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Utterance Verification using Phone-Level Log-Likelihood Ratio Patterns

in Word Spotting Systems
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ABSTRACT

This paper proposes an improved method to verify a keyword segment that results from a word spotting system. First a
bascline word spotting system is implemented. In order to improve performance of the word spotting systems, we use a
two-pass structure which consists of a word spotting system and an uiterance verification system. Using the basic likelihood
ratio test (LRT) based utterance verification system to verify the keywords, there have been certain problems which lead to
performance degradation, So, we propose a method which uses phone-level log-likelihood ratios (PLLR) patterns in computing
confidence measures for each keyword. The proposed method generates weights according to the PLLR patterns and assigns
different weights to each phone in the process of generating confidence measures for the keywords. This proposed method has
shown to be more appropriate to word spotting systems and we can achieve improvement in final word spotting accuracy.

Keywords: Utterance verification, word spotting, PLIR pattern

LAE

He AsAolke B4 A dgdl A% ALY B
A4 e BS ST T & Aok olsh Lol A&AP SN
Aol sl 3)E SAY] L ol 7 5 MK 4129
& 4ol 94 Azgoleka ek YA Tl Q14 A2He]
QHLA AA BE QAEHE Sk vl Falol 14

1) #=38}71%5 4 polarbear@icu.ac ks, TAIA A}

2) PZ87)144 sbkwon@icu.ackr

3) 82387149 hrkim@ee kaist.ackr

(0] =F& AFALADY] AYFez #98 dFYIhA
293 KOR-1234-56798))

A5Az) 20009 19 319
FAdzt: 2000 39 109
AAZA: 20099 38 159

Az 1S AL A dTiglE B B8 A
o2 A7E 2¥ste AL BFo g 3k ojeh 22 Y4lof ¢
A Aj2Ho] 3] FAERE G& A77} o]FolA forn 53
dynamic time warping (DTW)ol] 7]¥+&  template matching 42
[1], @A) Qe AHE-E3 2= hidden Markov model (HMM) & 7]
oz & b 2] Fo] F2 AREY Atk & =RdMe
HMM € 7]§ke 2 & 4o} Q14 A2 E 7833t HMM
& Jjwke g g Aol 914 AjA%e maximum likelihood (ML)
UL o O s 2 dold g 54S F5% HMM
S o]8-8} template 7|¥F W2lo] vlE) Ao} SR o}
] Ao} A i RdHE oS HE3 ¥ & ke 54
< AT} [2]. ojs} 2o] HMM & o]83le 34lo| E v] 4o
of i3 2L sjriela dilo] QY AxdReZE F2 4%
& A7) FET )9} & A0 o) Pio] I AlxR] Fd]
W AS A2 FAA A 1S ARR-EkR Sl 3]

Bl AZe S£A494 A MIAsE R HAxEe @
2 B8 AR Zgolth 404719 dEEA ol FF A
Aol siBsle gAolg ¥ & g ¥ EHPF
A2HFL AT SN2 QAT FF SuiEg

i



2 43 4A ]z]ng B} 8} \_’517—3344 —réf/ ALE 2R
o A% HT2E LRT 715ke] A5 H55) 743 gol A}
£5o] §t3 o]F o]9} 2 AL AT E 7O Z minimum
classification error (MCE), minimum verification emor (MVE) 5
o} discriminative training@ $3}e] ¥ 4 e TAYSA 4%
A s HHE Mol AL A F1E s
AYEHERE AHGIE B Hol} Nebest list o) F
B 423, bayesian 5 AMSSl T AYE HxE 7
# 3, olg F¥so] AgaT ot

£2099) A4S sk B9 7129 LRT 7)) 7124
Pe e e ““4°i 7 golo] Y@ VA% HEE
-ﬂi o]/\la]q;]. R z]- oa

o9 AsE Aze) B Fob
AT HEE T (6. 712F LRT
BAE B0l QAN ARSI} AT E S99 A4
ABARE oloAE B A BAPel BAsA. olid ¥
ARE Ads] 98 B =EAME Polg) PLLR HHL of
89 A3 AL AQe,

=Y THE e 2tk 24olHE w80l AHLH 7]

