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The Cluster-based Learning of Support Vector Machines and Its Ap-

plication in Text-Independent Speaker Identification

Student : Sheng-Yu Sun Advisor : Prof. Hsin-Chia Fu

Institute of Computer Science and Information Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Based on Statistical learning theory, Support Vector Machine(SVM) is a
powerful tool for various classification .problems, such as pattern recognition
and speaker identification etc.;Howeyer,.training SVM consumes large memory
and long computing time. This paper propeses a cluster-based learning method-
ology to reduce training time and the'memory:size for SVM. By using k-means
based clustering technique, ‘training data at ' boundary of each cluster were se-
lected for SVM learning. We applied this technique to text-independent speaker
identification problems. Without deteriorating recognition performance, the
training data and time can be reduced up to 75% and 85% respectively. Fur-
thermore, The amount of support vectors of SVM models are the quarter of
full-SVM such that the recognition action is more effective. Finally, we apply
our proposed method to the case of detecting the weather-forecasting segments
1n a news program.
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1.1 #4% (Motivation)
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' A complex pattern-classification problem cast in a high-dimensional space nonlinearly is more likely to be

linearly separable than in a low-dimensional space.
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B0 SV SRR by 3 U iR 2 ek i3 1Y R 4E( optimization problem

with constraints ) -
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27 8% 4@%] TR FasdE ¥ > SVM 2.5 7 kernel func-
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7 Fpe el RS RE D — & 3§ " % & Mercer’s condition

. 2-1kemel fimetions
Classifier Type Kernel function
Polynomial K(x;,x) =[g(x; -x)+Db]°
Radial basis function (RBF) K(x;,X) =exp{- ﬂ}
Sigmoid function K(x;,x) = tanh[g(X; - x) + D]

S Ber 3 FE 0 £ 2-1¢ 77 BB e aodikernel functions %% » 2 ¢ RBF

kernel % polynomial kernel & $& ¥ 4%i¢ * ¥ 5 7 4% 4 st 4 Hkernel o
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3 (clustering ) # 4 #FF ol er- fa 2 % > F) 5 30 — Foogold ¥ 5 4p

BLEFgER o AT NP E PR - A e - FEOER R A SRR g R

K-means clustering[14] > SOM( Self-Organizing Map )[15] > f= GMM
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B 3-1 5 2V i il e g R Rl o L o AP LR - gnlenpnRl T e
oo RS PEH SVM erppa] B classifier ) § g~ P OTR o PHESFE 2

“filtering” > 4o 4xif :

Let CS be the set of critical data
Initial CS ¢ U
for each cluster C;

for each data X;; , where X;; € Cj

1T distance(X;j, m;) > T; , where m; is the centroid
of C; and T; i1s a threshold

CS < Xij
end for
CS € mj

end for
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@ H -
B 32 @ = TEERERRT ) ff%lﬁfiﬁfjgﬁéi%?';ﬁw 'Y SVM :’J:rkl'uj ERR Y e G )

(b)

5 [HEE I D - () e
fuF R E i 2 F[fm:rkl'uj EE

AESS oy o W T
KT AR R (Clusten), SREPSE S [HEE U9T EIEHR] FJ'" = SVM

% — B a F(cluster) Cj 35 ¢ Fhe BT ¥t (threshold ) Ty » Ty e |- 25 i
B (cluster )& * ApRE » B B et fTAk < > HAp g HEERAR S o Bl o gt
SVM 007 218 i i R DAl L e €)% 5 L R ag e B

Fooo e A peg ot & B B (cluster ) et BlEOEORELE (F SVM R UERL o
AP e d “filtering”#43E I ke ehFOREL 5 B 4ETR( critical data ) ] 3-2(a) % T
RbeFeAlans F kiR i R4S AL A RN SVM 2 2T G 0 ¥ e d R R
B d Fe 3B A PR S LB (cluster )envh FIRRA o B 3-2(b) A7 R iR F RS

