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T 551:/};10%?‘30‘%{?50&1,1556} FEZ &6 5 76% ~ 19%4e 80% °
# ¢t > Fagerlund fr Harma #% ) & f& 4% i S8 & 45 i 2525 (inharmonic) % 1.2 & &7
B3 (13]0 % - A ddcs 10 AP 2 9 i % 8c(Low-level descriptive parameters) » 2
VO SRR s RS RS <A o B Y R g MR o (spectral centroid) ~ H#f E
(signal bandwidth) ~ #g 3 i #+ 47 5 (spectral roll-off frequency) ~ 47 ¥ % :% /& (spectral flux)
#EH T & (spectral flatness) ~ #7 3% # ] (frequency range) » P #F e 48 % & (zero

crossing rate) ~ ‘&P it £ (short time energy) ~ 5 & & /& (syllable duration)fr3# & 4f 3% (&

(modulation spectrum) « H ¢ #72¥ o S HF R AR R F M S O RER S EH TR



ARE Ffompr s £ TRAAMF 125 A# T 2T E T % RyRRpF > Boifg 422 T
e R s B R P o 3 SRR RH R A8 5L R Hilbert #3% 0 2R 18 #3050
5% & ¥t (amplitude envelope) #z3 % - P~3 % % 51 & (modulation index)% i & #f F
(dominating frequency) = #FH#ciE o % = A S8 ¥ BE 3 8 (MFCC) > fysd &
FLBAI* 7 LDA KM MEHke £ 288 o FHRIVEADLER Y AP Rl o ek <
(Mahalanobis)FE3t 2> 3¢ o | BEHL2 FEEF o F I & - AINFF2 453 S8 Fie £
FEAPE > % £ PR o Nt B A BERE 2 FERS G 49% 0 1 & RO N a7
FER A5 T9% 5 1% % = 515 OGP i s R £ U A Pppdp o 5N 2 g
F 5 T3% > 1% B SEREE D N cheem R L 74% o
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BATH B S W EE o Lo w LR B EARG ke S RS- e
FENB L FALREL R ARSI B LR AL 128 BESHE ALY Ims

3

@ AR AR 2B 50% 0 B > @ ¥ 3 R AR F (Hanning window):* & & — B 3§ {2 e¥d it
B 2 SRS R eE s B R L 00 TE B AT E B ot o £ R
g [ /1 35[0, —0 |4 P (decibel)r 377 &k Pe 2 30 {2t i € fod ] EIF S F R R
B k5 (noise, Ngp) 4~ 418 » ¥ 23% T - Br |5 & i & @ Typ = Ngp/2 » #-= 30t g
Friehi el s 3 A b S L Fi2 A 4 Hhag &> L L2 PE i3
Foyf ke FarHI R F- BFENZFEF FFEFEEAREAT AN D
A e P ST B fo- AL F Reh 12 i i R M O S B R i A
Foo MR SRS R TR RS ek S AR
BhoEdk P EEF s @PFiERE - F LR > A% A (modulation spectrum
magnitude) ~ % %47 ¥ 47 & (modulation spectrum frequency) o 7 L | # & f& PF R 0t
P LBy da i 1* VAT RN MECC 2 1285 4# 7 5~ A5 s S

FERE G $’@rlb%miﬁﬁa%ﬁﬁm%mé&%;z TR B e i EAE
$c B 218 £ #07] (Gaussian mixture model, GMM) £ *£ & ;¢ § ¥ £ #73|(HMM) &7 F #ic
FUEET S T

Trawicki & A B| 4% § 54 3 % #icfe HMM 21| %] Norwegian Ortolan Bunting 77§ %
#77] (song-type)[15] » BBV kw > FH R L L 2048 ta'bocodrefogo
h>i*jrksl>m nso prrosstfrue @iz 20 EAHREART 2L 37 b g i
A v o abocbohuf & % 5§ 2Re vk gaFwan g ey g Al oL 4o aaaabb o ceeebbb
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hhhuff » 53 533 R > ab>cbrcd>eb > gb guf > h> huf frjufb % Ortolan Bunting
B L 10 A - AR ARG FRALEAEE LG 100 BRIEAE 0 R
P T fEF LA SR > DS S 924% 0 § L AK LB 2 H
FES R 5 63.6% o

d b gt Y B E 4 T A I A R e S Tebent R
(inharmonic) 3R % > #7124 Selin & A [16]1€ * -] A 2 474 8 47 FF fAsf2 & 4778 Fid%
WO HY G SHEFL R Aot A 3L LR o R e
£ % v B et 3 “,f FAMT AN & > 2 (54 4E B3 &% * Daubechies |
AR 7S ] R 3t @ 4 f#(wavelet packet decomposition, WPD) » 2R {4 B A RS %
2-32 WA A 2. Thfc P $EEB-HH > ¢ 355 < it £ (maximum energy, E,,) ~ = % (position, P) ~

?E B (spread, $)¥2 % A& (width, W) » & &40t v B8 ATl 1 o B fs i % & fEia 5
RGPS (DERS 720 % R 344 B (supervised multilayer perceptron, MLP) 14 2 (2)25
FR ¢ 2 p 25 e B (unsupervised self-organizing map, SOM)2 ! ez iple# » H i@ *
SOM s 7 i 78% > m MLP H #¥% p| 3 i 96% -

Selouani 3 4 & 102 p dow fF2 pFaf BAEAY B (Autoregressive time delay
neural networks, AR-TDNN) & #2816 #& =3 4 £ + 7% 4 4 & 5. 4 (New Brunswick)2
AT B17] o e 2] et A 235 % Harma[10]974% 31 s 2] 35 & % > 316 f8
ERES a2 482 5 & HP 200 By & k3 292 B A KPR HEEPE
e e E_i3 * AU TR R %8 (Linear Predictive Coding, LPC)4 7 » 4*4t5 — B3 & i@ #
LPC A 45B~18 20 B faficit 5 e 2151 11 AR-TDNN %20 40R2% » H 3t v
83% > friB bLeriEad Gt o H PRI S E M 16% ©

Q3B R pEAKg S 2T

- B B R AUk T TRk A AR AT S e R AR - A T b
" PR a%ﬁw&QRLAﬁ#ﬁ{eﬁﬁ&w%oﬁﬁw%ﬁ&Aﬁ#ﬁﬁp;
B DR A AT RNATEAS P B S SRR R ) R 2B RA
Jﬁw%ﬁﬂﬂm TR AR o F PR S E R R - Y T e g
FEoTRASGFED Y DR DL T UG hER - RS L A
SFentp g o Tt o FF S AN LA F B e R RS B2 K AE[18-21] -