£ HMM 7]uk 840 Q14 Alxe] 9 LRT 7]dke] sz
5 A s} dEdct =3 N1EY W F s3] Word
Voiceprint }4& &7i3t} 33| 7129 LRT 7)4t 23t

AZUAE BYo] A2 AP A EATY )
Aeka Ak 49 dole] PLIR HEg ol8d waz
AS AP 43NN )E B L AdE A A
st} 2oHA3 2 Uyl A4 AP YYAHE Rolw, 5
HolN AEE Pk

2 HMM 7]yt 3 Alo] olal w
LRT 7|%e] @875 29

2.1 HMME 7]gto =2 3 3jAojQlal A AH

£ =2dME HMME 7ldkez 3 gie] <14 Ala"e
FEIALY. olsh 2& G4lo] QY A2HE Halojo] T 2
9 223 b HYold] iy Bl F garbage Rl F 7}1A
242 FAdY B =FdME sub-word BYE swto g 7}
EdS 2 3}tk Sub-word U9E RdHshe A$ A2
g2 #Byo] T2 A2 WAo] golsiths E4S

dYolol gt mde] 7B G2 2
dependent) &dl 3 triphone& AHE-31Q 7} triphoneE-L A%
sto] Y4olE dY Bk gubage T F|EUA2E By
9% (context-independent) 2@ Z monophone2 AMLEY 1

=
Z 23 (context-

A2 SH40E H1A 1S (2009)
@ monophoneS A}-8-3l Z} garbage Y& RdYse
Aol Bdo) HgMe @ ANIAT A4 A BdHdd.
<IY1>E 7@ Ao Q1 A|2HE Y

Keyword 1
- 1

Keyword M

Garbage 1 |

e Garbage N e

e, e

Feedback path

a9 1L gye] 94 Azde) 72
Figure 1. Structure of the word spotting system

ojgt Z& A&HAX 7+ f4lo] Y garbage RHS FYF
FE5e 21 QA5 AANHA HENIE FEZE JAJ3H
o} 9 garbage 2HQ] sequenceE YE-SAHL RdIIch
dEH o] YHoAE T8 AT, Ao Bde] 14 AT
3= garbage 2@ sequenced] HlE & $EE FAJA Hu
HIEH] tagA] HolE T3 ARE HIFE Aol
EA =Hol old we} 4ol HEY 4 A drh

ol A4 Ax"o M= 54 Woll EA3le dAE <
AR Xg 499k G4olol PeA| ¥ 249 FES Y
AHolZ Q1A% A9 T 71X LFI7 EAFc) B =FAE
4o} Bdo] garbage Blol] Hl3] Tol 7+ Ho|rt @ WIW3}
e AE o)lgs) T 259 88-& word insertion penalty ZE-&
AFg-3 & § ). word insertion penalty HIEjH] ©AA] B2
o] dh}e] TojoA tE Tolz o]F¥ W Fl3l= e 9
g} d4o} 9L H) g4lofo] R g dPS HFs
i st olo} e 4ol Q1A AAFoRE F2 A
e @7) dEY Fod LE3F A="E U8 A5
e AT WA ARG [3] <aF2>ol o] Q144 o
B3 7E A" vepddh

rlo

Input
Speech
> Word spotting
> | Utterance verification pr—a
Recognized keywords Final

Resuit

a9 2 940} A4 B B8 A2
Figure 2. Word spotting system using an utterance verification
system ‘



A0 AUAMIINAM CHolel 84dY 0 Rk HIB HEHE 08

22 1RT & 7]HP°§ B w3lA=
WAFL /AR Aol &4 A e Xol gjsf
44 }‘]-’l‘iﬂ"] ol A, 2= HMM Rd2 FHHE Qo
2 AN 3x taw o] 43 sl F A sk
£ ARkgict.
Hy: 9714 (null hypothesis), X 7} gul27) 2l=gdn 2
9 A0 23d

Hy: tigt714d (alternative hypothesis), X 7}
T 2 A0 2EEHA G5
Pearson Lemma o} 2J3}A 47143 (null hypothesis)@ thekrd
(alternative hypothesis) 3ol Me} =& H&s] & 4 UL A