S AL R A eI SVM 7 2T G o B2 PR 32 (a) B2 3-2(b) BT w H -

’ 2

o e B PAR TR R ROTRE G TE R  B32(b) TR FRER
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—ELE%] 3-2 (a) - 'J% ’7,\ ’ f‘&F’ JJ—Pq ’ ]%] 3- Z(b) A —‘,xl ‘ﬁﬁﬁia KLL ﬁ{eﬁ iﬁc.’ﬁ‘m’?o

822X 4% SVM n\ﬁfrnﬁ*"%] » 7z B (input space ) ¥ RF R Py

(feature space ) » RisiR{FpF M bdFfez BFP AF FHE G 73T g > £ 450
AR TR AL F AARE R T B H o aofp i s SR AEL g
4# o 2 50 4 igad «hF F( synthetic data ) & B ﬂiia?l TR 2B B
4ol 3-3 (a) o AP * - B ARAM R R oS Bl 50 T AE T 3 e
e > 4ol 3-3(b) o gk S ko™

#(x) = (X*,2x.x,,X2), where x =(X,,X,) G.1)
d §]3-3(b) AT g B A3 D) EEA e S iR A T 2 A B ek
Bier) 3 Az B HRA o rbpangi e 3 Moz e 4 < 5 ket
Bl oopboh o A FIRiE 50 LFRlad B SRR (S 0 AT Y 4
- & o x F1E - BE B (cluster )enFORLE § AR e, ¥ H P
A £ kR &z E B (cluster )0 Fpt - B E B (cluster )e? o gLY € E A en
P4 F #L( critical data ) o ] 3-3 (c) M7 ek R IREE LS TR # A

KPR L7 1 5605 Rk 20 RenFoR L 2 ¢ O BRATE R 15 0 TR

)4

=i el A W ;“;Fz‘j«;yf} B o
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RS
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1 50 S fve v

150
®
®
=
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®
®
y ®
051 N + @ @
®
++ o+
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0‘?*# +
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+ +
®,, 4 ®
+
+
-0.5[
®
®
o . . . . . . . . . )
0 0.1 0.2 03 0.4 05 0.6 07 0.8 0.9

(©) Oyt =5 P
IS K 2T B -

ﬁ%‘[[ 3-3 2 REART
JI/&%I:I"C"FI,Ugf'*SI%‘%‘ 5 MPE EEFI N g”T"?H

e R . i ol

" ///

ﬁ(u

"filtering" #&_

HSVM B e AL ©

K g f o g

E[FERUHIE Y

oA RS U] 3 R B R o))

(b) JEvvRimmEE) 3 i
B AR
$(x) = (x*,72x,x,,x>), where x=(X,,X,)

i[iSEay =P ﬂ Jﬁ‘%’]' &y

1y - Al

F o 17(d% * K-means clustering )’ #3 fs £

18
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3.2 w4 dgenif 48 (Multi-Classification Problems )

Sl EN 'FBQ}?*/LW”F\: g\\a = R AREITE ) - )]}K ‘k‘F‘F"'JmA} EF 18 >
PRAA T E M- SVM U FI RALE » F15 SVM A L Rkt et
- "44:\2;\?? —E\mo e {-? » FN i g :_%‘.J.E'jf—,;a‘:a{g_r‘ A g rvﬁﬁ TR, {g

év\F";ﬂ‘JmAv\&‘P FF %, /I}IJ'QL": '%?F’é}{'%%‘;%" , HE,’L/{\H , né :E-"%E-’J(‘g? y E\}A\%“‘};‘BFF’

c

fiageF 90" """ o e "B FF o AP R S d 1 SVM kZ 3| N FA
R FEHri? Ak ¢ > Ao L SVM( binary SVM ) 5 A# > ¥t N
BpEnh AL g 2 2 CI=N*(N-1)22 # SVM models > # i model $% 5 § 7 % 4
B FERE S 0 AR 15 Bt 2] R ARV AT SR S i ;I%qjé T N*(N-1)/2

® models ¥ ¥R - 3 W enF Bk § o i B E )*]*ur‘i“r;ﬁ T

"one-against-another method" » B3 -¥#k= 44> /% > "one-against-rest method" -

19



B 0 BRFEN PR D DFREE S ZEOFREOL A S RY U IRF O
FE et LFERAGIGGER > A LE* TCC300 § b E3 FAE
[18][19]% 5 (e i R e - R %3% f 7% Text-Independent Speaker
Identification )it Frf o 2 FOREFI* &5k 487 300 2 gF 5 AL B3