G B b 2 AN PR SRR A M B AE g A Bk o B
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BB i g J o fehg % 3 A B g APT R Bike £ 4 8
P BE 43 fix(short-term features)fr & ¥ FE 4% fiz(long-term feature)= 5§ o
EPFIERACR L BRCEPEE (L F Lo B3 12)2 3 SR ST B

v- ARd T RETROMIF L G B B T RS B R A BEET A G

(i

Z % 1 % ¢ (timbre) ~ & % (thythm)% 3 B (pitch) o § ¢ #HAcd ¥ T w22 BBA K
FORRL B B #TE A RB B RV R 25 P T B
“iv £ # 4 (low-energy feature, LEF) ~ 4% % 5 (zero-crossing rate) ~ #f 3% { ~ (spectral
centroid) ~ #7 ¥ 4% & (spectral bandwidth) ~ #% ¥ i & I (spectral rolloff) ~ #7 3 % 18 & (spectral
flux) ~ ¥ § 5|47 ¥ 1% #c(Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients, MFCC)% ~ B % fRH#7 # 14 &
octave-based spectral contrast, OSC) [22] % -

HEPEA R Ao F R R EEHE ¥ £ - B # Y hE 3 At Fl(beat
histogram) ® £FP~H & Z 5 ffc > @ F¢4975 SR A LSRR E BA L FH e

SHdpz i REES A L S frx S HRA G TR L ShE A HERA

2 T R4 (23, 24] -

iy

Tzanetakis % ! j%_- ’FT 5 #2 % B B (pitch histogram)® #P~3 3 e &
[25] A Ace M 3 B R A BRI - FFLP TR Y 335 4

RUF B 2 KRB EDI[26,27] 0 @ g2l g 0 RLE 4§ BRI kY H FoiE 0 7

#t > Scaringella % * ﬁ:”.%ﬁﬁ B E - B E YR R A R RS LD
E[28] 0 - B EREIE AN LR AT B 3 TR TRFIEZ G B Ao

G- FE R EL R G e REmEae BF L b A0d S & PR
2 B B0 L S R AP B T EPER Y B2 TIE A R L > A K A

¥ RF R [20] 2 3% AR [30-32] K 4 47 e
B ARR Y RE L B ESce £ 007 2 A3 0 ke 2 THE RS

Ao RA T Fie E2 THEREL SN TG E - Fri 2T 8273
AT R H o Meng ¥4 00 AR Ak 2475 BABEFRT R o
[29] & 3% 02 g & p A w §F 03] (diagonal autoregressive model, DAR)#? 5 % & p # w
§# -] (multivariate autoregressive model, MAR)A 7 % £ & ‘B fE# e £ o & DAR i
Ao #E - BEPFERFAEAR L - B2 O AR ) 0 T3 E A e R i T
2~ R L e - B AR B3] chw §F T 5 K RS e £ o & MAR 53¢ 0 R
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EERER e £ 00 - B RE P A vFHII KA T o MAR #0304 AR 3] E % 07
A MAR #0336 0 A 2 BB > F]pt > & MAR HC3] T “THEPs ok PERES i
v R R E F AT ERIER e T I0E - £ %R BB e MAR KA v §F i o
B LA I ERBICEFRET I PRI, 0 EB 3 255 4 Kingsbury 4%
ok BGE S PR [30] 0 2 2 R BT 4 A SR BT i B X ) A 4 AR 2
Sukittanon » i * 3 SRATH A AT RFERLFTF L2 )N FBIE Ik HEF - EF L
Y2 PR R TR e T B2 B ERC) o Shi R 3 AT A T kg
R BBz K PFREAL[32] 0 PR B2 S R H T R 2R 2 s
5 o

Tzanetakis 2 Cook [33] 7B 4% iz 3§ %W b A %7 k3 > % §4¢ 552 33 %
gﬁ%&’jfu$%ﬁgﬁﬁ%¢ﬁ°&ﬂkﬁ%&ﬂ’éguTﬁﬁ%%ﬁkiﬁ
23 # .\ #RE S # s ebes 3 # (hip-hop) - CHREECER G R g #(reggae)
AR EE £ #F(meta) F 0 X ¥ MG Hd b2 AKFEHESEA S ERE TS L
2% 4w L FEi(choir) ~ F 5% #(orchestra) 4 FF H 2w £ 35 0 A B L ER WA G

o

B-1 % @ (bigband) ~ 4 *% & L % (cool) ~ f & &L % (fusion) ~ 4 ¥ &L
H @

~

L2 el #(swing) B AL AT U = B A FEEE Y2 3RS &

AEET R P B 2 FER % o West 2 Cox[34]4 1113 =2 2R R R R
AR B RS MR ERAA T p RN R c AR R R g T

A RS T LF® £ 2 8F #(heavy metal) ~ 3£ H(drum) ~ B #7%(bass) ~ T %
TR EHG EE S B 2 B 51 R B (MFCC) 2 ~ & 3 4247 3 4
WE(OSC) e T B AE A KR 2 PR P (B F) R R E

ml4

S BAMA GHEE S 2 F AR AW ST AR A R B A

~.
¥

TR T F AR B ATA B FERE A o Xu £ 4 [35]02 4 5% £ 15 (support
vector machine, SVM) &k % & %3 %2 A > Horig % 2§ @ jed L e £#2 B Y%
ER kil st n P ARSI BB R odg B gl e
BN A EEE T 4 B (HMM)2 A 855 % B & 45 o Esmaili £ 4 [36]1@ * pF2 3§ #3
He(hotr f 3E 3 T lic ~ ¥ E(entropy) ~ AR F L ST E )M E AP TR A THE 2 R
FERG B b o BH KA BT BOE LT IR HIBEE L F % R (folk) ~ B
d B2 TR RE o2 ARV iET] 93% - Bagei 2 Erzin [37]: - B AT
H

SRV A TR WA R S S BB L P L AR L I IR H N
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gy %ﬂ#ﬂf PR BHAEEE R B AR - i F SR B ATR £

#ﬂ’*wuﬁéﬁﬂéﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ’%;%ﬁﬁﬁiaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’afﬁﬁﬁﬁ

TR 0 RTR AR & BRI 2 Sl gt IR k2 s - B AR S

e BT h 2 Bk pcs 1213 BAF ORI Gl 4 BAREA R

BeORHE s SRS R FRRBRIART ) R Bz - TF2 D 1
=

Fodeiider B4 ETREY RET 105 B0 R ERGE L H G

‘q]]j\%\l —,—:AV\]—I"_"

PR L DI T RO RNy

ol

#REEE T

i

2N
S BHIEER L30T - FENR AN Y G 48 B A AA G HBE B A S 2

=

T FEFV 1 F] 88.6% o Umapathy % 4 [38]3 * & % % %] £ & (local discirminant bases,
meﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%F%#ﬁﬂiiﬂﬁujﬁﬁ@%é&*iﬁt&LDB%%ﬁ;%&

BBk H- F AL i T R AR | Lk 3t ¢ A (wavelet packet
tree) > RS p - A e AP B ﬁéf‘%‘rﬁjﬁf?fﬂm CEF 2 a &4 2 3 gtk )
TS AR b f 2ApR2 DB & 82 A B Hoergr o 2 Hrieie g 30 B 5 p w15
B3~ ZB M2 IDB &2 ARke & G2 B B2 FR - B2 Slrdr
B2 LDB Pk BRAHRE GG L APFUAFER > AF- kT