F LRT7} 7M7) 718 e shauig AN

YA AHHU

 P(XIH,)
- P(x1H,) M

A9l Bl&tE YA vt 7/ AR AT &
n2A d3agE 255 Jehlis 97 (null hyothesis) 3ol A
9 =9 £ d3gdd A4S Jrhils oigh7H(altenative
hypothesis) s}l $x7} Fo]3 S o LRT+ 713" 494
8 T Adsle H2EE Vet

LRTS] 7HF ol 2 ti7id S o FA 2y dir}ol
otk B E=EAE 7} triphone T E Q121H 249 AA U
oA 9k ohE 349 S3ERs monophoneSol] thEh ¢
&g TET ol o] FI G F 7}” g = @ %=
monophone2 TS/ oigl 2d, = bk wdz A
Cohort 28 AMgs] ¥t 2d < :;Wah‘f A 448 &
) 2 &4 sk cohot REE 4t £Us &
B Rd2 JAEE B, o] By 2L 24d disiME g
A0 wet o 4 @ 2dE 44" F YoE B4S
At

olgl g Wl AT MY A4 AR 7)Q1g) <
AE Ziyt gulEdd JdE wde AAshs 2dsy ¥
T Aol B Foly et JrHd seliMe) $E7} oigk
7Hd 3ol M e exd HiE] & gk ZA 2 Aol o we}
LRT ®]&3to] 2A 2 Zolth ¥ha Q1€ Azt g€ty
AME mda A mdo] & Aol HolA ¥ HolH
w2bx] LRT W &3ko] ZA d Roltt o]gh Zo] B =F oA
AHE-E A triphone T 9] 1218 ARyt AAAETH ot
U & AolE Holzife] @ ul&ghs Fale o] o] wE
28 B AHFE oo 7123k o} <1y3>ol 7t go
o dg AFPx A=E 7= FAo] Yehd ok

o

)l

)
et
£

i
O

)
2

[+

br o
o min b

r

A

€3 E oY 57

Speech Phone based

PLUR calelation | Mean
recognizer | | recognition result

PLIR {phl, ph2 ... phiN} caleddation | e

¥

Eand |
: model |

29 37 dold uig AFE JxE Fehe A
Figure 3. Procedure for generating confidence measures for each word

<aYP3>& LRT 7]k 7183 @4 oe 2, 7+ PLLR &2
T8 o zEe HHFE s} word-level log-likelihood ratio
(WLLR)& Fale #4S vehdth PLLR & LRT & &499)
2 AHL3le g go] FErh
log P(X,, | 4,) —log P(X, lflph)

PLLR (ph)=
ph) = #(ph) @

4714 X £ Q4E 249 49 5, r & A48 ¢
& ph o AZAZL A 9 X & 247 A48 2l o 2%
w4 723 ¥ 298 Jehith WLIR 2 dehiolde 2
Dol gt AFEE Thest ol Pah

n,(wy

j id(PLLR(ph ;
") Zszgmozd(P (ph,)) &

C,.(w)=

4714 n,(w) € v w & FHsE $4 F8 dehin
sigmoid e thed 2k
1

omoid(x) = — L
sigmoid(x) 1+exp(—ax—b) )

ast b A¥Hog Fitt B =RAME A 39 ¢, &
71 71242 LRT 7]4te) AT Az 2 AN,

B =FoME dalo] 4 A2l Aijd] g WS
& Fshe Al29e THAT GubAER] dol AAA2H
I Mo} 14 Az g deAFe P E AolHe
UnkEQl o} QA Alxgle] A AA ] g HEFS
£ b d4lo] 1A Alagle HAojz QME A §
BRo Mgt 2 g ke Foloh 53] A8 4o
o
q

[+]
=

o?&-‘?‘-‘

o 9471} A4 Aol vlaf ol AAS BAHHGE T

& Mfﬁ ojel wet F Alxge] Y WHHTE 2T

!