FALef sV dek 41 ¢
F 41 TCC-300 % st ih v VRl i i

P45 47 & (sampling rate) 16 KHz

& B4k » ehia #(bits per.sample) 16

AR §AGTRE Y ERPNE A0 B EH (20 B F 2, 20 B A )amEp ok
BN A R o AT dnF  Frie( features ) & 13 M
MFCC( Mel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficient )f=# Delta-MFCC > 3, % 26 e
Ty e £ R A - BH K R(frame )9%E T i A BPie £ A
g L2 EH Y #5 (silence )iTRRA > FR1SH =& & ( frame size ) = 256 B
samples » # X T H L B frame 17 ;83 B~ 30 fianifl k § (5- B R AR
TR B R L o SRR E R R (RRREER £ 1000 £ o 25pE

FFFE AR F 3700 F A 40 BEFF NIRRT S 149760 £ -

hirg @ Bk ? o AP * LIBSVM [20] i £ k3" 3% SVM models

20



-4 TCC-300 3% 5 7ok > 248 * polynomial kernel function’ # order = 2°
polynomial % # % #k 5 40 & SVM e ) $-8( penalty parameter )X

250 » F§ 14t Tk AR o

BAFRE R SVM 91505 » AP ¢ LME XU NE B A i g

it (normalize )| 0 v 1 (A% & > F15 SVM AU EERE 5 AAA#H | 2

)

TR

B AR SRR P 0 3 ROTE) L R B R A 4 S
Jod R BERRENX ] 0 BE BAREERECF] 0o | R T Y 'J}J",lf o
35U RERARDERELD Ol FEY oL FIURS SVM At E 5 ip
¥ Vo MRt B oA R FF R e pUEN 3 PIER * "one-against-another method"

RiE = AN 3y SVM models e

P3UF SVMmodels 2 18 > 2 S )k 1R TREFARFFA AL R > X
v % Boid( majority-voting e 3¢k 2| FURRRF LGSR B B X 5 Tl |
4 L

Assume 3 n frames in a test-unit utterance
, 1.e,3 n feature vectors x,, 1 = 1~n

Let target = arg Max [x,;:x; e class,V x,
J

then the utterance e class

target

21



* 42 T ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁgﬁ% 20 l'[ﬁ{]élfj‘[?‘]iﬁdi ) Ell K-means clustering [I¥ K ]QEIF%’J&}% 20 i > ST FIpFmEr =
TR T 500 SRR v RERS N

T | ®rek(accuracy) | HBEL | PEFTH GI(%)

0.95 0.69 0.341 1.76

0.9 0.80 0.260 3.12

0.85 0.922 0.164 5.57

0.8 0.962 0.097 9.88

0.75 0.974 0.07 16.17

0.7 0.99 0.025 2491

0.65 0.996 0.012 36.10

0.6 0.994 0.019 49.26

0.55 0.996 0.017 62.72

0.5 0.996 0.017 75.58

% of data reduced
» 96.88 90.12 75.09 50.74 24.42
0.9 W ]
0.8 =
0.6 =
0.5 =
0.4 o
0'31 OEQ Oi8 Oi7 O‘.G 0‘.5 0.4
Reduction Ratio T
ﬁ;g:[[ 4-1 7 20 ff Iﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁf—}y K=20 F[J[BFWLH j IpY g Fesk Tﬁiﬁltﬁljuﬂé:f;“%& ’ﬁz@ IJE[h@‘ﬁ?ﬁI > "% of data

reduced" % A HAGTRR £ 153 F=o :z[fgé:f Jﬁ"ij BRI £ 30 7 - GRS 8 1 575 - 4500
BT | A ST BRI 99% (4% 0.03 -

SHREFAR o {r T <07 [ » PRBrEErt |
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41 2 FehKEZ2 PHEEST SRR