2 p R ¥4 (artificial and natural sound)P¥2. * FE 5 5 91% > % = K &~ BB H

£ ;7 & # (instrumental and automobile sound)? % 4 #-z 2t 4 #(human and nonhuman)
PE2 L FESF G 9% S Z R RANMT BT 2 PEF G O5% Bk B ATRE
(drum, flute, and piano) » & % #+ 2 & B #% %3 (aircraft and helicopter) » ¥ |43 5 &~ |+
3% 4 (male and female speech) > # 3 &4 ~ 5 % %X & B ¢! % (animals, birds, and

insects) °

2. F§ B hB A g ik
2.1 5 SAB IS 2 BN R

j"é"‘%ﬁaﬂ!i E_} &‘F,r%p'f’%_ﬂ é‘!‘lf";“:g ,f ®E 5 F = ,];]:bjg,\ PRAS A 5% ¥ ";1l‘ﬁr ﬁ"'fr «/e,\,
FEE » DIRIFERE Y v BB EATES CEHHGEP ~ L #ha 7% 82 (Principal

Component Analysis, PCA) ~ & #78 & 32 A ¥HF 5 2 ~ &% 9 » 477 £ 2 (linear
discriminant analysis, LDA) o F¥35fF B2 d » B A & e frie =0 g B ~ 4 s 17
# (PCA transformation) ~ 44 % %| 4 47 #& 3% (LDA transformation)fr 4" #f (classification) °
Rl- 5 A3 412 S4egrB 5 2 p & 4 s ek SRR -
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Training syllable Test syllable

! !

Feature Feature
Extraction Extraction
\4
| PCA | PCA
Transformation
Prototype Vectors
Generation
v v
o LDA
LDA "| Transformation
\ 4
L \4
-
Feature »|  Classification
Database l
Classified Bird
Species sc

W=~ 5 NTHBES L B0 R SRR

7

2.1.1 R

¥ B AR B R A N E S e B [39-41] 0 A - MR ik
(Two-dimensional cepstrum, TDC) 2 A& #* 3t3% 5 F5ik b [42-44] > 4 & Jp F)E_ = ‘@5 3% %
Boi Jg A RN EPEGE BT F PR ORI SN AP R R O I - B &

1k F AR B AL R B R R R RT AR

\:

N— B R R oA R S T b - A R 4 e R R

> A

§ERG RN TS A REH G BB R A DLS G0 KA g 4
f

-

Rl

~

FRIREE D WA G RO ik @ A T g ¢

o TERE A
7 S Tk
AaE - BHEFFSHEEL SHEES > 2 TRET IR M ik AR
Mo R R R FR R RO o G2 A E B E - A

=
T
o
? i
F_L
=y
pual

®
;L‘ﬁi;‘)‘l R E e FP A iR = aE FAE 3 Gl 2 P

¥ #ca € 47 3# @ (logrithmic spectra) i = AT R > d *0 - A3t 2@ L3 @
A HLAF 14 (separability) » F]P AP T L - F N 2 F - F ity H e ppip Gk

B

PR Pe B F M-SR AR DR ik R S - B S N Bt Sl
cofi i D AR B T W EIC R sk e 1 5 4 Bl

12



ST o REE - B L S PR R il BT

'}b,ﬂ’ﬁ 1: % = (Framing)

A - BEIEIHA - B- B A A 5120 A0 O REBFIEDLEN
Ao AP FEERBLIE=L - L oo

HFR 20 ROHE R

Fediyr @ PR B C(m) ) 0Sm<L-1> 3279 Cm% % i BH1E2 % m B f GE
WGl LA G Gl B higae L=15 -

#H 3 3: AAcaRsE i3 (DCT)

£ CCym) 5 ¥97F Ci(m)ir ¥ PF F fhia i sz g5 19 ) cho s | mpig o i

1 M-1 )
CC,(m) =ﬁ§c,.(m)cos(2mq/M), 0<g<M-1, 0<Sm<L-1,
BY g AR M 55 85tk Vb BB CC(m) ¥ (T8 ey » 33
BB-PER phem T B R GE > 2 A B AR GETRR S ) 5 I5XS5 o

-

— — A — — —
>
— — e — ] —
>
_ — V _ ] —l
>
>
>
>

W=~ 38 - aie i s Golice 2 A ]

Furui #% 3 & G B AR FEENEE § 2. 3 2 [45]) ) B & i i e Eﬁ‘ % #c(regression

pa;

coefficient) & % AT b PBR 1 > ¥ AFHIFEY § F A S I o H- B
BB AT D HE BRI SRMIE G %S (LPO)Z 18 > #-F B f 2o R AR
S PR RES] o Rl b ey R AT R Y B ERF VT Y 2 AyRrE R

2

TR e o £ a()hor b BEIELF j B fp i 1R s

31

ml4
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4o

S n(E,., ()= E, ()
a;(j)= = ,

) )
2n

E(N# 7% i BHIEL S j BARMIE G5B o b k- Qi f @ ik o AP
PR R GO ER AR ARG B R LG - SRRl Y Y A
oS ARk - AL SRR L RE PR Y A LR LA
O ARG SR A AT AR R R A A I R
KA DT REEF PR R L b - E EOEDIE S Gl A0
B GECR Y R B R g BACIOE Y R R s R M2 A ek
FBmEn A e £ 3 s aiioe i R R S e D
Boo h B b o MR DTSR TRl o BT

# 2 1 5%} (Pre-emphasis)
S[n] = s[n]—as[n-1],
sln] 5 2 i~ SUBL 0 G EDIRKE S 0.95
'}b,ﬂ’ﬁ 2: Bk" 1= (Framing)
B - B ETEUS- B BeFAEo A 5512082 51 EE B R4
EL ML NP REERBS L L
%3 3 & = ¥ 4 (DFT)
N-1 ok
X, (k1= x [nlwinle N5 0<k<N
n=0
HY N2dtro] o £ xlnld7% g B2 % n BBLE > X[k % g B
FiE2 % kB E 2 E 2fown] i 2P 4R T (Hamming window)2. % n B ¥ iz :

win] = 0.54~0.46 cos( 27m ). 0Sn<N

HI 4 = L gk %(Tnangular band -pass filter)
"= i%i/ﬁ/ﬁvﬁﬁ‘ﬁ‘ pm%ﬁ-/”\’g\: [ ']}*};F'\:r‘i; ’i‘jﬂ:ﬂﬁﬁf@‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁjﬁii

K-1
E, =) ¢,(k)A, > 0<j<T -

k=0
HFS: FEupnk
EE(DEFF I BEIEL N B & A RR B NE > ] FiELZ 6
ﬁﬁmﬁzﬁmﬁszWﬁﬁJ’#Eﬁﬂﬁ@&m@
MWMU)E”U$
a.(j)="" . 0<j<J -
2
n
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# - 6: 2474 5% & 3% (Discrete Cosine Transform)
ﬁ£ﬁ@ﬁ%&%Flkﬁ%ﬁ%’ﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%&qmﬁ
C/(m) = Zcos(m (j+0.5)log,,(a,(j)), 0<m<L-1