2.3 EbAaES ¢% Word Voiceprint ¥4
B HoMe 7189 ¥ 5 <ol Yol 7} $49 PLIR ¥



58

XE AM83sh= Word Voiceprint & [5]€ A71%cl. Word
Voiceprint= 053 2 BFZRE AL 298 &
uE Qolst 0AXE Bole] THEL Holr} 27 P
+ %<& PLIR & z= 2 719 $2dx E73ln ga
49| PLLR 59 9802 WLLR o] YAXRT =4 =
@olE 3 HE Z97 2ASHY. £§ PLLR ZES
T2 A3 22 249 diMz go7l e A% g
PLLR £X& 71432 U&& & 4 219Utk Word Voiceprint=
7 Wole] §4% PLLR RZE A3 7 Bolo] B A
g A= EE 7= Woltt. Word Voiceprint e L4g
A9 NHE ASE Be3} Po| Tt

ﬂlO OE

PLLR(ph)2 " —~ o7

0
Co(ph)=1 "
w(Ph) { PLLR(ph) < p”" — 7"

w(PLLR (ph)),
(&)

b o of & 747k ol w o) &4 ph 9 PLLR 3te) B
#3 REAAE gt
P(+)e oex 2o] o

e’ (PLLR(ph)~(uf —ac ")) B

w(PLLR(ph)) = log @ O]

ast fE 48302 7§ e AT <ages ¥(e)
¥5E ReIETh oW voldd @ fa2E PLIR ol
' —aol) BT ®old A% 1 delt ALY AFsA &
A gk

Y(PLLR(ph)

2k
0 Ho b PLLR(ph)

e
/"Qf//
/

)] &
uy' - aal

o

I
a¥ 4 $499Y voiceprint A E JEH 73ly] 98 =
AL v AYA g5
Figure 4. Log-scale non-linear function to obtain phone-level

voiceprint confidence score

HFHog dol g9 AR AEE g Zo] 7 &4
@99 A=A deHFoz Tt

2Arclet SELE M2 H1E (2009)

1 "p(W)

ZCVP (Phj)

Cp =
™) n, (w) 7= 0]

Word Voiceprinte t}& ghojolA Z+ £49] PLLR FE9)
BEE ol§3le] gule Bolst LUNE Yol Aols) FHE
29 o7t A &L AS GoE ¢ AdFHoE AHg

3 g9 239% HYL o83 WAS

3.1 7]1& LRT 49 EAA

<a@5>o] vehd de 2utzA QaEdou e By
The ozt AolE 23 WA Ft=dEele gold g o
ojty. Fg3|A WAHHX 4L n 49 93] n o149 PLLR
grol ¥ U2 4L Btk =3 A gol FA 9
o] A A S48 wiAg S4B yoA HUck gut
27 Q28 4ol E73stn o3 ¥ PLLR gE9]
dFoz A7l WLLR g 9AX¢ viasiss o 23}
AEAN 2L Dolg AAEA e 4ol FA3A HA

Z} dole} tokgt W3lel oisf o9} e PLIR eSS B3
& A7 2 S4vith ]33 PLLR gto] Eojd 5o tf=
e Ag B F UG £ =294 ol ol PLLR 3o
gojd shsAo] Be S0 e Weto = Z golo) gawt
o gE 7ERIE Hodhe WalE ARG A Wl u)

tHoj. 7tc s
12
z ! 7 A 7
= os X L
= VA
s L/ A
2 L WA
02 4 ¢
0 4 »
k a d V] b v n H a
24

39 5. 9o]9) 54 @2 PLIR gt
Fig 5. PLLR values of a correctly recognized keyword

2t 7HEAE A3 olg 2 JHEAE dold U@ AIx
HAEE Fohs FAA 2z dold) S2d g bE HEAE
Fogih

32 A¢E VIE HEE FIe Y

7 g2ol Y 7HEAE 4457 AAAE L 2 Yyol
g OFE 23] s PLLR o) H9S £ 54 gl
ol® FzolA PLLR gho] 1 #3}e] PLLR ge) H@rct ¥
XA & ¢, 2 240 tls] PLLR distancegls S B



HAN UMM SO E2dY B 25 U8 BEES ol88t
gl <286>o)A) PLLR distance?] 9/
3R 49 PLLR gto] 2 23hgAolA PLLR o] Htol

vlg] "ol Fpolm o] g dole 3 4o i)
PLLR distance’} ¥d=jQict PLLR distances Wolo] fjd =
AL PLLR o] o8 $4ao vig] drh) "ojxlexg
Wepdt) o]9} & PLLR distanceE 2z} #j4lo] Wz Faf z}

