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Fetug dske ARE AAY, &3 5§ AH
3A| ¥ SA4E T Ad2A Ag 27
< @ U= A Tl Atk 2R 4
A 7led FAZXE, AFngHs, HolAY
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4204 AeE 71eAQ] ded ot A%
FAE T YA 71RH 02 Q1A S A
71 R 71 8450 EAF o d 2%
2E RS Eg WolA, nlolaut A
T AF 281 98 dAE/SH o
28l Fo] AtH12][28](36]. o= &

T} 14 37 Alolofl EAlstE zto] e £Y
A(mismatch)el 71shs L2 g3} 14
HA Fo AV EAstd A5 Aol & IF
£ vtk 53] g4y vlojEed TEHE BE 3
A= Q4719 g 24 Eoj=dch @A A
51 e gAY A2ES w9 =2 94
AeE HEMIA T 8545 A Age 5] Alx
gof Hj3) 2-3u) A= e HF Q12 oy &
< Yehla o [12][36).
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model(HMM) & AH&-3t} [31]. HMM2 §7
A A5 2o A% &4 A5E T
wolg, &4 AAle} FRE A7) B4 25
7 decoder® Wb 4 93, SFEE, AL,
Aol 2L decoding H3l BaF ARE A
ot Zth [31]. EAFEL SAAA AP
3 Y2 PPeHe HaEsE FAo, oF
Ymel-frequency cepstral coefficient(iMFCC)
7} o] AHE 3 9]} [8]. Decoders ﬁj?ﬁ.%*é
of el HHe daARE = IHom
Viterbi @3a)Zo] A9t [3B]. SHmde
8 dlolel 27 H 358 HMM sebiE2 4
RE Agstm J@eAdel sl 2t HMMelA
35 S ANT 1) o) g} WAL Q14
37 & BolES 71249 subword D912
FHsFe ol AELL decoding & @ 7}

3 o] ot Ak F7) AP B8

=
[}
zdojt},

2. 3A3-$-

Z-$(adaptation)> 012 & EﬂolfH% A}
g3jo] B3t Q4 B Alolol EAjale Aol
2 29 914 H5e BT FYolE. E3)

E

3424 S(speaker adaptation)& 7F5E A
1
o

HA3% A4 Aol YA e Re B
B2 3} ol A B¢ 7lee Aldshs
Ao we} g3 2 7R RER R
(1210361,

- WAKsupervised) 233} v}
(unsupervised) &
- AZ(batch) H-53 &*Honline) A&

- 2713 -&(self-adaptation)
WAPESE HS dHolgHol dig A}
(transcription)7} FA]& ZA$-olH, FoJx]X]
B A5 HaAL H ol gk dEHgL
E A% dojEl7t 38 Aol dBH R Fof
g0, AL Azt we} ek o

2 AL dolg7t FoJA e Aotk A7 Bs
< @A QA = dlojElE o] 83t w
A Ag3ta AgH RdE o] &3 thA] ¢Als
T A5-E weh vjan) ¢33 RS
< AIZH S HolE7t FoRER

WAL GF HERT A4 AT o] Bt ofy

o

>

AL AdME 7hsd B AHE &30
2 o] g3t JFE ol Aol Basir) 53
e 21 A3S e AL dolEd oY
g} Bkl ALEE A ERE g AAL F
Z3l AMgshe Zlo] Hasith gutdez A
B2 A& 93] A-guloje], Bd Alo]e] 4
THAA AR, deteged g AEE a2ja A
24 AR 2 FAT ARYE ARSE
(18]. 82 F2 323 7]&0] H7] HAsiA
T AL 4] volEE xR 4T Y
o] o]Fojx{o} a}m, B &9 Hlo]E]7} FoiX|
E ASE 34 AR sk Aol ¥
23tk 1ejag AL IRHS 71€0] 7t
Aok she upgA e 7|5L we -84, #4 A
$A4 283 78 He4e ze 18]

#29 <7 HMM see g 23t
T SYRYS AS volgd n} Aed £
2dS 47) A% BAE FPATh AAPL Fo
A A AS T AAARE o83}
), ¥ WA} 8152 decoderS E38 €olR <14