Jj=0
ﬁ%7zﬁm%"a%&mﬁﬁ%”$ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
£ CC,(m) & %475 C/(m) iy % PF I phiA ot sz ik (7 3 od fi = 5 5
A Gelic > 8 F AT
, 1 &, .
CC,(m)= V) Zl C/(m)cos(2riq/ M),

He g4 PFRMh 1SqgSM—-2 M 53 &35 4258k 74 aE5Cl(m) %
Bog (THRHPE AL R EBERF G T BrIIE ﬂ}mﬁ"{‘@,\ A
W AR LS L L 1S5S o

O A B GRS B AW R G Gl B EERA L 2
BEAL S ST P DR KR BT £ F(n) b 0 - iR B Gl L6

- MR G G S 2 Bre B0 B RN IE & N4

oy = F = Figy )
Fo(m)—F,. (n)’
He s F(n) b 1A 52 e B o F . (mFcF ()5 % n BEFkEz st @ik ]
B o

2.1.2 i $h4 $5;% & /2 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA)
A EhAPTFEE [46]2. LB P nE M MM B2 AR B M ke B2 R

EIFAIA T TR PR A7 AR BN FFRZFTAE  Fla 2 BESE

rﬂ

W2 gd o M3 ERRTRL R PR hE i > @ R R A e B AT PCA
STER R B BT -

PCA H 43+ 5 914 DR F A2 Few B ehT1o% § flomd 2 eigenvalue 2%
eigenvector > I 11 eigenvector % (¥ & K pis itk > @ eigenvalue e+ ] T AT H
Wi FHORRBEE AR > A R RN X AT s TR TR FARR &

FETRF 2 FAEARL )I')' LB 25 0 1L eigenvalue B # + 2 eigenvector wa & A HE 2

k2 eigenvector ## 15 2 FACTHRG 2 T L+ | eigenvalue 4% < £ 77 T (FaLE

FhTE 0 RS endE A T 2 ] € vt 1 eigenvector i) €5 eigenvector $& 3 {8 A TF g5
%184 o PCA 2 & 7 # FpheT

15



HFL T

LG PAFHL B A X=(x1i=0 .. N} > m L5 P RF AL T
E
T

'L PRI

X m
aﬁgf 3: RBTa% B el > C
1Y
=— > x.(Xx,
N; i(X;)
% Z4: FB- % B ficer C eneigenvalue % eigenvector I #-H % eigenvalue Ed + 3 /]

EATE R
HIS K TLRAETE AT FTOHTAERR) U EEBRLEER J

Z/i >T><Z/l

HYe N E 7% 052 elgenvalue D LEEdew 2 AR

HAO6 1 ”Tlﬁf?\ d 1 eigenvector ¥+ 9775 Tl (T AU 4
y=E'x,

#¢ E 3 d B~ eigenvector = 2 i EL -

213 BEAREB AL AFEFE 2
d 3 »%\F’VEJV“'?{‘“ R %nbﬂ'ﬂbﬁ‘kﬁﬁﬁd} FF{JLFE’“’TQ‘E}@-%‘—EE’M—
FERA K SRR ke B2 T § 7 PRI oo ST E - B E

F o A v F 2R & #073] (Gaussian mixture model, GMM) k #5 i - F]t B3t R - fE

P

3
S

5
@iéﬁww°i—ﬂ 3R R Y B B S A PEILAL € E MRS o 2

BTGP ERMY I F 0 F R ER PGB S PR D RS
LR ST R E R A £ R 0 B AR Sl LSS L RS

SEE=7 S &YX T/

ZARFETULEBBLFGFEAT) A BT - HLI R EFH 5

5
ud
5

A RCA o - AR b B AR & A 2 28R E_#% * EM (Expectationn Maximization)
WEE M FEE R ATERIFENR S S RS A S Sl B p
N EH T ERE2Z 530 @ pXIO)B < H P X={(x(t),r=1,2, .., N} 52 RFTH2

BE N SPRFRZED ;0= {pO) 1, T 1r=1,2, .., M} pO) 5 tf #r0 & 2

16



"% r BB #7429 % 5 (prior probability)  p, 3 THEwE 0 X, 5 E % B HEd

(covariance matrix)* M % B 2R & {47 B 274 G 2 HHc-EM JF & 2 2 Fmd e

# 2 1: 417 k-means o NP
PR RYE B AT £ B Y iy T2 B ATA G E BT k-means X E A4 H o 1Y
HH THE s BRIt A BRLA G THES B2 47400 > » %2 %8 iw
W2 AvhnEk A H e o
# 2% 2: Expectation-step
PEATE TAETRANRENAY F - TS GBI EIFD
(6, 1%(1)) =— p6)p(x@)16,)

Zp(@) p(x(1)16,)

4y
|

=

B

p(x()16,) = ﬁexp(— (x(1)—p,) 22, (x(t) — M)J

# 2% 3: Maximization-step
FI* HF 253 B2 AERE g% 5 Rl 2

e p<é>=ﬁ2p<a 1x(1))

9

it

. p(6, IxX(1)xX(1)

ToEe g . T

Zp(e | (1))

Zp(e |X()(X(1) — (X))~ |,
£gigoEd I, =

N
2. PO, 1x(1))
t=1

HI A4 RN HIE 2~3 0 E Flfeacs koo

2132 j AT E AR E HDIZ BEA P FHE

@A F - GMM 3] ¢ B4 2 HE L H T LR AR IG5 0 Fl5H7

FAA G AR o F AR AR gL FATA G kE 2 & p o GMM ]

Findd R TR X 3R G HEAFE AR ERTELEL AR
Lo F b Mgl TORLAPR Y 5§ 2 F B E Sk it 0 i 2B & B (overfitting)
2R BFFERE R L TR N R AR TR BRIk
GMM #4) ¥ 3 2740 v 2 i o

Cheng % A & I A p AL 2P 32TR SRR Y w2 (Self-Splitting
Gaussian Mixture Learning, SGML) /4 p # ;&% GMM #-3] * 3 274 fF 2. H#[47]  H 7 3

17



BrA G2 HEEd FEEY P AL AR BR T kA AR E I E L Ep g

g o M B GMM AP § R F A E 5 SR 1 GMM 3¢ B #A G
2 FHEREATE T GMM A 5 - A g P2 83 TR A EantRmE R

TR T A A 2 R ;g,‘;'gv',éﬁﬁ?#:i,ﬂhﬁf Yo RT 8 e B E

7% (vector quantization, VQ)H & 4 2_ #¥isc 4 v @ % GMM H-4| & K e > (e 2 i 2
T3 Y YRFT AL A~ W5 & Nishida 2 Kawahara[48]#% &1 2 B <2 4 8] 5 i
Pp2 PAIEHE 2 2o HAmAe PR R TR D AR T E R - AR 2 s A