Hloh o] Zede

dalole] g2 71ENE AASE 7EEY 248 AL
o}
12 -
' \ 7 L PLLR upper bound
05 - /
§ o \ 7 PLLR mean
o PLLR /
94 -distance; /
02 4 PLLR lower bound
o
1 2 3 4 5 3 7 8
Index of phone

19 6. PLLR distance Zke] o
Figure 6. An example of a PLLR distance

AL AN E bS53 2ol &4 Shd FHAE HEFAE
g i=g

#, — PLLR(pH, ) , ‘
. €X] S "1, PLL k’ < :«
d(pk;’w) - { ﬂ{ ubv’v -lb‘:, R(P j»w) H

0, otherwise

®

A7 i 23] O indxE YN, j& L2 g
index, we QAo TR o), phl & AN} w o
e idA 2ste) A SAS YErY. b, ubl, B B =
7zt 94do] we] iwlal @alol ] PLLR ghe} B, 48, 8
#e Ueig.

AF8HE PLLR distance® H]Ag o g 7238 d(phz e 84
olo] uldt Wajoll ] ERSAo]A2] PLLR gho] e 2 AEd]

8] goht weske yehie grolth ot d4lold] utg e
& At Yalole) 7 g WE dlph, ,)E e
o] T

Zd(p

d(ph. )=
(Phiw) = 2, ©)

N, & %71 sigshe deleold 8o} wol tigh el
oltt. d(phi,)3tel BFEQ dlph,,)E Adele) 2 ga3

2o gy 59

2 PLLR ol "ojd 7heAde deile
gol & &4 disiM AL 7IFAE 7o s AE FHe
2 37] g thgat 22 F2FFE o83k didody 4
ol e HEAE AR

golek. dlph;,)

¢(ph;,,) =exp(-y -(d(ph,,)~7)) (10)

v, TE ASFELS] BAE 23 dFes FIAFE US

Aeoj o8 004 1 Ate]9] FEHQ AF oz HFIT

g(phj,w)

ny,(w)

> E(phy)

c(phj,w) =
an

ny,(w)e Z Yol g & Foltk HFFHez den
#Zo] PLLR A8 & o] &3 dol¥ M=E 73

n, (w)

(w) - ™7 1)

(8)slA B v] AP PLLR distance F-& 739 7IEAE
T BN AT RE B 5 3ok ¥ 4¥AHY PLIR
distanceZ A3 o= A¥e FUHE FAHA J¥HY
PLLR distanceE AM8-3t 715 o] dish ¢S & A5l
3 ¥ A¥AQ PLLR distances AM-3] PLLR distance7} &
e JEMRE Wl g rHEXe) A o &3] vt
e 9 o EH3FIY] PEolth 4A dFdMe S4dA
o} PLLR gko] wW3te] mFd] wis) e ge vehdq

d(ph},) Ba d(ph},) +1& A&l 1 g2 7HEA|
gt 95k u 48] F9ck. & PLLR distance 5L YE}
e 489 g8 o & 7HEXE R9ieE &) g
of g AR (100 vehd 284S AHEAT
a, v 2 e A A ot 488 3 T3 A
9 v, T & ASH AFERY BAE 2HEA YA
AA AgME v, 7 o A% TS 24 Atk

4. 43 2 45
g=ro] Aslnt 87 44048 diskd 2%

HoleiMlolas ARSI dolEuolad] dig TR 4
Be <EI>oA UEHIT



60

£ 1. S3dolejujo] 2o diE A
Table 1. Description of speech database

T il A o
d=o Rgw 4
Holeolx B | SA4U4E HistA
¥74 DB
e k) kisand
234 A 3pA
Aspdaad AAET 5,
244 AALIgEt 5498 5o Ay
& =58 Zed dsf 5§
s % 1§(});%0'%‘94 e
=20 A O AERE TP, AR, AR
r -15dBo]’ge] SNR o} 97
24 dolg 4 ;50071191 &7ddlo| Egﬂgﬁ ¢ 3EA

zt F4 wlolels AETAY BFEe, T Fo] A
2le FoolM Feda 24z distg 7= Yk A&
el HEEHReH F 550078 54 dolHZ o]Fo]
A A d3dMe SAUClEE 4, A Hrt Hlez 3
T8t A3t