435 AAARE ol &3t A-8-Z 3 A
g ggwdo] HMME zztel Ae(state),
Ak Abo}e] Hol(transition), ZL&|3 7} ol
A & @E Jelie £3FX(output
probability) 2 7=} At [31]. A4 38
Aol 7P & S niXE 84e TRPARE
(Gaussian) 2% <o 9] FdHE EHE
¥ Frojt). Ytz ow HHEY e ThG-
At mixture &L E #57F ARSE =, o) &
continuous density HMM(CDHMM)el&} &k
o} [17131]. &l T 79| 553t HyA s
¥y @4 v g X=(X,5%) 7} FoiA
%% CDHMM ¢ #5 $5E¥E v g

fj(x|/1)=zwjkN(x',ujk’2jk)
k=1 1

I Ppc el T, SR kol o 7}
K
FAols  2ox=lg

N[ #0Z5) e dapgde] e My ot

.
R,

dxd A9 3 BAYE Tx g e o A
7HS-AIQE B olth YutH o g )9} Zro] HMM
B E F743817] Y3] maximum likelihood
(ML) [17] 71& 38tellA wtEH o2 dejved
FA4ste] 7§A8h= Expectation Maximization
(EM) €185 AMgste getdeg 4%
oH2][9].

< HVMM S BEEE 28 dlojeof wat
BAsHE BEY|RE 2S gaEFo] Bol Aty
ek, 279t 312482 CDHMM S #3 &
£ B¥9] gepiE] 4 & H$ golgo] ule}
AN A Agehe Aot gutdog mdyjbt
HE71He gt 2o] /A E HE BFE
o} [271[36].

1. Maximum a posteriori (MAP) %-3-7]¥
[11]

2. Mg #3719 [30]

3. 31A}&7H speaker space) 23719 [10]1[18]
(261

4. «=33¢ 71 [131-(15),[211-(22],[24]-
[25]

MAP, #3)%, S3a52 /NS e 2 9
Agol AEH, £ S SN £
271813 HMM B2hlE) A v 8g gebe
g ¢4%02 48g +93ciCDHMM 713
e Wy 7kt AwEoz tolE} Folal
Aol A HEjRo] AgH)

3. MAP 3-$7|9

MAP 337142 gk tlojg]ol] L3 9l
= A XA ARE A D g X3AA o]
£ AL dlojE9 MAP FA71H o ZA3sto
2 8-31= 4ol [11]. MAPoIA+= CDHMM
sigtulel A7} hyperparameter $o e n
gg uxss gild) pxs 2= Ay
(random) W2} 7F 3T MAP 7182 A
e fX]|A) 2 2= 3= dzyg 244049,
the7 o] A 9] posterior modeE A<] "}
[11].

A

Ayap=argmax f(X| Dg(1| ) ©)
i

s8] HoH2 e 248 A UE P4
gD BA e HuEd Y3 A
£4e Yol BE do| Folx7] Wl Tt
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HE7} od Alokd e ZEE gtk Yguty
Z HMM3} Zo] e £ il WiAd
d 34g I Aol MAP 582w
ojgch 13yt HVMM mheidE]e] d 2= 3
7b - gdolE(complete-data) Ee
conjugate familyl £ EM €ag]Fl
o3 MAP F4& A & + ok [11). 4 (1)
o 9= CDHMM¢] B3} precision 2+
o thdt M L% 47} normal-Wishart &
HHZ Fojx= 2, BT 9 getred o
3 MAP #42 A Haa ML 349 @9 &
7 PR Fo)¥Y (111

MAP A58 Hage #5359 e o
Mg AgEw, ASHAGS gepEE 34
B HFe A Hgtol Aok MAP F42 ML
FAol H)3] A& 2§ vlojelol taf o ALt
A SeElE A5, 38 dole o] F
7¥sto)l gt MAPLS ML 4 & sdshks &
e zhet oy B39 e diaiA
ok H357) o] B g9 e E 2=
&% U719 A4S AS $E7 wg =g
= 93le Zen

