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BongNet — One Year After
Sin, Bongkee and Kim, Jin Hyung
Computer Science Department, KAIST

8 o

Y EE= 230 #32 ¥y] 24 2do|th [N92]. SHE Asst A48 ATz ¥, T
429 9748 2dg AR ¥, o] 5 A Helof vt YESHA P22 A% 2dojd.

2 = RUES A8 ¥ AY 99 $¢ SYEJE AY 9 29 A3 d3g
o vs ASY AR 4/HstT, F BRI W] B $A4F A4 oj2& AW

X o

1 A=

$v)=(BongNet, 2% 1) €Y vt23= 2d(hidden Markov model, HMM) & o] &%
el ¥2 ¥y] 2dolnt [492]. 34 B e AR % 428 HMMeoz £ 433
ol THAl ARt Yelo] wet AT vl=E9 A(finite state network, FSN) Fz9 &2
A 97] 2dolth e §3L d&3 Aok

L,
L
=

e HMM o t}okst 978 d P, BUES 4L Ax B9l 2dg 7oz
Hoj glen, A4 2de 2dd 5ol Hojd HMM oz 8%}

o 4728 2do] glo] EE FHE £EUY. B BE9 HAHJL R o]Fo] A3 A2
s} A4 Abolol e o2 7tAl el AP Yol SAA Aot oAU HELE ALY =Y
olgt= £¥3Y HMMeog 2dddict. EU JEo Qe 353t A4t A4 0
JE €9 9r1& RY% 4.

—503—



a9 1: 32 87 28 29 — BH E(BongNet)

o Az €8 @& YEYA 28 /A3 AT Ad 2dH AFY vde A ¥4
FAo) B YEHAR FAR T2 U] LEREY.

o S 2@EA, QA0 BAR oJAsA FuY Aol goldith. MEQD vl %
Frlels 2 Url9 $A4d S4e BUes, 99 ¥y] H9o] #8Roe 39Tk
RE A} ARPE $A RO AAUo A B S3H BoAx AR Aol o
0] 4 4 Utk

o UEQILY 873 F2t 248 FHHD, Y ZedH v AP gDt BEY
A xEelA H% xE74 929 2E Z2E shuie] 2xe] dg Ak 742
4 s=ge ol BE 2ol AR e W FYA2E hFo] QA& Wl AP Mgl Y
ojyith.

o YENA YIR o A3 Ani o] FAlo] dojdnt. o] ds) FEA T
Aashu Ay Wde 9 4 o, 1 A vy AANC 2 gY 3udatey
A2 BAE ARV '

o 4 XY 2, 4VA AL +2E 23 Ak HMMejete R A vlEY3, 0o

g3 olge MEYA 727} BulEcT. o RES M VA A4 T2E Viterbi
32l & [Viteb?] sHIE o] 501 A Ut
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2 QX =24

2.1 Az}ryl »d

MAP (maximum a posteriori) B&el 2AH HE A4 L a posteriori & Pr(W|X)
of ek AR stE BEAolth. [Duda?3] 471N W 2deln X+ ¢Y Ha& Jepdt
MAP fala 23 o] B8 o7& Ha3ste 273 o] &dd

Pr(W|X) = max Pr(W|X). (1)

o8 ¥} o thA] Bayes Pl kA

_ Pr(W,X)

Pr(W|X) = PR (2)
= Hag 4 g Pr(X)e Was SHol2g 9479 2do] 335 W& &7t
ag. a8 Pr(W|X)& Jdie 2 &8 Pr(W,X) = Pr(X|W)Pr(W)& Hd=
e Aol 1, A AyTe