T AL Yol R HidYo] md S FHY BHoZ AL8H
o A blole F 4,500709) S-gElolEl & ARSI 4,5007H )
&7 tolHAA GYold P FES FAYes $ET
492 ARt 4o} RdS FUSAT:. gabage 2L FH
A A 2] 4500709 42 R8st FHSATE ML AL Z
gl 4lole] PLIR A& 4 2302 ARgdrth HA wolg
Z 5007M) AWIoIEIE AHESHA 50074e] SAEIelE ol e
gio] AL 3t AAE F 819719 H4lojz 7z} dajojd
PLLR HEHEE AT H7t A 4o} 4 A=z

Agke LEAS A2dle AeBrHE A AR AA Ho]
Bl Al F3 % AN Alake @709 500709 SRlo)ElE AHS
ST B} AlolE A3l AH-8 5719 Aol 71Ee R
< 9 F 9174 Yoyt EAFT Bt Al sl 2 24
Hlolgdlle 2~3709) P Hol7t ERgt 7 AYo] L garbage 2
& F AL Mo FEHe, A HE-2 <H2>9 2tk

S

E2 930] 2 garbageR o] o 2
Table 2. Description of model training
=g
4 4ol ¥l 4o
A 4,50078 9

4,11770 9] dHo] &} B .
Z o) AIEE LA (2 ! Tixy A =
1_°,¥ ]-%-‘_ =t o]g Hg—}%l ’0,16] :?:15/‘3 ioﬂ 3H 03}'\—

3 tied-states, 3 states 578¢] 71
HMM TR FRAIRE BIARRE REE Zle
¥E 7= HMM HMM
243 &9 triphone monophone
12MFCC + Energy 12MFCC+Energy94
Fodol AMgE A 132 e 133 7lRE
3 E] |+ delta 133} +delta 132}

+ delta-delta 133} |+delta-delta 132}

Qa9 SLUS A M1E (2009)
42 w3l g 4¥Ed
zh o) A% % %—- #8l oo 2 49E Y3
Aoke whAlo) et A3, Word Voiceprint 3H41-S AHEEH A
B

r& J>~

¢

gz Aetd ¥ 'J—} Word VoiceprintE® A8l AHEE 3¢
o g 48 YAk A% Hrke SutEA dAE 4]
o]7} AAEE 8182 JeRE false rejection rate 2914¢ 3
o7} a8 vBl&E YEehE false acceptance rate o] 22
A2 JERIE equal error rate(EER) 2 S F(error)7} H43h

H]-&-2 el eror reduction rate(ERR)S AHE-8}H Tl <33>
of zt WAl o3 APAAE vehdth

# 3. EER (%) Z H71g Ak w2l A%
Table 3. Performance of proposed method in EER (%)

el | ZIEABY orEl HIA o
40] A Agtd w2 ERR (%)

2HAEHE 14.0 L5 179
o 8} )2} 9.5 8.9 6.3
834 24.1 243 0
g7 16.9 12.2 2738
FlEHE 7.1 6.6 7.0
overall 11.8

7122Q WAl e 7} g yolel tis) 7]#-F<] LRT W& Ab

43 2 dojol oigh AE ARE T WS An.
Aere Hae PLLR HHHRE o] 83t Z dold] dig A
Hx AxE Fie P4 e gudt. ,