Extended MAP(EMAP)E FEdlE] Alojg
FBPAE o] 8ste] MAP 35 49 die
Hotshs A& 7|Holt} [37]. EMAPE BE 7}
S-A¢t Higtol ABHAE vty 7ML,
BEHR e FElE H-831] Y3l o] A
A BARE olg3th Ahadi®t Woodland®=
EMAP# ¥H]$:3} regression-based model
prediction (RMP) 71'8-& =gt [1]. o} ¥
< die] Alele AuaAE FA] S8
linear regressions AHE31, 2 A-8-¥ el
Elol 2738t &R 2 getiEE 2e3
t}.  Shinoda®}t LeeT structured MAP

flo |o

(SMAP) 719¥< AstiEd, ol 7H-AdE
o] A%H tree TEE A 3}Eo] MAP 7ol
zt AZelA s A38k7] A8 AHeEt
[331.

4. W7 HE71Y

HE7mE Ag7PEe] diEAR]
Maximum Likelihood Linear Regression
(MLLR) %o gt} [30]. MLLR< CDHMM
o] JF HElE Hg3l] Y3 AY wE 43
(linear transformation matrix)& AH3h= 3
< 7I¥eltk. MLLRA FadE]9] 238
23 2 A3 g 93 o]FoZirt

e

a=Au+b =W¢& (3)

71 A dxd g3ojz b d Ay W
gojtt, =3k W=[Ab]le dx(d+])

regression HFolx S A

E=0 - mylopy, MLLROIA &

regression 32 W& 437 g8 S o
olel9] A=Y} A7} HEE o33} o]
g} [30].

WMLLR =argmax f(X|W,4)
w (4)

Wel i3t &2 387 Y8IEM ¢adEs
Mgl WHERog AAste] FEth dolE
ool ulel W PP FF zE3p] 9
regression class tree 71§10} AMS-€T} [27]. W
g g e 7z JReAlR tisl FekAY o
8 7HAIHE FAA 7 5 Atk BE 7R
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ol i HA ARG FBS AHEHY FHe P
g volelol el 38 £aF 4 Ak B
o Z7ke) 7H9AIQk] T W BB S AL
= A%t Be 39 A dolhel sl AR
sebleis 4% 4+ Uk MILR 482
MAP H-&71¥e) Hlgl #5537 & 24 nie}
HEHE ¥E PP o3 BF A T SUe
Aol glok 2t dloleje] o] Frtetl %
S B2 ey ge 9 2 gl
ot.

MLLR metE}E 7313 F=4317] AAsiA
T WS ¥ HE delgrt dgs
Maximum a posteriori linear regression
(MAPLR) 72 W3k s§80) tjg M B2
z P(W) & x50 MAP 71Z0l o8] o] %
AstA FAsEEN MLLR %S s
Ash AF=HAA [7].

5. 3AF 714

BAE7 712 8y bl g A A4 (a
priori knowledge) AR E 431 wWilo|t)
ghaate] digh A A4S FAES Edolut
AEE Mg sebeERE 229 R
B2 WEfo] o3 ZojEch MEE shAje] g
23 dlojEl7} FoiRE 4¢ H4g 2de 3
ZF F el A sixpE] o] A A Al o5
E@Holit). 1e|BR FAs ook & et
71 vig- Homz wE HxH g uig A
3le), 3AEr H-S71MOeE eigenvoice [26],
spAE7Ed (18]-[201,(23] 181 HEF R
g [22]0] Sich

5.1 Eigenvoice

Eigenvoice2 34454 RE2PH principal
component analysis(PCA)[16]& E3 A3
7] siApElE Tk, ML 71&S S8 st
He o] N3 AY Ar-g FAst 38k 7l
ot

et 2 s dojgzRy RAY 2
gre sRESE Bdolgla Rzl 7]

n=ltosticls 5% B154 nze

AEEL (e

sixt Rz RE parde]
eigenspace) Ur & PCAS E3 314 |k

aeW M 5" 2d Be ot P el
za 32 wEle] Ay A o8 Tk 2
o,

i=U,y+n )

d71q Y& 49 /X ¥HE ML
eigen-decomposition (MLED) 7]'8e]l ¢Jsf] +-
a7t [26].