Pr(W, X) = max Pr(W, X). (3)

o] 2A% XA Bt 2Hd A AYIlE Pr(W, X)) A8 EXE 42 X3
7l §Eo} Prn(W,X)& 33& st/ ot 282 A4 L{5&E JRY &ol7] f8A,
Pr(W, X) @ol AN AA =z W7 748 s8¢ o, Pro(W,X) 8 ddz 5& 2d& 7t
A of ¥t

gy og <47 Bd mE — Aol A A BHLR FIUE AII=F & —
o) Rd3 WY vix] de} F yEo2 Y. oj& AFE

Pr(W,X) = Pr(X|W)Pr(W). (4)

AN Pr(W)st Pr(X|W)& 333t 2dolt. Pr(X|W)e 24 4434, & &9, 4
Gl o] ALY PB&e] A ALE BYsI] Aste] WaiE 28(2E3) X8 44%
ggolth. Pr(X|W)g 2387 SI8AE Wl fide] u3t &8 2dg 493, I Peist
Gy Sof g 3 & EUSHEE Hof sk, HMME o] 28 ©2 8] o] & oo &
Deith O YEAIAA s I Wt S48 2 shiol fedth Qe & 3
o] d#iAl Pro(X|W)el A%, 2E 71588 ANA AUt Pro(W, X)& AR
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e AL Ao A4 P4 AL E J1A vdAHo|t}. HH3] § 2T JYE
£8% ¢ LA g Fo] loj o] 2R, A EvpE vpEH o] gl

4 (4)9) Pr(W)e 24 =& 90l2 a priori $83M Ao X #87] (text gen-
erator, ol & 9 Al =a])7l 2 24 £+ Bl AT FEL Jr|¥Y. TR
Pr(W)el dg Qo] 2de 22 £& Gojo] 8 &8 mdolt). 1d3] watd Wl gig
g8 A4 2dolan ¢ 4 Ut olF A¥RA BAANE Qo] Bdo] Gdtey, FF 12T
finite state Y £ contex-free T & B33 YA A §EE A718 + AAR, 4
WA Q) ZAjo] A Pr(W)E 338 29T Ad Aol 2d & AeE AL 79 ¥
B3tk VA da] Rol1 gl AL Aol AR BA 7] & Markov source 2 7F3 32, g @
o] g 2EE RolA v g FFHM &€ N-gram 2ot}

2.2 W=D Y

53 g9 (DP) [Bell57] 71l A3 A8 cfA-2 703 24 &4 A4 Folof 2§
7] A& [Vintil] [Sako71] [Baker75]. o]¥ DPoj AT o2j7}A] Hee §4 7=z
7} A= Q1e} [Sakot9] [Myer81) [Ney84). 53 Zzayold &3stn AT EAE ¢
A 32 FAlz Yt F& ot dA] FHY FPMM 9 DPE 7Ms¥d 2E &
Ao i s E(lattice) & AP 87t FP ol € 5 Aot

[Baker75]2l A3 ol#] &4 4] EAL UMY s} 2= Hol7t 2, ol o
4 3 .9 (knowledge source, KS)# 1879 #A & ¥ &= F3 Lo ¥ E9 A(finite
state network, FSN)9l A% Fz2 398 5 A €At =€ KS& FSNe| gz x
WA= A2 98 Aol 2dH o], 3] g& A% &4 Q4 B4 oA 45
BFE AFATR B7HAG. 42 o7HA] KS& X#3te FSNo| 859, e 3 A
A A3 g A= FA = Bellman [Bell57)e] A9 98] (principle of optimality)ol
et &3 dIW EAR Yol Bk o] e wad T (& 4E) dfE Uz
Qo] 75, 2 dANA 2E local optimum FEE ALteta o] & d#e] ZHY Sof
weA] &8 ALE A A= global optimume] E@3tc}i= Rolt}.