AP HGalo] ‘QFAE AT BE HalojdA Atd
e @ A o e AL E F U YHof '8
FAE & £9 $4F 23 Jgen o A4de FIF
PLLR H&-& oA stk AAAY ERR-% A 2 A
Agte WS AMLEHAS | V1B FHe] HE) o 11.8%
o AFPE vegie AL E & U <8 Wod
Voiceprint 4], kgl wHals} Word Voiceprint® 2 g 4]
o digte] AEE FRIHE W e Yo

r

-3
L

¥ 4. EER (%) & %7}¥ Word Voiceprinte} Atg HH2) 7}
Word VoiceprintE 238} W28 A%
Table 4. Performance of word voiceprint method and combined
method in EER (%)

s
AR we | Mg X{Lff
- Voiceprint &N +Word
©el il Voiceprint

FAHEE 14.0 9.0 11.5 7.0
Rk 9.5 9.9 8.9 7.9
L354 24.1 19.7 243 20.9
AE7t= 16.9 13.3 12.2 12.0
VAR K 7.1 6.4 6.6 6.8
ERR (%) 16.2 11.8 22.6




YO UAMIIOA OIS EhY BD 2% HEY MES 08 LIAS ¥y 61

Word Voiceprint= 2t &l4lojo] tlgh A 5 g 73}17] 9
8] Word Voiceprint ‘43145 W48 AME-3 495 vehith )
Qe W2} + Word Voiceprint= Ahg 2213 Word Voiceprint
WS AT W AS AE AMEEle 7 Fi)olo) thE 418
= HAEE 7 B4E Ueidth o] % AtE WAl 93 A
5L 2+ Word Voiceprint 7]4ke} AlZ T H5ol 7iExjg B
Stk AFHATNE B8] B Word VoiceprintE AR5 49 A
9 o] e AL B 4 Uitk Word VoiceprintE AR2-5H
75 4ol 2 gAY AR AseE 7MAe & AT
ol#¥ At 7z 4lojo] PLLR £ X E o]§3}d Z @3"‘]01011
B ASE HEE 78 AF Dolo] 44 2o} H33) A
g 78 F dde R 71Uzt

ZAA)F Q] ERRE E-As] B Word Voiceprint 2L A&
& 7B Z1RAA Ao vlE] 162%2 BEYS vehio
7IEAQ WA wE o] £& A%S JYehlie A B £ 3
Aok Agkd ¥} Word Voiceprint #2412 A%3 AL &7}
AL AeFYE HAn dHHo2 26%9 5P 1ol
=Y

4.3 4of 4o uig dgds

<E5>E 71RAQ W, AQrE W 2] Word Voiceprint
WAE ARt A2 d4loje] thgh Wl HSS 83 o
Aol AAA2Fe] 45S Yepdth d4o] 94 Alxde] o
& A5H7ke o2 QAT Hlole] ASE ok Aol o)
ke A Wl EAste A4 AFRE i d4lo] AF
Bole] A5E DA Alelel Asst
B7h Al gk 49 F ARME FF FoE ke FA/
keyword/hourE Al8-&tgct.

&, false accept %

F 5. 7 9T S AT dalo] A Ala"lY A%
Table 5. Word spotting performance using various utterance
verification methods

2214 E (FA/keyword/hour)
Word N
insertion tﬂ%g °l NBFH | AR At
oty | A€ | 70T IS | e org
° Voiceprint
-10 72.33 0.23 0.20 0.19
-20 74.75 042 0.40 0.33
-50 85.84 1.62 1.28 1.21
=70 87.71 3.94 2.36 2.06
-90 87.26 6.85 4.6 398

718 WA 7R A ) wale) B 4"3 AHgEle] 94y
o} Q1Alg 343 @Jr— YUERdch Aot ukalo soby uhale)
W3 AZ S AE-sle galo] 1S 38 A9E YL )
Qe ¥ + Word Voiceprint = Ajot® #4131 Word Voiceprint
wAg Al Wl A2 S £ A2 Jehdch

Zt Ao} B} garbage Rdloly FYE word insertion
penalty & ¥-o3} ). Word insertion penalty 32 €Y 7% d
B2 gyolg AET F e whd 204 d gilort FUks
= ©4L zHeth Word insetion penalty Zho) -704 W Al5o] ¥
35 AL B 4 duk A4o] <14 A 2+ word insertion
penaltyoll A 2+ W] o & Q12 H s 4o]o A 5%2] false rejection
rated 2t 2 IR 5S 3t 4A @ Agoltt. wetA A
S0l nE YsiME FAkeywordhour & ®I=¥Th Z+ word
insertion penalty koA U H4do] HEE sollA Atd
A2 7182Q) el ul3) w2 FAkeywordhour 32 1ehiiof
e Bk g AbE Walx} Word Voiceprint #4)-&
A AT A s1ee) A7 AL B0l Hg) 371
A 4EFEe 7S 7 AAqTh

