
2
o}
<]
°
3
@
S
0.5r
0 . . . . . .
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
word

Bl 45 F eiliplk % (SNR=14.15 dB)

WUW (200) | Other word (200)

X gr i WUW 200 0 Detection rate = 100%
#5725 WUW 0 200 False positive rate = 0%

% 4.14 SNR=14.15 pF id jp| & % 100%F* &« i< =51 False Positive Rate
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B 46 2 H 47 5 24 B4 HRE T 95E 5 (SNR=-1L.78)pF » & & B 3

Afeb i F B plE R HER P T UFI - BFADWRF K § N7

B A MEF DT AN ST DT A o G B F

VRNt

Le 1 Dy R It Le 2 Dete R I L 3 De Re 1l
1 15 1
1 1 W
5 5 5
H H g
0.5 0.5 0.5
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

letter letter letter

B 46 = B3 =~ & p il ip s % (SNR=-11.78)

Word Detector Results
15 T T T

detector result

0.5+

. . . .
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
word

Bl 4.7 F ‘et Pl % (SNR=-11.78)

WUW (200) | Other word (200)

Hgr L WUW 200 12 Detection rate = 100%

#5725 WUW 0 200 False positive rate = 6%

% 4.15 SNR=-11.78 p¥ i ;p| & 5 100%F* £ i« 7 False Positive Rate
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4.1.D # F SNR T $Ffcens 47

i s TP G E TR BF OB RARE DOSNREEHEXKHSNR T o
Layerl ~ Layer2 ~ Layer3 snfFjic £ B

AL Layerl 2 Layer2 » Jrqk S 2872 B FHE - R - ¥
SNR ™ "% > & R 7P| % £ #c(variance) € % ~ ¥ & & fz B £ & (magnitude)
R )]*m:F Fiendijies FF- R M T Ems e ¢RFE
Az ko R AGRAF U P L ehF g e R R Ecoit ik hE B A
W 4.8 21/ 4.9. ¥ *h g peena #0714 B Layerl 2 Layer2 (07 B i

il

5 2 ™ 4p B¢ 14 (low correlation) » @ ¥ 02 & KA P ORI E 0 s R

Rt
st

BiEE SR s e g R

7/

SNR =14.15 SNR =-11.78

x 10" First letter, F1 freq. sub-band x 10" First letter, F1 freq. sub-band
10 10
o Wuw o Wuw
or O other word or O other word
8- 8-
7 7
6 6
g 5 ?E 5
4 4
3 3
2 2
o 090900
1F le) 1F
0 0 I n n n n n )
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014 0.016 0.018 0 0.002 0.gp4 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014 0.016 0.018
mag mag

B 4.8 Layerl % & #ics * B

x 10* First letter, F2 freq. sub-band x 10* First letter, F2 freq. sub-band
101 101
o Wuw o __WUW
or O other word or O other word
8 8
7 7
6 o 6
g s o g s
4 le) 4
3 3
2 2
1r o 1r
o 0.0 0 ‘ o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ s ‘ ‘
0 0. 002 0.004 0.006 O. OOB 0.01 0.012 0.014 O 016 0. 018 0 0002 8004 0006 0008 001 0012 0014 0016 0.018
mag mag

B 4.9 Layer2 3% 3 £~ 7 B
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First letter, Resonant Curve correlation First letter, Resonant Curve correlation
40 40

. wow - wow
35l I other word | | 351 I other word | |

30+ B 30+

25+

20+

15+

101

51

0 0 . . 1] . . . . .
0 0001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.008 0.009 0.01 0 0001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007 0.008 0.009 0.01
Bhattacharyya Distance Bhattacharyya Distance

B 4.10 Layer3 3 3 ##ch # B

£ L% Layer3 o M FE R E X4 B Rdp R 0 AP E TE S PR
TR EZE o7 UAEH I SNR (B B > Fricg » Baniap & 0 FI S 4E3 1%
HEE AR Ao R B RAP R PRk € 4 450w £ SNR TR
A F) S fem 4 B oo Py FpbEdpg - A %«“s“if‘é;&{i Layerl f-

Layer2 4 & :E - igv AP 2/ 5t feie cnigghs — o
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41.E 7 F SNR T PHEiE ek 5

riza@a Y  ETEFBF A BRBEE8 B FHSNRT R K]
¥ 5 100%P% > Ff K 4~ 55 % e Layerl ~ Layer2 ~ Layer3 & 7 B P &L
2o

TRAN KT ST

#

Bl 5

1. Layerl % & % B & & (magnitude)

2. Layerl & & i ip] 5% 2 #c(variance)

3. Layer2 & & i ¢ £ & (magnitude)
4. Layer2 & R 5P| % £ #c(variance)
5. Layer3 £ rgd & 4p i & (similatiry)

A~ SNRd 254 5

[14.15(dB) 7.3(dB) -0.3(dB) -2:24(dB) -3.82(dB) -6.32(dB) -8.26(dB)]

x 10tayerl magnitude x 10°Layerl variance ¥ 10t@yer2 magnitude x 10°Layer2 variance x 10Eayer3 similarity
14 4.5 5 9 8.5
4 4.8 8
8
12
3.5 4.6 7.5
4.4 4 7 i
10 1 3 1 7
4.2
3 3z 25 3 g 6 Z 65
S
2 g 2 2 4 2 ﬁ
£ £ 2 £ £ 5 £ ©
3.8
6 1.5 5.5
3.6 4
t 3.4 5
4 3
0.5 3.2 4.5
2 - 0 - 3 - 2 4 :
0 5 10 0 5 10 0 5 10 0 5 10 0 5 10
SNR SNR SNR SNR SNR