DP 2 &o] 012 388192 w49 g8 d& Z 2 d 3} v Y ul ¢ (time-aligning)
< e Aotk @4 Do YA 713 & EAE Bl FAE 3 Aol v A
B W& AT DP7t BA #lde Ext7E fli# FAW Rolth. T 2819 ¥y
LY x S8 ANEAS {FARHA A4 £7, 048 wid, 28x AAate] A gYogds
A BAAE THES AL 20 § Y. o1FHo) d DP AFH L A7 Sl &
AE FAlON BHFA77] A A3 718 (global criterion) A7t AW ojof ). FSN
2 oA 8A 712 de] ALHE AL YR 27 AR PH(xE)

. L
7%735%9}7:
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Aolch. B8 nde & ¢oA AFAH L 2 19 FEL AL F2E el a2
] olo} e A A2 A=, ¥AHA sYo] AT, DP S sl Viterbi €3
gl&o] 17 eln} [Vite6T].

2.3 Q4 L&Y E

B 2AdAE 29 19 2¢ 5 A2 2E AN YENS — A4 HMM 9 HEY3 — &
Ao} 3L 22 Viterbi ¢n2Z L 7|&712 ¥t} o7|M 43d ¢nedFE YUY 2
o] £7] $lo g AP T AL 222 HolR, 4Y 2=de] Fold FulHsE AL &
AT E 7] dTo] AL $4o] FFeiet. J1EF o2 st HMMe] &% Viterbi &
32 &3 598t Rabigy).

4] (3)3# (4)0 detA HF AY7lE

Pr(W,X) = max Pr(X|W)Pr(W). (5)

duzs bt K& el AW Zol gz ed gu st W =W W, .- Wk
2 Z9% 4 vk HEYINH W gt Pr(X|W)e 49-F& w1y Wid AL
SulslA] Ak, Wt Xeof o u] Ay wde] da 99 Aj@29] oj9 #Y(partition)
X =X(n)X(r2)-- X(7k),

X(Tk) = Tgy_y41 0" Tty (6)

1<t Sty <o Stg=T (7)

€ A2 A X(7x) 44& 29 W 290 Wj@d F& A=do] €} o9} AL £
(=% segmentation) & 7 = (11,72,...,7k) &I FAISA. 189 (5)4&

Pr(W,X) = max Pr(X(n) - X(te)Wy - Wk)  x Pr(W--- Wg) (8)

ol fitt. 2 4748 i U4 F ALY (2 FLA EEF-FAN) IS WAS FRI =
d33gdn 3R 28 YEYT & Z2e] 48] 2d 2t S3Hol g4, old wa}
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A4 tgF ol & + 3T

K
Pr(W, X) = max [][Pr(X () |Wi) Pr{Wi)] (9)
"o k=1

e

AL 2AE AASE BAE 2 A2 W AFYY Q49 2842 BT S AT X
Aolth. X(7k) 7t 7ol A& o A% e YoM 2EQ-F 2 Viterbi €322
93 AAY 4 Q. AE HMM & N-state left-to-right 2doje}ts 84, Viterbi &g

&9 AL

-

s

6:(5) = 112%{&—1(")@:‘15:‘:'(%)} (10)

o] we} wE ALS R o|Fe] Ak 7N §(j)E ZEY 71,22, -, % VA 2EY A
| jol £9% Azde] vy vigd SEL Yebit 13 A2 A AR ()
ARA. AL A2 oA AHE stEslE TUEE /X2 ed], UFe] F2 4%
HA] o] &= AHo|}, o|s} T NB ANLIY 19T AL FZ UEHT) 8%
79 ¢183e 29 2¢] A s

3 des=BrsER A4

31 =d F94

2, %, 34 A2 293 428 2d & FAAI] A8 E g dojgE deg ¥4 1
A& 2 HMMo] 38 oFg stetvlelrl 7] HEolct. & g0 (°l4}) 29 vlz3z &
g9 Aejrt 10 o 600 ~ 800749 stetelel € A B, @2 Hegr|HE A3k g
3¢ 7] 1ML 2E ¢ dojgd 2ot Aol 47, E4 dolet B3 EY
ol £ dojeto] PFE o] 2EH 2dF YL Jd3}7] A7) W&ol