(GMM #-4lgw £ & 14 72) > @ @y sak iz o

A. B <3 4 # p](Bayesian Information Criteria, BIC)

A SRR R - BRCAER 2 SRR R AL BRI o DR
WABR R E - A R A - e F R P2 B X 4p 12 R (maximum likelihood) > £ ¢ 2
BoAl4F Je A (7 5 ) (penalty)2- 4p 2 & 2 R (likelihood criterion) » & 18 HoAl 4k 4541 - B
FET G S ERARE B3 E N2 TR AT

BIC(0,X) =log p(X| p(®),0) — a%d(@) -logN ,

#¢ X 47 :v'ﬁmw BE X={x(0);t=1,2,..,N} i N& 7 Fll#p ;0 %7
GMM #3]% %75 B#ra 2 S8k > ¢ 3 THEn EH2 X R R HEL [ p@O) %71 -
GMM #-3) 2 ¢ & ; o 5 &5 £ (penalty weight) ; d(@)% 7 s GMM #3412 p d & -
THTF S B o BE2ZE NGRS GHAZERGMM KAA e R R 2)

S B A

B. 1% B %L o P A i 40

Nishida 2 Kawahara[48]# GMM 3] ¢ 3 814 G2 $8cEL s a3 2435 »
- A BAGMM AR S8 N Tk EMigE 23 85 - Frh G2 2¥kiE
Y- 2R - s "ud w42 "(extended VQ, EVQ) 0 # /2 1 F#-

cy
GMM 3] ¥ “+3 & 44 i fdcehii € @2

,\"‘

H R BT 0, 3 GMM HA P 41

BEA GZEEL L RFRBELY AR T 7 1B % GMM HA] Gt o 4ot - %
v oriigd 328 R i LR B kA A iE2 GMM #7312 H 3 214 i Sk

E o B 2-E B GMM #-4) 2 BIC & 2 V40T ¢

18



B¢ MG GMM H:A P BT~ G2 ¥l d 2P M2 ak  EHELKS 1o a EVQ
2 BIC B35 2 g

BIC,, =log p(X10©,,,) - (M +1)dlogN,

1
p(HEvQ) :Ma

EVQ Z ZGMM >

HY Yo, > GMM 317 & i 3§ 274 2 % %8 et o

C. #»pAsHizpl2 8 #rREFAE Y FE 2 (Self-Splitting Gaussian Mixture
Learning, SGML)

SGML i B i 2 & * ¢+ p - % GMM #-3] ¢ & hamzﬁﬁnﬁiﬁﬁ I 27
Al EE A B2 terHi sez BIC & > ¥ B BIC EH4cd* 2 B804 -2 4 5
A BT ALK EATHGMM A2 BIC B 4et & hR T A2 HiF 5 B
IHIEF L BICEZ G Mﬁﬂ*ﬁmﬁ’a@%&~gwﬁ%%u&—waﬁ
kit gk o FA BRX=(x(; =1, ., NIZPRFHEZELE Sw=

{p@6), 6,1r=1,2, ..., bestNum} 5]:". Sz B LB pO)EH rBREAGLE
WEF =W X5 FrBREAGLSEESL ¢ ZTHER L HB R .
SGML i ¥ i# 2 giim ¥ Frhe™

-Jb&f 1: #45~3K ¥_ (Initialization)

BABATT PIRFTHARL - FH P E 2INVRT R THEe 8L R EE
VAT G AT o £

SRange = 5;

compoNum = 1;

w={p@), 6={m, Li}};

BIC_set(1) = BIC(GMM,, X);

GMM_set(1) = w;
H ¥ SRange } ##c i AP w2 BIC 3 &~ Fﬁ%ﬁ WF AR B ETA B
4 ¥l ; compoNum " %5 P w0 2. GMM #4317 3 #r4 F 2 Fidc S p)=1, u
B LA 2MPRTR ToEr g H L gR ﬁit«ﬂ?“f— ; BIC_set(compoNum)
%38 2 compoNum B 3 #74 fF 2 GMM B Ky i 23MPRF AL 2 BIC &
GMM_set(compoNum) = GMM 3] ¥ #75 S8 & &

19



HA; 2 Fi ‘HA\ ¢ (Data Clustering)
#ep B2 HF AT GMMeomponun 2 S HH B B B A AP IR B 2k RE &
PRFTA IR R GEE o
fori=1, 2, ..., compoNum
EM_cluster,=¢ ;
fort=1,2,...N
j= argmax {p(8, 1x(1)};

1<r<compoNum

EM_cluster; = EM_cluster; Ux(); //#-x(t) 3 # 4 » EM_cluster; ©
HAE 3 A % (Splitting)
Bk P oHer BATA 2 AT A P EE - 384 A4 (s BIC Bz
£ E » ¥ ABIC;; = BIC(GMM,, EM_cluster,) — BIC(GMM,, EM_cluster,) »
I1<r<compoNum ’ AR5 5 &% ABIC;; 2 3 #74~ HH FiEi7 A~ 2 & 1%
BARG ore FHEE T BT RR
whichSplit = argmax {ABIC, ,(EM _cluster.)};

1<r<compoNum

B3K EM_cluster,pichspiic » = )a B ABICy 2. B #74 ¥ & H o Blis2 S8 i
/11 = {P(91), 91}, /12 = {P(ez), 92}
C) :{E» ZI’EZ’ 2'2}

N\

AN

P(01) = p(02) = pOvnichspiir) ! 2;
W =W\ { pOvnichsplic)s Ownicnsptic Y3 1E S & W @ #5°% Ounicnsplic 5B
w=wU{4,4L} e H“‘i’“ﬂﬁzﬁf\iﬁtﬁﬁwt‘
compoNum = compoNum + 1; [l GMM $23) ¢ B #74 i 20 FH 4o 1
# 4 21 EM & ¥ (Global EM learning)
P w2 GMM #-4] S dle w i A7 4 B3 1T EMGF B 2 0 Jeacts { 3T GMM -
A2 %8
GMM_set(compoNum) = w;
-8 { #7152 GMM 32 BIC & :
BIC_set(compoNum) = BIC(w, X);
BAr( compoNum + ** SRange )T ¥ ( BIC_set(compoNum-SRange) i+ & B § ¥ i§
Aez M ES A E)D RS 22 R
bestNum = compoNum — Srange;
w = GMM_set(bestNum);
sk SGML i 8 i3 F 2 - TR HIR 24 -

PREIHEZFEEE o HYE - AR > APT U EDE GMM B3 2 # Sl &0 T
Lt ;Fu;lz-umrp BEAGHEZ TIoE R L M- fﬁéﬁﬁ“‘é 2 BB L @ Tt
ER2 PiE e B R E S FR B S e B TR o) ARy 2