AR A niFE L T (=T, B9 4238 Gtk }'ﬁ)(%:@'%‘ E
w3 ¢ d'filtering" /i % 2 )fr3 I K & K-means clustering » 14 20 3% 177
- AR AT FUEHLEOK B8 GE N F T d & 42 {vHl4-1 7 1

%ﬂ’éﬁﬁwﬁéémwawﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁé@?ﬁaﬁwmw##%ﬁa

P
W

PR &g TR R ARRAR Y e AR S T=0T7 hL R < > R F A 1%
A B YRR T L T4p £ 001 2% - FlE ,xl,ﬁg,}i:&

P27 SVM i1

PURET  FHREARS o F RARSARUREE o TIN5 7 A 593k SVM amRpE

N~

TRRBTE R bR AR R T SN R E T 07 IR g

ok
3
3

BF o APIHD ERT P ehK & AJLE K-means clustering 7K &% SVM

SV R o d £ 43 el 42 T L ] F KB A 12 40 100 2 s depE o

B _—

A1

B b o7 50992 7 0.94 2 fF o v B> Mppk AR L g F NG K R AR
Rend g KA 184r2l 2 P Hip R £ ¥ 4] (9 0.03 = +)°

#F]W#ﬁ?—«%ér%fﬁmﬂ ' 4o B 4-20 24 PRI FEAL e 7 3 B (clusters )
BRGLT LB BAPFIP o FIAESR AR Y S R SR NR G T

v K=20 2 T=0.7 % (e85 -
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43 T ARG 20 (W FHELA S 0.7 R » I K {7 FIRR 500 STEDR) st g i -

K % £y B (accuracy ) S PeF T BI(%)
12 0.976 0.072 22.03
13 0.968 0.059 22.70
14 0.978 0.067 23.19
15 0.962 0.096 23.46
16 0.984 0.042 23.72
17 0.948 0.109 24.65
18 0.988 0.025 24.53
19 0.984 0.035 24.02
20 0.990 0.025 2491
21 0.992 0.027 25.05
22 0.978 0.057 25.94
23 0.978 0.051 26.10
30 0.972 0.087 28.02
40 0.972 0.104 31.05
50 0.976 0.094 33.08
60 0.964 0.061 35.76
100 0.942 0.198 43.88

76.54 75.09 71.98 ” Ogga;g reduceﬁdﬁ 92 64.24 56.12
09
10 15 20 30 20 50 60 00 150

B 4-2 7 20 f[ﬁ*?ﬁﬁv’ﬁﬁ%f% T=20 fUffib ™~ > TIHIK ffg“[%?‘ﬁ'é%fﬁff%?ﬁ PRRVETE U TRER! - ﬁl 18<K
<21 DO SR PR K IAREE N RLESE T AOCSATE 0.03 EXDE
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% 4-4 SVM-KM ksl o

K # £y B (accuracy ) TR P FoR B)(%)
20 0.186 0.241 0.53
50 0.772 0.312 1.31
100 0.826 0.338 2.63
150 0.93 0.233 3.94
200 0.948 0.215 5.25
250 0.954 0.198 6.57
300 0.962 0.163 7.88
350 0.96 0.172 9.20
400 0.964 0.155 10.51
700 0.974 0.112 18.39

% of data reduced
97.37 94.75 92.12 89.49 81.61
T T T T T T T

12

IR
; + |

0.6 -
oy
g
=]
8
@ -
04 -
0.2 -
0ok
0.2 I I I I I I I
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
K

[ 43 SVM-KM S5 [l K oo (a0 e ) - 1 i) v
(ERLE APt g -

42 £ SVM-KM =t i

LTS A P SRR TR Y > s SVM-KMI10]7 i3 ket i e

F] % [10]41> SVM-KM # K #2328 5 n/5(n 2 TR E ) » 2457 FhK
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F4-5  FGPHEHAYE 0 SVM-KM(350) % full-SVM 7 Ffrissi U -

AP e 2 (K=20,T=0.7) | SVM-KM (K=350) Full-SVM
a4 hE R 2 (%) 75.09 90.8 0
& % #F 7 PF % (min) 4.67 800 0
A ?’Cfﬁ % (min) 23 2.5 185
FERE - % PF R (min) 27.67 802.5 185
?F}i(%) [ Z 99 / 0.025 96/0.172 100
FpE Y (sec) / SV 5.846 / 6972 2474/ 6651 23.387 / 59967