A9 2E-& A G dehy] W] DL AT AN FA AEL Zolof
et ol & ABME &L AT Qe e E8oln 2Ey MY Yl dHNE ¥4
HES A2 ZAE 712X & 9ot Qo # A4 Al2"elA e AMRel 7E2 3 (manual
segmentation) el whet 2 A4, AZY FEE 2ot HMME 3410, £38 #3 L of
#st 2ok 2 EA H o] FE FIAAANE ¢ 9:

(1) BN 2 2R S2de Z2E F2 1 F2A 989 A2 R 448 29 o]
8 C-Lj-J-Lj,-Z =% C-L-J 8 ARBG. L;; R L& BYlolxe 28-38 R 5
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Fort =1, ..., T, do
For each arc (gl->¢r), as of Figure 1, do
For each model m labelling the arc, do
Perform Viterbi Algorithm as:
For each state j=1,...,N, do
§7(J) = maxi<ig; {672 1() ]b (ze)}
$i(§) = arg maxi<ic; {6 1( 1)a7; b (z4)}
End
Ay(gr) = maXm(gi->gr) 87 (Nom)
Vy(gr) = arg maxXm(gi->gr) 6 (Nm)
End
End
Perform BackTracking as:
gr* = the final node in the network
Do until ¢gr* is the start node
output the label of the model pointed by W(gr*)
gr* = gl from ¥,(gr*)
End

3™ 2 94 ¢33 E

4-%78 Atold] 42 Y & ¢¥.
(2) 3NN 428 RE ¢ X8 22 2 FAE (BT o Pl & ¥ £
o] o7t @A Itk aela 1 FAY $AA £X EF UFd 94 FHAE A& F YT
A ZAE AR8A A4
(3) X172 &AMl w2 Z EY(segment) & F2Ae] Rdo] g3t £ HE Fdo A
iine
(4) & A2 R A2Y 2do WA, HMM £ 9] 2o]= Baum-Welch ¢xe&
[Rabi89]& %3 gt

£ (2) BAANNY BAL 7 AAx FEo| AT A2 7|48 Fel(base form) [Ward88] 3
743 7hE BEE 258 ¥ Aot o] AL & Ak 2o I ALE XHsE RE 2
Ao A9 A F A2FE ALY AR T 12 8ol Bx BAE H2HJA0E Suldeld.
ghek woke] Wizhrl Agw A3 1 299 RdF TYol o]d] vl 3o} EojEAE Aot
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3.2 Az A4

2t pas) Buldo] Holukd x4 AN ol £ Aolat: AL AA ASE 4 Yk 28
g 97 2d 9 947 A% Brb] @A, 2 % 229 A4 R 929 299 A& ¥
71 B ovt HASAY. A4 299 293 AE2A 89 (discrimination) & B 2EIE
Weoz 24, 34, 49 A8 SFsHT (29 3.2 A=), oA AL FR(2A,F

Letter Discrimination (percentage)

Percent (%)

100

8 & 8 8

Data Category

Gompeting Models

39 3 24 299 QA E; FU doleg oA HAER A3k 2d W dolg 2 F2 2
29l &Ao] B8 A4.

A,3R)E2 A5 398 A1 20, 3¢9 348 ¥(maximum likelihood estimation)
o HYAE REUE 1 998 Fe¢ 4 It ALEE Hold 2L Bk UL 24 A4
A3E 7ML EFg o, 220 F3QA A E T 2HE SMALA R AL T A
4 2YE $Y3og wHetrle $357] dFolch [BrowsT] [Ephr89)].