- Pl £ 2 BERE
2.1.4 # % Y4 $7% & 2 (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA)
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AP FLAPFE E[46]2 P B BB AR DEe EEE S - B RAR e
P E R e PR S RPN AL R AIEA PN T R A A A

ks

PRS2 A 2 N o P TR A TR B 2 hd B ER R b B agedtd | o
TP R A wz FFAEEE K Y s s % F A7~ B AL (transformation
matrix) K #-4 8 n e T /LS AR d e £ 0 ig@d<n » B EE RN
A s A PR B and B o By @ cnfgdk el 1 & kdp Fisher criterion J,
Jp(A)=tr((A"S, A)"(A"S,A))

He S, oS, » i £ ahd e 5 W] 2 47 i 48" (within-class scatter matrix)fe % e 58 %] 2.
#7 v 4B (between-class scatter matrix) > @ F 3 %] 2§ B L 2 N 4o T

cm

=22 (x/ —p )/ —n)’

P
Aox] A RN ¢ s B e £ 0 g, 5 ¥ jEEenT 359  (mean vector) 0 C 3 #F
Blen#cp oon, 5 RS ARG £ Blice @ AR 24T AEL 2N e T

c

Sp=n,(u; —mwu; —p)'

Jj=1
M ETH AN T 3 B e U R N 4 B i D AR 4 R R 7 R a2 4k
i A e e 8f W) 2 4TiF ARt B S A+ B 3 48 L (transformation matrix) A, > @ H &

B *l & nxd:

tr(A"S,A)
A, =argmax ———————.
A  tr(A°S,A)

- e v igd R SS, e s B (eigenvectors) K @ F 0 A A 2 d B AR
mTod BB FFHCE (eigenvalue) B AT B2 e £ o Gt AP AB(5 B E A P
)iEL d e

Ll g I B i e AR A

—
LN

P AR A #E - AL (normalized) fS 2 n

glk

Gengifer B L daz v B o L f SN AR A on e B S 2R

difie g 2 24T
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2.1.5 FEIEER

BRI AR EBEWE I FARE - BRI E N R RIS
B3 2 e B xo RUEH L BREACETE R0 > BF 00 fhA $7F 82 K F KE

%&@gﬁg’&@ﬂwaﬁawaﬁﬁﬁgﬂ@«ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁéiﬁ&fﬁ%“Fﬁ
L) e £ 2 BRAE FEPF L AL 2 46 R4 (Buclidean distance) k3t 8RR HF e £ 40
Fo BRI AT 2 2 R AT EHCAY R A0S G e £ L0 2 B DREAL > Pedo]

BT D A BRI E 6 L SR B A PRI R R 6 AT B 408 £ 40
SRR N GERECL F 0 TR ASERE R EEE 0 £ C R LMD b R A SRR K

b=arg mm( m1n d(x, "kz))

Isksc  \1sisM
R X LGRS B MR B kBB AR A BT B ATA s s R kBT

RERAY F BB G T IEE o

FRYR2ZpELN
Al B R B A ETIRE KA G R BRI S 3UA S DRI R L
d B R R R R SRR A TR R DS B - R

B 2 A R A R R AU R WA T oA i

2.2.1 FHicHEE

BAIHP AP R o RE B R 2 BT A LT B R EDE s ke
2.3 AT (MMECC) ~ ~ & AZMF ¥ 4t B2 33 47 :#(MOSC) ~ 2 MPEG-7 I 1 #
B AR e 2 RARH(MNASE) o 20 4% [ SR GH Thlice o0 g e B SRR L Y Ry
o Fpt 2 R E R o T AP g A B A E ®(0SC)2 MPEG-7 B .1t
B2 ap it e (NASE) % o

22.11 ~ R F EHFHH I E(0SC)
NRE AT B Ry it- § SN F A g R
FARZBEAEBA LSRG - L MEF o F - A IR R A - RS NE

B O AT ok B s R 0 - il 3 AT vk R p AR B L

22



% (harmonic) = &> » @ i & 45§ ** 2444 (non-harminic) &% F230 = (> > F] LA 34 % B o
A B EGZ AR ET Ak pR A A R R .

W3- FRag s APLBE LA - BRI RENE2ERFHTIE - F 4=
2o BH AR T kN R F 422 7 1 kR B (octave scale band-pass filter) #-— § =2 &
FARHEA R - BSOS > R EE - SO R B B R (o o2,
Xpnp) N ® D BAE R 2 R ON, R R AT R D BAMEA P 2 2 Fak ik

IV

2 BcP o BRR - AE R L RMEHE K RpE R A Ed A I P RE ﬂ}
Xp2 2 ... 2XpN, 0 % D BERAE R 2 MF L E 2 L B ehig )*;,’a)]&?u—r,q Nk R

aN,
Peak, = log( z Xpi)
b i=1
aNI)
Valley, = log( Z Xy N,—is1)>
h i=1

HoY @i MiTH 2 24 F)F (2337 Z2a=02) % b B AFF Z M &7 T8 5

o

SC, = Peak, —Valley,.
5 - F 420 AP Bt SOME A 2 A % & (Peaky, 1 S < 8)E AF ¥ B (SCp, 1 <<
8) 5 - F =L frifew £ 0 IRESPRT R - F R Fler B RIH A 1T 0 F

N

IR AR B2 A R

-~ MNERFARZF - ZF 2 M 5 #Fl (Sampling rate = 44.1 kHz)

Subband Low Frequency (Hz) High Frequency (Hz)

1 0 100

2 100 200

3 200 400

4 400 800

5 800 1600

6 1600 3200

7 3200 6400

8 6400 12800

9 12800 22050

2.2.1.2 MPEG-7 17 %t #3 #77# 4 # (NASE)
& MPEG-7#-# ¢ » v $t#ic2 47 F B kdp b 5 B 2 B o d S 4 &
W AR B LR AT Bz R R o T A P R S BOE S R B R 0 Aot WY
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FAEF e R M o B3 #E 3 31 ¢ (audio spectrum envelope, ASE) & MPEG-74& # 42 3
W h A RASEED B F - F b 2 # SO (49, S0] 0 i B L4y i 4+t loEdge (F %
62.5Hz)# hiEdge (%% % 16000Hz) FF £ 3 330 » %4 + loEdge$ hiEdge ¥ 595 % & A
FRAEBBAEF > F - AFF R FRT R A N RS (octave)fEfT R 5 A% > 12 1000HZ
P T R A 0 B3 43N [loEdge, hiEdge| 2 AE S BcP 2 B=8/r> 2V rENRE S
iR BERLANII6E ARG 188 AR LW
r=2'octaves, -4< j<3
BAEEP o AR 2B L2 FIMB =160 A & - B F 20 B R AR F (fogge) 2 50

YT

e =2 %1000
B O mE o bk 4o b A AR R > — B 5 OHzF|loEdgeswE ¥ i B & > - B
& hiEdgeP|P~HAF 5 — Lo b ax B & > FIR FRMHFFT 225 (B+2) BAEH -
Bl= 5 - B~ RG34 R 2 RS feage™ 1B