548

B =RdMT g4 4 A2’ 4o} QIAAAE Y
ool ALSEE HalES A2 FEEh 7184 LRT
7\uke] B85S ARS-3te g4lo] Q14 AAg o2 RY <12

© d4ojo] oigt A3AFS FANEE W 2 /A EAF
At oleE FAHER Usted GubEA QldE Hilold
ox B3l F e $4UF W& PLIR g Hoj dold
g AT HE, F WLLR o] @A st diolg A-sA
He 2497 A8 o9 & BAAEE A A 2

=Rl dolo] i3k AFx HEE FE 0 4 SAEe

2 715AE Hddhe e At w8 doje] & &

A PLLR ¢ B¥E AM8-3l= Word Voiceprint & ZES| B
stoh Agds, AkE PAle] o8 AddE EY £ AN
o} =3k Word Voiceprint Y218 ARS8 3% F7HERI 45%
4E 7ML & U

Aete Wl BE Qg Hidojd] diE HHEME )
of 3tk BHE Atk o3 dAHE FHEY] A Told
st HE S A7) g8 Bo 7ugt Uele] "Wadgs E 4 9]
Aok 2ok 7hask el digk A7E HE dogEe 4 §4

£¢ 5400 et 2SN GYojo) W 948 BS T
38 JRE AHgeled Bl e AW HRE © Solsh
% 4 e P 5ol e 478 9 el

ey

{1] A. L. Higgins and R. E. Wohlford, “Keyword recognition using
template concatenation”, IEEE International Conf. on Acoustics,
Speech, and Signal processing (ICASSP 85), Vol. 10, pp.
1233-1236, 1985.

[2] R. C. Rose and D.B. Paul, “A hidden markov model based
keyword recognition system”, [EEE International Conf on



62

Acoustics, Speech, and Signal Processing (ICASSP 90), Vol. 1,
pp- 123-132, 1990.

[3] P. Heracleus and T. Shimizu, “A novel approach for modeling
non-keyword intervals in a keyword spotter exploiting acoustic
similarities of languages”, Speech Communication, Vol. 45, pp.
373-386, 2005.

[4] R A Sukkar and C-H Lee, “Vocabulary independent
discriminative utterance verification for nonkeyword rejection in
subword based speech recognition”, [EEE Transactions on
Speech and Audio Processing, Vol. 4, pp. 420-429, 1996.

[5] S. -B. Kwon and H. -R. Kim, “Utterance verification using word
voiceprint models based on probabilistic distributions of
phone-level log-likelihood ratio and phone duration”, [EICE
Transactions on Informatiorn and Systems, Vol. E91-D, No. 11,
pp. 2746-2750, 2008.

[6] K. -S. Moon, Y. -J. Kim, H. -R. Kim and J. -H. Chung,
“Out-of-vocabulary word rejection algorithm in korean variable
vocabulary word recognition”, IEEE International Symposium on
Circuits and Systems, Vol. 5, pp. 53-56, 2000.

ZA3E (Kim, Chong-Hyon)

F4 305-732 YA FAATF BAF 1036
F=et7]e4d 1CC

Tel: 042-350-6221

Email: polarbear@jicu.ac kr

FAEOR Yilo] g4, B3 HE

A =3 ried ARFANEFEY ity

AHE (Kwon, Suk-Bong)

F4u 305732 AFHA F AT TAF 103-6
=8t r]e9d ICC

Tel: 042-350-6221

Email: sbkwon@icu.ac.kr

TRk S48y ¢asE, wsids
dA: 598 ed JRFLAFEY Aty

72134 (Kim, Hoi-Rin)

Fd 305-732 tiAFAA KT EAF 1036

g 8rled ICC

Tel: 042-350-6139

Email: hrkim@ee kaist.ac.kr

TRl €494, dado] 4, 3Rk, erjealFAe
A4 5957 d ARFATEY Fas

e M1 M1E (2009)