a1 EYA 2ol w2 2Aazte] QA &L O At ZASE Al JY HelA
a2 oulg 27 XA 2 AT A A4 gl AP VI E= AL ok} Viterbi &g
ZolA HAH 7120 & b3 (2-1ANE A2 R 44 2d)E HAH7L obdel A3 o
=229 SR Ao HAo] wFolrt. AT Gy Holo] Wt YIEHALS] & =
=oiA Bt 29 7 7154 (hypotheses) & 84 =2 Aojdte niA] g} ofAAALol 9} 73
Fo] = A¥e FFRIL /A UGA — AA 2A A9 AR FE FATL U 2F
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27 dehdtt — o= I 1 e ge F A& Aol

3.3 Aol rd
24 QAL 7013 A8 X o dste]

Pr(X|W)Pr(W)

Pr(W|X) = max Br(X)

& &= WE F8E FAolg. Pr(X): 44 olog RAsH
Pr(X|W)Pr(W)

g Hye 5= W Fad A, o7A Pr(W)E Qo] EddA d& § AE AH(a
priori) §8olct. AYel ALA ¥F Aol YL bigram 24 o 29& AT
o, 45 steax spdd gad AW = cvj (c= 24, v =34,z =34)9 &
& Pr(cvz)& Pr(c)Pr(vic)Pr(z|v) o8 38} Aol && Pr(vic) & Pr(z|v)= 2%
2-34, 3348 79 AZ4Y 9 A1 FEA FAlo A4 Aol GEolH.

3.4 2 A4

2d U] o] 29 HolEE o7 £AE TY A4 40 T YIS AFE A2 AL §
A A2 % A Yol thatol s o AL STk BB A4 Y] A28 doleh(K) & 8
ol £ FNSU W78 AHgsiglt. BE dolets WACOM SD-520C el 2
478 Aolth. £ dolete Tl & o)X, AES dolgtt tie % Egdes
R £ A 29 g¥ol,

(Mol 22t 2 g
wolAet ndg 8 W 39 24 (Ag)# 16 W 29 24 (Ag)d £/ E EH53
o}, olZl& velulelrt B2 16 W vdo vdd Y U volg BF FAE FA
HAE HRaAdE Zlolth. X 1+ £ doletst A3 Aol gl Data set Ko}, & 2H4 9]
g, & 94271 Ade A A 9A] £ doletg A3 o] gl Data set Hol
g AEE 29k Zolth. H dejete] diside Aol o] I 4% & BoiEd. a8t K
diojele] Z ol Ag & T4 EC] 4B V1 A & QY E-& Ag ©I5HR FojFh o] A
e 97 £Y A¥ol22 448 FRA B HF22 €8 £ Y. F 3wy AE w9
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of AHAE EA dolth Fol AT UL & 4 gouh, 16 ¥ F= YL GaE,
2 HAE 27 sets] Wsho] WAAEE W dlole o] ok 2EY P ohitn 4
# % 3le Rel

E 18w 39 2da 16 W 39 290 /OAA Fio] A a4 (%).

E.Ql DatasetHl Da.tasetKl

As | 84.24 ] 94.56 | 84.99 / 94.84
Aw | 87.82 / 94.67 | 83.27 / 92.94

(29 B2 983
N AY Aol uiel diojel B o] E At WYL U HEL WOl B3HA 2EE &
AAFA B Aol a8y g ¥ dolegd dede AL A2 38 Aol oY o
A forward-backward 12 Fofl % Tl B3F E HMMo] &¥ &E £ X welolg
& perturbation smoothing-& #&%t}. o] A& B&¥ blind smoothing 224, HMM
o) Z &Y X TETUE Aol % AU, 4} AE 2] L XV AHES HEW
3}2] weighted sum
bij(z) = > Alo—1bii (¥)
yeNGB(z) U{a:}