7 = 47| B o 4ok 44 feBl 43 0§ K[ 32100 pF > H sxig 4pg™ &
Beno F K>150 18 » 358 FER 7 4218 90%(Te B F_Mar A iy d e JE
(K=20 > T=0.7 » HFER=99%)) » ie 3 tp s sriftf £ 0% < (0.112~0233) -
pebF G SVM-KM 978 fenK B3+ AL ki Ko B 4x% o AP e %
¢ B E R A SRR L 3700 £ 4+ S K350 5 6 -
W HOER R TR DR a2 SRR R P e & 425 0§ K=350
P+ > K-means clustering & 357§ e 5 40 4~ 45> 20 3% 4 7 & 800 ~ 48 -
BEARDIMSVM B f & 25 Ads 0 v A EFRTC R R A E_full-SVM (25 548
TR B ()43 15 L4 0 T FA P a1 i (K=20 0 T=0.7)5129 & » @ 24
% i (K=20, T=0.7 )+ 75 % P8 E_full-SVM 0,15 2 > 7 85% 2% » 2 3
FER TS0 1% o gt b e JE 018 9718 $| e SVM models rgaspi /5 1L

full.SVM #-7 4 8 =+ o d ¥ aro BEAR G JURR R i e T 0 NP 2

“rE g RIS SVMKM § 0 (e £ ERr T ek Arigig b 5 SVM-KM

M

FEF ARE )T 4ok gk o gt o SVM-KM e pa & R X 22 20 9 e 2 AR

¥

TR o BT AP 200 SVM-KM {4 ehsg 22 robustness )
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246 FEPEBIOEES -

7R S | AR eht ik (K=20,T=0.7) Full-SVM GMM(32)
5 99.6 % 100 % 100 %
10 98.6 % 100 % 98.9 %
20 99.0 % 100 % 93.8 %
40 97.6 % 100 % 80.3 %

43 S ALZEFTHEEHSVM 2 GMM 9t i

-

B BN G RRERR Y ME TR AL b aRE il
2 full-SVM 4= GMM(32) %7 F Bhbtadia 2 4rd 4-6 o 38 i e 2 (K=20 » T=0.7)
g2 g Suenfull-SVM Apdiez. To H Rl me e &40 % o 2 § B awE R -0 85%
2t THES B T% 2 bkt R T ] ¥ 10 4 BF - GMM(3)
SRR bR A F AP 2 TR T A e 2 20 4 B> GMM(32)sni
FEREP A Wye™ i o SR BB R T g 0 (1) AP 2 5§ i ehag it

(robustness ) ; (2) Vi Den 2 BT 7 AR SVM e m A 5 (3) 3t =

7‘1%

FEO* b o NP R T G ek SVM AR giE & 5 (4) SVM

1R GMM s b F3 43 995 2|2 (robustness ) °

BEARIVI e E A0 Bl A R > AP ERGT full-SVM 3 B Be T FE (= )

204 4) 0 e HA tpte e PIEE B RS T TR » a1 A e R

27




#4-7 40 {[#FE #HEY SVM models fIY L [ & B FEHT fr%‘ﬁﬁ# ] o

A ipr e % (K=20, T=0.7) Full-SVM
LiFe g8 34762 126109
FEAPF I (sec) 15.741 68.970

(support vectors )i B £ 4-7° F1i SVM erwEipr 2 L fre £ cnid e o b
" ;j-&{i#}“ré»:éi 50 FEBICR RS AR o d £ 47 ¢ AP D a0 2R
S FEER LY full-SVM -7 418 5 o Tt s dok BAER T B Fl R APROTH © 7]
FABER > PRART CED At i L F 45 0 S SVM £ 3 ng
Boo oS & 3wy R By Ao P ZRAT g et 2 %,"JEE‘J@'V\-