B 4.11 % = SNR ™ & @ B 5 k|4 5 100%p F* 4§ csg i
BLERFE L aFp4F i p S 5 100% 0 B 7 FenSNR T enfP HEEHR-T oo
£

ERGRIEEDFPHEEE F]15 SNRFE- A -] » &R BRIEEEDFEE
g“;i'g SNR g i%%\:’mi’ﬂﬂl AR R e R s g"]pSNR,)\;\‘
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41F BZFPHEET 3 b SNR chR HpR 2 &

higa@ar? o3 SNR TenF AR & o Pl AT BF kBN
B s pEEERR R ok > T p[3# H Equal Error Rate - 8 % SNR &2 2§

B2 4175 F72 4 4 BB SNR 3k 2T > 4o SNRI~SNRS » 3% %
- PR T Ty £ 3 2000 £ FA 0 R €3 54 A o e XY B
Zehlin o B R MG EER 3 9.06% > @ H 3200 & FALGF 290 F AR

B0 g d % 3na g SNR8 ek o friE & f2bf i SNR T iR s
Foo PR S 4w M SNR sk R 2 - B PR o
SNR TR

SNR1 14.15 dB 400 ¥
SNR2 7.3dB 400 ¥
SNR3 0.3dB 400 ¥
SNR4 -2.24dB 400 ¥
SNR5 -3.82dB 400 ¥
SNR6 -6.32 dB 400 ¥
SNR7 -8.26 dB 400 ¥
SNRS8 -11.78 dB 400 ¥

% 4168 7 I SNR &2 # Fild

EER 1-EER
£ 5 SNRI~SNR5 % 2000 £ F#t 2.7% 97.30 %
¥ 4 SNR1~-SNR6 4 2400 £ T3 6.42 % 93.58 %
£ 5 SNRI~SNR7 % 2800 £ §#t 6.79 % 93.21 %
® & SNRI~SNR8 & 3200 £ Fs#t 9.06 % 90.94 %

% 417 FZPHEET 2 B SNR FEHPIRER S
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422 R EFF LR REFELH

AR EY AR BTSSRI BE G T BRI
¥ AHme Y B B B k£ 27 P& Detection Rate 7 100%
T B M False Positive Rate» 1% 5 & 71 g i~ 2 i FHE S B s RI BT

WA R S SR o e R A

¥ 1P FSNRTAHBHDI > 29L 8 cef%HB-C-Do
FZ D AFEORSRE > &Y iﬁ‘%} TERE Y v fefe R 7 ¥ A
=g

BET BREEAoT L

A 18 B & 100% T jp) & & i< ¢ False Positive Rate

% B SNR T =1 Equal Error Rate

S N

N

F SNR T P i e 45

m O O W >
IR

F A E T 7 SNR G RPIR S %

48



4.2.A 1P F 100%™ Bl B % e False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word (1280)

H ¥ 5 WUW 320 68 Detection rate = 100%

HEr2 5 WUW 0 1212 False positive rate = 5.31%

% 4.18 SNR=14.15 p& i ;p| & % 100%F* £ i< 5 False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word (1280)

H ¥ s WUW 320 67 Detection rate = 100%

%572 5 WUW 0 1213|False positive rate = 5.23%

% 4.19 SNR=7.3 pF 1§ ;p] ¥ % 100%p* & 1< ¢ False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word(1280)

H g5 WUW 320 88 Detection rate = 100%

#5725 WUW 0 1192|False positive rate = 6.87%

% 4.20 SNR=-0.3 p¥ i ;p| & % 100%F* & 4 9 False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word (1280)

Hgr L WUW 320 106 Detection rate = 100%

#5725 WUW 0 1174|False positive rate = 8.28%

# 4.21 SNR=-2.24 p= 1P| 5 5 100%Pp* 8. i =7 False Positive Rate
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WUW (320)

Other word (1280)

T 5 WUW

320

132

Detection rate = 100%

%3 5 WUW

0

1148

False positive rate=10.31%

# 4.22 SNR=-3.82 p= 1P| 5 5 100%Pp* 8. i =7 False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word (1280)
%5 WUW 320 256 Detection rate = 100%
H| %3 2 WUW 0 1024| False positive rate = 20%

# 4.23 SNR=-6.32 p= 1P| 5 5 100%Pp* 8. i =7 False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word (1280)
T %5 WUW 320 432 Detection rate = 100%
H 2 5 WUW 0 848| False positive rate=33.75%