o2 Y8t W olt}. o714 NGB(z)E A% distance measureo] 9% z 9] o] % 4
&9 IS e, Aoy &

Z A=y =1
yeENGB(z) | J{z}

& w&EE 71Ea ol M FzEd M =g Ato] &= #d 4 A& distance
measure 2 & £ Q1 Aolth. 283 o] w9 o] NGB(z)i= AlA W& 9 ¥iAlA wiko
2 A A (E: 4%) oug Z=g 38 Aol NGB(z)9 27171 2, & ¢&
o olx% 3= Y, e e g EH 3o, 71FX 8 W3 AAFEAM BI1E 4
o 74EA] W7 Lol ol2Hd 2= 29 B8 & n+2 SEe] 2 F ol = 5
2 el £3 A7E J5 € ZedE fold. 24 3.4 1:1:19) 7% & perturbation
smoothing® 23 48 &8 &8 ¥£X9 & ¥3r].

HojAElQl v de] &8 EXE B/ 2de Aol oA AAE 19 3.4 JehlRL
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035

Output Probability Distrbution
¥ T T

03 | Original distribution -8+~ i 4
Perturbed distribution(1:1) 4~ i

025 +

02 ¢

pix)

0.6 -

DA F

0.05 -

PR v o7 W

20 24 28

1 i
0 4 8 12 16
x (code symbol)

2% 4 HMM &9 838 1: n (=1) : 1 9 ¥ &= perturbation smoothing & ¥2 &
88X 9.

. 713 o 8&0] Zro] W ¢ wjoladel Rdeln, 9F 22 2 5§ perturbation B
S5t AN 8 W, 16 % 2 Asle] ALY B9 A2 2P FEF — A2
¥ £ dole 49 WAl il$ NSty £ 448 A TAH o= BrEI AT A
— 5714 A48 ¥ § Avd, F 2% £F perturbation & ol ¥ $5F o] TAH
ok oML dolE ¥&E A FAck: ¥ & Uk 22 8 2dY B¢ EU¥ T
718 xo|tiv} perturbation FE7t 1:5:1 HE AWE B4Y o2 #A FH}E AR X
ol Wl 16 WM T d#SA A 7R A& A4 o] FAUG. o]F =8 16 T
2do] A E dolert $&5te] $8 ME) A WY FHD Ao 9% U

39, B AE data set Ko 2EE 08 YA & HEE 71510 EEYV 2, &2
do) Q1A & 8 Wk ndal 16 Wk 29 Zzbe] 88.55%, 87.43% = TSN il o
Al perturbation smoothing & 2 4% A#& 19 3.4 B, A3 vlxT FAHME
Agel A5 ¥ojEvh 27H MES & vl Y FA dojg &9 1/5 B=0]
t}. ¢ Aol v 28] & of ©&8HA T perturbation smoothing el Zde YFSHAL 3t
Aq.

283 v ge g, FE8E 2de) &9 £X & Al B9 perturbation smoothing 3
= AL ol%, NGB(2)9 2718 ol AAE AL o|¥A 28 JE33 2do 4%
¥ 09 3.43 2t} 0% perturbation 22 o]} VAT A5 AP0l YHUAE =
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Effect of Output PD Perturbation Smoothing on Recognition Rate

All models smoothed (8 chain) -~

9t Ligatures smoothed }B chaini -+
Ligatures smaathed

16 chain,

——

All models smaothed %16 chain) <—

89

87 +

81

A 11 1 L '\ L ' A
1. 2 5 10 50. 100. 500. 1000. No smoothing
perturbation smoothing ratio (1:n:1)

a¥ 5 29 ¥£9 %9 perturbation smoothing FEo] W& N4} &; 8 B, 16 ¥F 4 =
4& 5] — 2Y AR g= A48 2AQ - A $2 7RI FEH{T A