@J%;ia&iﬁ;_ﬁ r “a—’]}f“& rf’);}' ﬁ-

414 PR THEAIREE

3 TCC-300 75 AL Sl & 7 Mavif » 20 2 PSEFFR8 Lt

e el p RS I AN il e I R T R P A A

UCI Machine Learning Repository[21] T §% 7 — & 5k Riple# » 4 %4 Letter
Recognition Database fr Optical Recognition of Handwritten Digits - 5 £ »

Letter Recognition Database = 7 3 20000 £ T4l & & Fplea g 5 16 20 &

A~Z £ 26 5038 1K ST eRFORL Y $E B 500 £ FHE e BT Flt £ 413000
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\"h‘:

el

TCC-300 3% 5

FFH 7000 £ eip)i

Tkl o ¥PAS AP

K

3o AR R A PR

TR % - 4 A K=20,T-07 - & SW shidiqr €t - F15 %

FER ey £ > 2V * RBF kernel function » 7818 ¢=32,2=0.5(g= L )
20°
BER LR At 4.8 o
% 4-8 UCI-Lettet Recognition Database : . 26 K> 2% 500 274 13000 ZTHYF" k], » 7000 =TfY
HIEEYE] > 25| RBF kernel function, ¢ =32, g = 0.5 fUdi@nsiil -
Our SVM-KM | SVM-KM | SVM-KM | SVM-KM | SVM-KM | Full-SVM
method (20) (50) (100) (150) (180)
(K=20,
T=0.7)
% of re- 63.76 96 90 80 70 64 0
duced data
Selecting 19.86 19.32 29.23 40.97 54.38 60 0
time (s)
Training 3.04 0.4 0.71 1.34 2.14 2.67 10.54
time (s)
Total time 22.9 19.72 29.94 42.31 56.52 62.67 10.54
(s)
Accuracy 94.33 88.4 92.26 93.93 94.73 94.96 96.77
()
£ & > Optical Recognition of Handwritten Digits + Z 7 5620 EN S N

Flena g 5 64 5 A #F0"~“9"% 10 %
RO AR * chK-means clustering hK E- 5 200 P HEE

s 2l
m -z F‘ 7?:\25 =

g=0.5 >

% r{’?ﬁ#

? ’%‘%% '!‘1\_”2:"‘\’ 4_9 o

29

HY 4 3823 E I FAL 0 1797 £ ip)
Th#% 07

. » SVM #* polynomial kernel function, order=4, ¢c=32,



% 4.9

UCI-Optical Recognition of Handwritten Digits : A+ 10 K1 » 3823 17 5jfe k] » 1797 ZNjFEEey

Fl > 5] polynomial kernel function with order 4, ¢ =32, g = 0.5 AUE{f&HN -
Our SVM-KM | SVM-KM | SVM-KM | SVM-KM | SVM-KM | Full-SVM

method (20) (50) (100) (150) (200)

(K=20),

T=0.7)
% of re- 44.02 94.77 86.92 73.84 60.76 47.68 0
duced data
Selecting 22.77 21.7 24.5 42.65 50.83 63.8 0
time (s)
Training 1.24 0.2 0.31 0.52 0.75 1 2.56
time (s)
Total time 24.01 21.9 24.81 43.17 51.58 64.8 2.56
(s)
Accuracy 98.16 96.27 97.16 97.83 97.89 97.94 98.11
(%)

d % 48 v 49>

B A pEns g R g

—},'gg;:ﬂzwﬁa,\, oy lE’if e H 8 e

\:'FIY

AP o AP R Pt SYM-KM 3+ Bps 5 {o R 15 f
HRLEBE K G 0 A E G R ORI © BRI B BT IE F Rl U
Fé&:ﬂ/;'ﬁ gfljé ng £ e f’}\,‘, /)'F ﬂ;‘%;;ll;ﬁﬁ Af’_m)é S l% ?Efgﬁ)i"‘ Tf’g'l;‘f’?

