SANAE % AFF S AA 7] Ho
o3 HE
A B A ade

PaistE A7 - AAF AL

A Study On Front-End Processing Methods
of Environmental Noise

for Speech Recognition
Kwang-Soo Kim Hyun-Yeul Chung*

* School of Electrical and Electronic Engineering, Yeungnam University

8 %

F wdoMe 24 A47)el 45 HAFE
£22F 2ot 323} ojolze] HFA AP H2 AZL
FA #2A7le W2 7|Ee ANl 9
23771y AL R4 Histogram
AP FSAAN =YD I FEAYLS
st =0 ILAANYY |FRANS
eolazifEot 21 FEAE Yoz & AN
o2 7kx) Wi vzt dol J4A4EE
AA8AG. _

A9 Zs}, RFL ool Fokd A sloiMe
autio 2 P SS, CMN, RASTAGE °l§¥ ¥}
Ax2ierd g olg8tA e At 2L A v
SNujel w2} 25%0]de] AAEF A4S B+ AUk
53| CDCNA 2]9} J-RASTAZ AHE-% ¢,
PRAsw 2orggol A THY 4ol diHg
SNujel gAlglol ¢} 15~30F W] ¢l Ze] sk S
B2 £ Qo 71ZHHozAE oz Wil #4+¥S
1Y + ALk o) ¢l Histogramol o] F4342
g A A AL 10~15% S
AEY4e 7Y =AW e FANS AAY ¢
Ao}

LA g

H2 84 A4 7l%s] $Bo2 24 94 A2
e FA Holgel dat F& #7424
A471st WaAel Bxsln At

ol 7129 AAAN2BE ALl Aol gt @
AM AR olgtrl Weol, A4 B3 AgAL
A% ARLHIF NS FoAs AALBL A I
2 eNE 5 PA7) Mot

17

RS8N A &4 A7 FEL WA E, A
Zo $A4 QA Magidl A2 YAE Fol A
xgd $EZLS AAPezH ol AP 24 A4
AMade] A AsE Ain 8 + gld

A A28 AFE ASAAE 2%, 8338 W
o] AT 449 Hgel uiste] A3 wgEe
203 &4 dolEy XA §FA P 2A59)
st

53 FA3 oA 27 A3 dde] d%e g4
A4 AlA”S] AFEe 24 HEATe g2e] o] o
0|25 9] 8 Fuje) HFol ¢ AHEY AN P
< A A% w3 A Alagel 45 AAE
&1]le] .

Ol ¥ VI1FY AR ES T BARL. A
F2 A8 Heg el Aelstxn sl

g 2 =2d4MEe 4 14719 45 & A
7le 8% B2} A& vlo|zg HESR oY g
ASE FAlN FA2A7E ez Yutxgaz A7
$S, CMN, RASTAG-E <|&¢ AAJuhge] Golaly
A28l g REHS HEF ¥, o] 9o Histogram
A o FAYL AL T FeHAMYLe ©
Astet 2 §F&42 ANstaa gt

2 BRZSY AN

21 71Ee] AN
2.1.1 Spectral Subtraction

Mg T EASE $7HAQ) el mEAE A
ASH 2AEJg] AN 25 A AR 2
Yol

ol HATY EARGTHA FA4 Fool 2
Arhe 7hge) e



2.12 Cepstral Mean Normalization
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Fig 2. Histogram Processing
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