% 4.24 SNR=-8.26 p% 1§ ;p| & % 100%F* £ i« 5 False Positive Rate

WUW (320) | Other word (1280)
H[ %5 WUW 320 929 Detection rate = 100%
%2 5 WUW 0 351|False positive rate=72.58%

% 4.25 SNR=-11.78 p¥ i ;p| ¥ % 100%Fp¥ & i< < False Positive Rate
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FHMRRE R 4ok 42607 11 317 b3 B don ke ¥ P - 3 B
Gk E A Y > A H A SNR GpRkiRT o B FE - A g e X

FEPEE AL FRIRTREEA L A A A ﬁvi%ﬁ%kf‘ifj&“@* °

SNR Detection rate | False positive rate
14.15 dB 100 % 531%
7.3dB 100 % 5.23%
-0.3dB 100 % 6.87 %
-2.24 dB 100 % 8.28 %
-3.82dB 100 % 10.31 %
-6.32 dB 100 % 20 %
-8.26 dB 100 % 33.75%
-11.78 dB 100 % 72.58 %

4. 4.26 % % SNR 7® 1 False positive rate

4.2.B % i# SNR T &1 Equal Error Rate

SNR EER 1- EER
14.15dB 5.08 % 94.92 %
7.3dB 5% 95.00 %
-0.3dB 5.28 % 94.72 %
-2.24 dB 7.11% 92.89 %
-3.82 dB 9.44 % 90.56 %
-6.32 dB 11.1% 88.90 %
-8.26 dB 13.9% 86.10 %
-11.78 dB 21.63 % 78.37 %

% 427 & B SNR T HEER

o1



42.C £ % SNR ™ 3 A& 3 el {5

7

Bl 4.12 = Bl 5tz e 4 pF(SNR=14.15)> 3 ‘e f Bl % o5 & 320
FAMEET 5 12804 S 2hRAEE o F B PR S 2D A A R B 2T

peF e F BT o

TR

BUBAEE S MAES thF BT UF R A 30 thF B R o R
GEMUERS A L SRR R T T R A
A F AR R R g A R 2 o

T A R U AN R T S

SN

oo deR 412 - Bl 4 428 - ¥ U Bl R A~ 68 i@ false positives ¢ 62

BAORRRT 4 R 64 B E A F 62 BALHU S AT ¢

Word Detector Results

Word Detector Results (Without [ )
15 T T T T T T T 15 T T T T T T
1 1
H H
2 2
o o
S S
° °
2 2
5] 5]
3 3
0.5+ 0.5+
0 . 1 | 0 . . . . . . .
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

word word

B 4.12 #0810 3005 15 F e il 7] 4 % (SNR=14.15 dB)

Other word Number of Force positive
3 Ry L P A 1280 68
T HPREP S 1216 6

% 4.28 ",f Fe g3 7w 14 False Positive st i
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ErFOEFERT - BFERE Y 2 ATE 200ms - iR PR B A B
EE PR B oooa B4R =8k~ § 1=+ -] =512 ~ overlap=256 * - -
BFXHRF EBFHI=o

Pz FF(Eigenspace) 7 & % B3 1=k Rl > 700 PEE ORI DA S
rehd 3o Fla A7 BB B a- R4 $d - BB FEHKT T
s it

iE s B AR Y BV BRI Bk W G (R 2 08

fe R e Fr B xR T

.m‘y

T A< ¢ e Layer3 s 24 B BV FRRaTE F & Layer3 o 4% m;;,:;ujh
% Layerl ~ Layer2 7 B s FFen- REK G 73 FpdBamm & »

A7 & 1 A SRt o

42.D # F SNR T P {18 el 4%
GEEE AT 0 E G BE R A8 B ISNR T 0 R SR

# 5 100%pF > rg R & #p % oo Layerl ~ Layer2 ~ Layer3 & 7 B P EE h L

B

THRALBK =TT

Ry

Bl 5
1. Layerl & & & p| £ i&(magnitude)
2. Layerl % & %% 2 #c(variance)
3. Layer2 & & % /p| £ & (magnitude)
4. Layer2 % & Pl % 2 #(variance)
5. Layer3 % w8 i 4p iz & (similatiry)
~ B SNRd 27|+ 5

[14.15(dB) 7.3(dB) -0.3(dB) -2.24(dB) -3.82(dB) -6.32(dB) -8.26(dB)]
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x 1bdyerl magnitude x 10tayerl variance x 1bdyer2 magnitude x 10Layer2 variance x 10-8yer3 similarity
3.7 T 8.8 T 3.04 T 9.2 T 12 T

3.6} 8.6 91f 1l
o 3.02}
4l 1 ol
35f 1
8.2} i 10}
3t 1 8.9 1
3.4} ol
© ) k) o g8} z 9
2 2 2 2 2
< 3.3} < 78} S 298| 2 2
4 8 8 8 8
£ £ = £ 87r £ 8t
3.2 [&d
2.96} 1 8.6}
7.4} 41
31}
_ | 8.5)
, 2.04} .
7 8.4
2.9 ‘ 6.8 ‘ 2.92 s 8.3 s 5 s
0 5 10 0 5 10 0 5 10 0 5 10 0 5 10
SNR SNR SNR SNR SNR
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