I I
1 roefficient 1A cnefficiente 1 coefficient
o P
- } - T T T T T T T - i -
| D D D D N D |
I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I
T125 7 250 0 500 © 1K © 2K 7 4K © 8K
I QR A 17A e an7 1411 02302 RARA 1121 I
I I
62.5 16K
loEdge hiEdee

Bz~ ~RFEVRABOHIFITR r=112)

NASE % MPEG-7 #%§ ¢ #4415 - B35 122 ASE i3 I A R 2 2 R {8l 1
2@ E KA - BB IS T T e 70 5 A PR § 122 NASE
s FPER b e AT RS - 2 BB AL 5 NASE B3 B #2-% — § 122 NASE
ez himd Fac ™ (B ARG 5 Rle) -

H3 1 ﬂ-%-ﬁi%] * % 123 + g P 4R ¥ (Hamming windowing) :
m
-1

wln]=0.54-0.46 Cos(]\zl ), 0sn<N, -1,

N, 58P AART 2~ )
%2 2: Poid & > i (FFT)
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A LB S T

N-l 7j27rin
X[k]1=D slnle V', 0<k<N,

n=0
N:F1==x] o s[n] @ %550
# 3 3: 3+ 5 ASE

o 2 s s 22 s Y 2 .
PE S EE T A R

1 2
P(k) = X[k, k=0,N/2
(k) NxEJ [k]]
P(k) = 2 IX[k]", 0<k<N/2
NXE,

H e

N, -1 5
Ew = Z |w[n]|
n=0
FENEREF R ERE
hiK,,
ASE(b)= Y P(k), 0<b<B+1

k=loK,
HY 0Ky % hiKpy 5 % b BHF 2T > BRI 2 2B R F2 %51
EoBRisRNEEHRI AL E
ASE ,(b) =10log,,(ASE(b)), 0<Sb< B+1
#H 3 4: -5 NASE
BAAFES- BHi=2 RMSE > R:

R(b) = \/%((ASEdB (b))>, 0<b<B+1

b=0
EFHE - B ASEp Al R 2 #7113 5 NASE &
NASE(b) :M, 0<b<B+l
R(b)

Input frame

Hamming Windowing

|

FFT

!

ASE

\ 4

ASE normalization

!

NASE coefficients

Bz ~ 8- 3122 NASE 2 in 42/

25



2.2.1.3 7# FHF 4 #7(modulation spectral analysis)

DR HFS LR Ry - B g R - S (A )ERER R L8
Beop A HEFFPZ BF ARG 2 ERBLET UEF AT LR R
ol FH - B O O B SRR R 1Y 2 U0 fE2 5 B4 3 (running spectrum)
Flpb A1 el B 2 SR EOE G RIS © 2 TR 0 A R EOI R (AR /,,\ﬁx,&acﬁ}%&
» T RARE -

Brien™ 2 AP Apd L B B A BRIFEP AN o e 2 T AE
B RAEE > F]M > Wada F A % 1) 3 %4 3 74 (modulation spectrum control, MSC)
B[S R - AR R R R - BEE /ﬂ“f PRRAARRHAG o

—REEZT UELF LA B2 - L] ek BBl p ~ HBSRER  fE
TR~ fep amEA R > Ft L A R SRS LR

AP ¥EAE S 2 U (spectrum subtraction, SS) 0 12 SBAR S KRV F F FER AR
ﬁal%iiﬁp&{gﬁﬁaiﬁ$gﬁmwwﬁa&#ﬂ‘%ﬂ\#SMLQ{ﬁ%
e BRA o b= AT e S8 R N SRR LAY o gy~ 2 7 RS2 B UL
YO FAE = kR PR S 0 T oA T A

y(@) =h(1) ® (x(1) + n(1))
Y(/)=H(HXf)+H(IN(f)
HY x4 7 hio¥5 A5 h(OF 7 588l @ n()4 7 kB 0 HONP R £ 7+

e

‘-\ﬁlv

e o - fe T s r SS %ﬁ‘*f B R R AT gk ERAG o KA o
WA U PR ST FAF AT A g f iR EE o B A2 fR ) SS RAGR
B ‘T‘ (6 Bl EL2 o BARET AT A L
loglY (f)| =log| X (f)H (f)] = log|X (f)|+log|H ()|

Flet o $T RO B O L R A g TR s H(H A - kAT o
SS H_# it & 47 3# (power spectrum)ist ¢ 2 “f Az DCE > CMS P i¥tdics £47
## (logarithmic power spectrum)ig # j’ “f BFAEHE2 DC B Rm > MSC ¥ iy “f %%
ZRE I AE T ERPERET SSoMSC g H bR ¥ 5 AW F| {4 epaonk o

Kanedera % 4 [52, 53]#-3 S48 7 0 I 40 &% 22 4f & o AR R B Bk
PRI L GBI RS IER 2 E BN - BRI ARRAESF 13 16 #i
2 RN TR 2 G R4 2 FEoc % o Vuuren ¥ Hermansky[54]F o #-33 4F 5
AAREFAES O PHBFHEIREAF A0 IS Ll X2 BREY T RS
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BT M 051 1 AU 2 FRp B2 4 BRGS0 FHHL
30 0.5 fr 16 A cge Bl N $15F 5 FHs 2 £ & R~ o

EATRIY o AR - AR ELET A R e £ 2 B AR
i i~ OSC il ~ 2 NASE fadicx 45 f Gl G > 38 L s 22 A 89
F ORI M RAEE T B A BRI (k2 ) BICE - BRAREN P PFK

L
B o

22 AEHF TR
Modulation Frequency Band | Modulation frequency interval (Hz)
0 [0, 0.5)
[0.5, 1)
[1,2)
[2,4)
[4, 8)
[8, 16)
[16, 32)
[32, 64)

N[N N || W N =

F A BE X = [0(1), 5(2), o (D)) E T HEE R 0 B R e £ 0 Bk
VR % nBg =2 FFT## % A & ~ OSC £ £ ~ NASE #Hjcw £ & MFCC

w g

Peiies B S F PR RS F BB L BT W B S 20 FFT #3 > 7 @ 5] 3 3
EEE

w-l —j2mk
M, (m,d)=Y Xy (e ", 0Sm<W, 0<d<D,
n=0

=g

B M(m, )37 5t BAFRTZ DRI om N A DRI R E o BFA P BN
SATE A L J B ER IE2 3 %48 4 (modulation subband) 0 & 3 33 $AF A 22 FAT K A
FHEET 55 4T (J=8) F BARMEF AP - EAREHEE ARG HFREE
(modulation spectral valley, MSV) % 4 % 3#f 2 ¥4+t & (modulation spectral contrast, MSC) o
BATERD R HAL B E 2R D RN L% @ (modulation spectral peak, MSP)4r T

MSP(j,d)= max |M(m,d)I

D; 1 <Sm<P;