FLB k|3 & % 4 HSVM 2R3 2 ¢ B F P erRE TP eho
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FIF R CIGTRY I F RHGBESK
X F NG BB - B A cho s e BRTE R chl (FA B Y
%

Moo drk i ST EEF X F b il KRG T EASREE RS > %

.
F O3B o TR SVM B SRR 6 S 4 RATH & P AL i R

Bz ko - A BF el ol 4 d 2t eng R3E3R 0 a4 E

N

H Henn AR kRl e

BART R F P A PINEARATRE G H R T B R T B
F R AFERIRE > APE AR ERATE Y § RO e BT

PRISHSZE P FRPN KA L7 D BRp P o

51 B w5 epde it

TR R F BRI AP T & 21— - SVM models & 4 57

TR

e =T —‘F'T » FR{SE 1% i models R AT RS > BATH ) FHA FanE

K RREE VR PR IR T L R A N Ak S YV
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TNRATE S B LI R(EF ARG AU r TR RS A
AR P FIBDR L) UG T RRTR &P Y F AT

W Ren Y BRI K 0 FURGEE ER g BPIIRR ¢ G e o
F o gt R DRATE SR L 5 0 E PRI A o T 50 &
WPRFER R R > HVRGEK E B A R ek B Y R

T‘El E'?'VI?%E\ °

Bl - LT ek ot Bl AN A f FRL Y Sl FILATRY 0 5
PIAR 2 SRS A R R AR AR g % o ST ek 2
g de o AP ETRIRGE R B3 B B e o $PORTR aRE A
e T REFAAPEFH P AR FI AP S SR 2 R e
APERAREEDE R RY R L MR LB E T o b BATH &P

C LA R DR 6 R - B 0 P HATE R B By
v BB AT LB A PR RATES o A 10 B R Y Fw s
RPESERY CEGTh AR BIAT A ARTR A o Vb T AT
Bap Y o~ g ATH RIS | Fd AR T ek dmey o A
» M RAFTEE AR » AP AR G ¥ (VA BEER T - BT et
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Bl ioh Mgt HEeE) o Bg3Reny 5 % R L AR :Tr‘ulz "QL ) b'“r."lf‘ffaa*ﬂ
P F] P F] o * RSt

PR S 3l fer 242 B R Y 4o r T AP aRIBGERLe o

FirgR* 12 orders e-vMel-Frequency Cepstral Coefficients ( MFCC ){r
Delta-MFCC + 24 % > @ framesize 5 512 i samples & § ¥3% # i features
i 4d B~ features =0 2% i #45 4 (silence )RR A 353 > 3 4o 74 B~ features cTbdF
M A3t SVM models gt o & %—"zm*”"ﬁ?ﬁ' ER R 30~40 ) o

K-means clustering 7 K=20 ~ T=0.7 » 12 ”one-against-another method”:% = % #f

w1 SVM models » # * RBF kernel function @ &) %-#( penalty parameter )

C=32~0° =1-
® 0 R FPRSORE R R AOERS ST APk e R A

fe 5 7 AP Mg R AR Ferdcde it S A PR AR > AP AT

EEE-E
RAPERE R R AR I A PE R Ak R B A PRI E R
dogt 7 ISR S F AR AR S AP ORI © L

JREERTRE AR, B € 1200 B FFERE o A PGS 1200 BrERE g

R IF R AFAR DR o
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16KHz, 8bit
wave Signa|

News audio

: tranforming

m}

Segmenting

////////

.

scaling

The Second-Pass

The first-Pass

T-uun
09s-¢

Extracting MFCC

Weather-
forecasting
candidates

segmenting

S R GHR R -

52 nfprk

Bl S-1 5 A entd il R 4538 5 B aiAR R AP kg B gk B R

RABARENR 0 F LA § ST TR B Y (B B 5 440K) 0 B

34



HEBS o ¥ 0 #-H i 16K BoiR47 % %2 8bps Frwave 4}, » 1/ frame size

512 e 3% K 4d P~ features E24 iPPE L 27547 e SVM models & 3438 o A pide

wave fEfE = 16K B fip Fen* R AR F & }%@P’-_m?;}—‘fé_ » 2w 7%%'@ LE TN
B 3 Rt — i BolE e o @ @ (F A Bafeatures X SRR R AN eha o

5 K TR APRRS o SO SRR PRRE g £ Rk A e
HypmenS R Brgk € - A 2L > 50 JUAEERDE 2 R B dn gt B
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