Eigenvoice 33712 3 49 & dlo]
Ej7} FoAE Byl FAsHoF & e
7t Aol A% vseteE 0] 7hsste v
T 5 45y wE &S Fise AHE #
Tt whhel] 2§ wlolEr} Btk AE 3t
ol Art 2.3 Rde] A n SAFE 2d
2 s xapo, £ A5 A%slor & 3}
g7k geEEe] a7t grhe gde et

Galest  eigenvoice®t H|=E  cluster
adaptive training(CAT) 7S At e,
eigenvoice®t F& Ao]H2 CAT 71HL 3t
F7te SAHEE gusiat BHe clustering




100 FERERERELNEEEA

oz ik Aot [10].

5.2 gxSnd

3217t 9 (speaker space model : SSM)
[18]-120],[23] 712 eigenvoiced] BHES =
B3tz g Ak et s
o eigenvoice®} THE
(FA)[32]+} probabilistic principal component
analysis(PPCA)[34]1%} 22 24Y¥sEd
(latent variable model)& AH&-3tth SSM 7|®
dME 7t dAE4 2d My} ogn 22 Ay
wdo) ofs] ATt 7HEg} [34].

factor analysis

p=Uy+p+e 6)

o714 B &= supervectordl g Fdolw, ¥
E P99 2uw¥s Ue DxP a9 3at
IS VeERlE PBF0H, €5 Yo SYEQ
7H-AIQE A FHEo|th FA EdoAe e
g2t B 99 ?E AR A,
p(e)~N(0,?) oz o) At} PPCAE 28

FE2 Ao isotropic, & ? =o'12 A9
=3

# 4 (6)= CDHMM B3t #ejo} gad &
& Al gt A A4S BAsHE SSMojt
o] SSME &h5shatel B HEF supervector
Ao 24 At Wold g Fa% AR
FZ3th (18] 7 A#HZHE SSM 3}
18-S S A Sl T2 24 99iAt
olo EAlste AHHA R, A FEEX 18
i SAE 2 4 AAE FAY E§8a
ASS & F Atk

SSMel oJ% #¢ 7Pie d BEE 23 3]

5]

KR
=
=
=

N

o MAP #7719l 28] o3 & e
2 vehdn [19][20)(23).

Bogr =Ry, +(1-@)pg (7)

SSM9 7| sl ML 49 Hd#
P 3 3AbE3E eld 48 A HE %

Rssspel Ade Je2 Jepdrh gz
eigenvoicest= THEA A& dHog7} AL 7
Sl A WellA 349 A del oF
st slolel7t Boldel wet ML B gtel 4
Haoh SSM 7189 3L wE A As 5
A3} At 4 md2 s 548 S
Zren 9o g = 8% QA7|e o) e
wels7t vl S 231, A-S dolelrt w2 73
S0l MAP 544 A-go] thh == Aol

Eigenvoice 7|8 PCA WL AMg-3le 7}
7 2 eigenvaluedl 33 eeigenvectors AHE-
ato] 3AF7He PELL o]F I AR AW

1Y g sAL Alole] 718 T8 HEES F
&3t} W SSM2 #AE7hE EM gaEs
& 53 73 FAZ 58 73 gt g
3t Fo FF) DA ga 9
spandtt}. 28} Tipping ¥ Bishope #3
olg)9] fALETL Hdi7t Hle AolA PPCAC
&) F3 FF7o| F2 FHE spanS 9

kit [34].

e

0

5.3 HEgind

HA3-F 7t d (transformation space model :
TSM) [18][221[25)2 MLLR AH-g7)golA o
o)A regression #Z weee} W& SSM
o] W= Bl ZA3NY Hgshe 7o)



[ 2yoIy2 o3t sxtaig 712 53 IR

o (W,hr=15R s MILR 3¢ 719l
g3 & &5 3HAES regression FHo|g
a2k, W, = regression #28 W, o 4 WEE

L wolqd we D(=d(d+1) xpge] Wz

supervector, Y- =W W,] g &AL
TSM< SSM#} Zo] ¥3lsupervector£°] FA
U PPCAS}H 22 24uis Bdd 93 o5}
o] Aejgr} [1811221(25].