. 223 A4 o BEJE Y 3] 4ol BAAADY. § AHAE T & ¢ AW

8] @8|A] perturbation smoothing®] &A3}7} A2 FA HE9 FEFo 7]A T AAA, o}
U9 g@3tel 43 (A3} 7189 43 W Eel) HMM o] EA43td 9% 59, £¥89

o] Aol &3} A7 YEYAR| o] h & & iR o} Jr # 5 R

35 X228

Viterbi ¢xe] &) St EHZ &2 F7 Yo di#iA {3 F2E & T 9
ZA GANAN AF =EoM A A8 ARE AlF kTof 0|27 71A] B 2E & 0. F
o= vEY IS o}AE A& o F3e Rol3, A|ITWHL2E AU Z=de] o] T
g9 #AZ A& &2 71 ZAolh. ek HF LI Hut ol oW 1F &§Eo] Al
FE& =7 FolA Y] AT F =g A} 9533 P 2E ujel ot YR 2}
4 24 ZAE R I A6l deH e dY RudelAg A7 2 Ahe FA 2
o 9Y AJF2o) AR ol T e AP A ¥ [Bells?] oo whel A 4 F
e FAUG. ojFA ol A AAY d= 1¥ 3.53 At o9 1dF d¥ = =Yx
vt & 97|} o R 2 A4 BA FRAHA J]E W oss T3 A £ 7t
stk ey e 4R SHAAE WUl Qo] Hold £ ARE B 5 A
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Output PD Perturbation Smoothing Effect (on K)

All modets “6&;3 plod -—

All models (16H+K) ptb'd &—

a3 | All models Aa% pto'd -4~
All models (8H+K) pto'd &~

L

1 1 ) A 1 i
2 5 10 5§0. 100. 500. 1000. No smoothing
perturbation smoothing ratio (1:n:1)

a3 6: $8 & B35 perturbation smoothing & 3.

4 Z2 &

&y nfeax pgolats RUY EFE ALSS &8 €2 Y] RdE TSR FAH
2] 2do] @3 718 |23 AL Wiof Ystel 218 stk B ¥ XA AL 2
= oz HAED At o4 ute] AAE ARt EE Y] RdJ S Aol ¥ 7 AT
A728 vdL YW AAE g2 2t Q43 FAlol AL AL TR YR
Aol A ol FAE AR

HMM 9] og@to] Xtz sx 5 HMM A 9] 7] & 713 o whe} 5] @ 4= @& 3ol 9l
AR Aot & 29 #3333 g AT Q4 FAE E o] ot 54D, 2’
sibe] Rdo] g ¢ vetelE & 33 Y Woltk. WM A3 o8 overgeneralization,
F9 4FTo] F2F35}H overspecialization & 2AY 2A 7 g

ey s

[#91] A, $$F, “BA 2 74 gl 48 ¥F 23 ¥r) 4719 4A, EIFR
e}y A e EE =83, pp. 223-226, 1991. 10.

[292] A8, “FAR PEol AT A B2 W] A4, A4y ¢ % ol FR A %
¢E =84, pp. 533-542, 1992. 10.
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Double Perturbation Smoothing Effect

Percent

94

92

aYT: 2E BEse a3 U 4T 230 2dd 2.

[©193] o)A, WA, “gF AN A AT H2 59 FU AT ARE FU2E” ALY
2a} 94 9924 ¥R 83, pp3-46, 1993. 5.

[Duda73] R. O. Duda and P. E. Hart, "Pattern Classification and Scene Analysis,” New
York, John Wiley & Sons, 1973.

[Vite67] A.J. Viterbi, ”Error Bounds for Convolutional Codes and an Asymptotically op-
timum decoding algorithm,” IEEE Trans. Information Theory, v.IT-13, pp.260-
269, 1967.

[Baker75] J. K. Baker, "The dragon system — An overview,” IEEE Trans. Acoust.,
Speech, Signal Processing, v.ASSP-23, pp.24-29, Feb. 1975.

[Baum70] L. E. Baum, T. Petrie, G. Soules, and N. Weiss, ”A maximization techinique
occurring in the statistical analysis of probabilistic functions of Markov chains,”
Ann. Math. Stat., v.41, 1.1, pp.164-171, 1970.
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