w=Vz+w+ (8)

o7)4 W Wslsupervectorel] g o)

1, 2= PAe Y Vi DxP Y]

]

B8 TS Jehfs g38od, S = 29 5]

9 4 (8)L regression #E Wel g 8¢
o] M A4E EAE TSME Yehdoh
o] TSM< ¥ sjejuelo] gk AaaA AxH,
A B digk AR g \EkEgt) oigk A
AXE FAO YL gl 71 es A &
EE2¥E 7217] &0 MAP #4342 53] TSM
of tigk A& FA4E w3 + Atk TSM A&
71%8& MAPLR A-&71H3 22 geiE el
™, TSM &3 W gepiee ¥Hagzt o
oA FAE A wig vdS MAPLR 34 34
o ¥§gtez A& 4 Yot 18]

TSM9] 3L &% QA Alago M W
2 geteljEfo] o8 me sha} A &g 7L &
Ark= A} eigenvoice b HeF7 sleh
B 7 "84 Aok aeu B2 A8 dlojEd
gk 4% e Al 2 regression class tree
o w& WEFt RdS Q7 gdHe 2

=k

TSM3} H|$=3}A| eigenspace-based MLLR
3} eigenspace-MAPLR7|9H-2 PCA% PPCA
o] 243l MLLR regression H2tefEjo] of
& Shgsiate] A A 2o] EFEEE AFHA
[3][4].

AAFoE olF FAHH o= AMEsh= Ao v
Aslt}, A} AN E 37} Azt wiel o
2 24 HolHE Ee8oE olF AR
A&l ARgshe Zlo] 7€) °olE A3 &
S 712 A #3} (prior evolution)ghs £
= 7del] 7123 Bayesian 3719 3ol A
o] it} [13][29). o] 71 3494 2|24
o] RE Hlo|EE Rox] ¢u N2$ A} T

870 M2 ALIHES Aot

6.1 =it A3

A &3 H3E 93 Bayesian A3
quasi-Bayes(QB) &5 0|29l 3] golEoh
Bayesian F4 o|&0l| JojA HMM H}e}rE
A9 BBAAS Uehl7] 93] o] 3t AYo]
g 7HEEg. Ao g A e
hyperparameter $" g 23 dHZ AF M
¥ (joint prior distribution) &(4| ¢(O))°ﬂ X
gada  Azeg X' ={X,-X}e
CDHMM HEHEE 7840317 $8) &xpo=z
Folzl ZYHQ] #& dlolg] Aol A 1
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9 4 9 posterior FEUE ol i wkE
F4 A& g Zo| Fojztk

2 x P | DpGIX
PAE) =T, [ pa 1 XDaz (9

9 Homwe sehie A9 dg HEH
Bayesian A} 7Fssith. 22yt CDHMM
sepEle] i oleie Pele) 3L TR
of wj$- ¥} o) EAE 4A sEs] 91
QB g4 g Foel A=A [13]. QB 3
4318 ZL 7} AztoA AA) posterior REF
F PAIXNe A oA A LERS
gA1¢M) 2 F Axdse A7} ZER 2
A3 @ o7l 40 X7t B2 olFd
7319 hyperparameters Uehdit} %713k ¢
2RE Fe) 3% goy XX, & 3
Hog Agtor =y g 4V, 4"
9 &3 3R hyperparameterd] 3
800" g a9, oeiY P oz WA
o) Hgulole) X o 2)5) o] prior A=FF
gAl1¢" )7 yae Axds g1z

AskatA Dok 2 A Az Xa o) 8 7o)
Aze An: 34 Anst  Agsel
gA14™) ol ase] AP olgA A3
S AEgeE AR &4 A5S 5U
A},

Huo%} Leel= QB 3 7o) 7]uket A 23}
2 3 CDHMM meisieish ol oi@
hyperparameters A0 21402 BN

A BYIE Ze A4S, & dRdAE #E
CDHMM sehaele] digt «2H48 7[Hos
kA [14]. 2lE multi-stream A 2
3}¢} posterior pooling 2 Edv H871EE&
kst <) FE dojeo)] g F FAEE
Agratdti{15]. Chient™ CDHMM ue}wE] ol
g e gk Fsta W slepHEel of
A AEE PEeR A BS 7N QB ¢
28&& Acraidct 5. =3 CDHMMS] &4
A% regression 5% $% quasi-Bayes
linear regression (QBLR) 71'-& |2kttt
[6l. el & AREL SSMH TSMel| A%
&A3E 798¢ SSM  evolution® TSM
evolutiong 7zt ARk (18](211-[22],
[24]-125].

6.2 SSM evolution

SSM evolution 7]'8-& SSMell &4t QB
7 o2& HEI} oA A guyFold
[18][211[24]. SSMel A= setHElzte] dad
A, A AAARE ojYel A B¥ RS ¥F
31 9JouF Bayesian A o2& &g
& Atk A G)EFE Y7} Foln A4S Mo

zAx gz pp|Y)~NUy+p,?)z =

ojFt) T3 Mo g N FE BXE
hyperparameter ¢={l_l‘1 U7?}—% 7]—7(]13:}

p|#)~N@,? +UU") 2 Zojar) 4]
2t nolA B dole X7k Foj o] met of
A M B8 B9 hyperparameter 8 7} 2
Hateg goz 2 AN eAALS UL
4 9tk QB o)&d] 27% SSMHsgL
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njo

T3 o] Fojnt [18][21][24).

MOy

" =p
2 =9
U» =gy (10)

Yutg o2 A U 34 3zl o)
3 A A S JeRBE AlZhe we) WEka] &
o}, AEA Astels SSMe) Bzt B o 2
© SSMoll oJgk H 2 B 34 gho] o) F
o}t [18][211[24].

SSM H$71HE& FojR 27] Rl A
2¢ dolE)7} Fojdel met BAE H7 T
HEZ Y2 o)Fst At RS P4alg
dlole 7} @olgell wel siaiRde HA
& pdg o £Hd i) R
SSM evolution 7132 d&3-$ 7]¥< SSM
& ¥ kel AL FxE Za Yk
SSM evolution?] A2 wlE 3a} A& E4,
3148 54 12 3 % 242 +Hs)
£ EXE S0 et i) JE8SSM &g
7193 e Be zeth

6.3 TSM evolution

TSM evolution 7|3 SSM evolution®} 2
o] TSMd| 2A3t4 QB &5 dudFe A&
& #2148 g Eoltt [18]1[22][25]. 4 (8)
2Ry Wo dg Hd FE REIE
hyperparameter  #={W,V,?} & 7xn
p(w|0)~N(W,? +VV')z =ojau

AlZE nojA AL dlojg} X" 7} FoiHo u}

& ojd A 88 2¥9)] hyperparameter 6"

7t RSB Fow 7 ARMIM £35S
T4 5 k. QB o8l 2AF TSMejxls}
4L SSM 3 A3} 2L P FojAnk
[181[22][25].

(m)

w”=w
?M =2
Vv =y D (11

TSM evolution 712 4ZAE 71E
TSME 23t dutaQl 38 728 23 gioh
TSM evolution®] 32 &3 <14 A 2=
M HE e g W sxt 48 %
AL FAlo] +3% 4 JrhSSMHY vk
JHE 4 TSM A&7193 2 9ids 2e
t}.

7. A8

B =54 $4%0404 e A8 A
S8 Tt A7 g 7lesEs AvR
ket A Goff gk GukEQl el s &
Mt §494 7] #AE 71&3t. 387
e MAP, |80k siag7t 18ja ¢a314-8
714 472 BRaeta Zkzke] 55 uis)
7ledtAct o8 7HA] A&7 7Redlel SSM
evolution® TSM evolution 7]H<& 242l
SHA1A&9] Ve wESlEA 2 XS XS
HepSich @A 49142 A% F3e 98
T oA 3AHA - 7leo] S8HA gl
B 3494 7]E0] 448 F URE 47 7}
A 71HEe] AR AL ARSE I gich A& o
B U4 E AE A4 A Ve goz A
T B2 79 E & Aoz it
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