MSV(j,d)= min |IM(m,d)I

D; ;Sm<D;
He @)% @ hBlind j BAFEF LT REF R EfF FEFERIE - BRR
W EENEMHAL L B R BTN RS
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MSC(j,d)=MSP(j,d)—MSV(j,d)
Flp g A E 2 ot R A AR B BT - B DxJ 2 EE s & -
FEEVARG - M2 FHE o MEIBREERF S iR E R A ¥
WA P ERHR) 2T R AR > NP E - ARHELLEF - 52
F-FRETHEAAREL L Fe £

£ = [ugsc (0), e (0), ujiy, (0), 0155, (0), -+ i (D =1), Oy (D = 1), uysy, (D =1), 0,55, (D =)'

£ = uygse (0), 035 (00, uigsy (0), 0356, (0), -+, s (F = 1), e (0 =D, uyg, (J =1, 036, (J = DI

RSP #RF - 7|2 5 F2 Fle B Bk 25 - AR HELs Sike £

T

f =[(fl‘0W)T’ (fcol)T]T.
BisAPE - BiEEr R RZEL %frﬂxlﬁ%]?ﬂ A0 1 2. FF .

f(n) - fmin (n)
fmax (I’l) - fmin (I’l) ’

A

HY o fin) s o BEAER > f(n) bR

Fm)=

I

(Q.

//f%—({ E’: -E_ ’ fmax(n)‘frfmin(n) 7‘; S TI} ;f'i‘ﬁ_";(

2.2.2 ®PEF U4 7% 5 i (linear discriminant analysis, LDA)

- HFE DL BEH R SRR AR GERY 214 -

223 A%
IR R B R LA GRS 2.1.5)

2.2.4 % 4 4 B ¥ & (multiple classifiers fusion)
FHLORG - BAMEHAG OB L F AP E IR SRR 4

EH o FR ARy 2y ¥ 5

MY - B A RRET E DR e FI O M- 2 0 b BAWEL D

Presidsd o ZERIN- BAS B2 PERE R N R R L Pt 0 & F e

EHCR AR B2 RS R R B SRR

KEL LAANEL B LRFIERF (ORI ) -

AAPERT G 2w FP AP TGRS 2

"Ff EREANUPA w2 MMFCC~MOSC- % MNASE z_ 2 j&w ¥ XMMFCCXMOsC® % XMNASE

PR A G B R L FHUES dvvirce ~ dvosc ~ % dwinasg 0 Bt ARt 2 T e £

28



BRde R IR & F e £ Xcoms -

T T T4 T
XcomB = [(Xmmrcc) s (Xmosc) s (XmNasg) ]

£ 38 Xcoms FHcw £ 2 FEH dycomp’ ™ § FAh R L BN HAIER L T BB ke £
BEAEZ 85

dvivirce = dmvrcc + dmvosc + dvnase + dvcoms

| 1 ! |
' ! YmMmFce | ' dvivrce
S » .
XMMFCC * % Awrpamrce ! g Cumrce [ v
: ! : |
1 | 1
\ 1Ymosc ' driosc
» 1 - -
XMOSC » Awrpamosc : »| Cuosc [T i
1 .
| ! : | Classifiers | d
1 1 1 . _>
! | YMNASE | 1 dviNasE fusion
[ L » L »
XMNASE n AwLpa MNASE R »| Cunase T v
1
i ! : |
v 1 | 1
1 \ : 1
Features | Xmcoms | | YmcomB ! 1 dvcomB
.
. 1 [
fusion ® Awrpamcoms || h. Cyicoms ! >
! 1
A —————— —— !
LDA e
transformation Classification

CEGNIE-FPN SR TR R N e SR

3. B AR
31 LM EBEE 2 p A MBS

LR TR EEHETRE AR 28 B LN HORT AL LSS
BRRETHEZEEET FEATRERRTRY ARSE KA LES o7 A HorG L
Brd EATPHRA S 44100 Hz > 3 U~ ) 5 16bits T FALE P w0 K Pk

e SR AL MR BRI ARR LT & w28 AL T 4 3143

&

T I

B RE SAc646 BRHES &0 bR ¥ Ba Pk LA LALE B AL T T 22
-F—

FHUD o AP APHE - ST H - At i 4 % B(TDMFCC) ~ # fi - &

_\

)

¥ [ 4 ¥ 2 B (DTDMFCC)fr 5 & 2. = ‘ats [ (5|47 3% 4 8 (SDTDMFCC) it % # i » [
AL R fE e B 28 fE 5 #7T PCA FPPHEE A3 0.9 3 1.0 B 2 i o A
f2 $ s £ 3 ALPCC ~ AMFCC ~ TDMFCC ~ DTDMFCC ~ 2 SDTDMFCC » # ¥ %
SR R EPE S R FREL AT RE 0 @ 2 SDTDMFCC ¥ & = 47 f g4
WA PR AR RS Gk R G ERI RTF A PR A AL RS LB
W) 3k s B2 A (EVQ & GMM)~ A #4i B (N,)*t PCA PP HEfE % 0.97 2 #icid -
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Ch

dz v 28FE KRG S 2R Sk

Bird Name Training Syllable Test Syllable
< = H 10 4
T EE 229 37
o] e A 17 25
| ¥ g 296 29

) g % ]E] 120 22

RS SRy 194 57

EEY 98 14
v EX 8 100 37
0 P AL 172 15
4B 70 8
" 31 31
#38 122 53
FELE 140 14
7313 h 49 12
ZEEL R 61 24
% k08 230 18
bR 131 30

T 123 27
| 51 8

F& 284 45
F b g 222 27

¥ AT 76 12

ol g 149 34

LEREA 32 16
FE B AR 32 18
fidea] 61 14
¥ 23 10
ih 20 5

_________________
_________________

- 4 | —B—ALPCC

L | | —&— TDMFCC

i §—&—8——g g | ——DIDMFCC
e T . —e— SDTDMFCC

| | | |
ns 0.91 0.5z 053 0.54 0.85 0.56 0.87 058 0.59 1
o (PCA threshold)

B o &R £ 400 28 64 A2 S L B
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Zw ~ F PCAFPHE: 097 & 85 a7 -5 2 B B FER S ~ E 22 FRREAI(EVQ &
GMM) 2 2~ % ¥ B (N,)

ngfgt Bird Name CA(%) | N, Sﬁz‘é‘eeld
1 Crested Serpent Eagle 100.00 2 EVQ
2 Bronzed Drongo 86.49 5 EVQ
3 Gray-headed Pygmy Woodpecker 0.00 1 EVQ
4 Blue Shortwing 72.41 4 EVQ
5 Streak-breasted Scimitar Babbler 54.55 3 GMM
6 Taiwan Firecrest 100.00 3 EVQ
7 Taiwan Sibia 100.00 6 EVQ
8 White-throated Laughing Thrush 94.59 3 EVQ
9 White-breasted Water Hen 100.00 4 EVQ
10 Beavan's Bullfinch 100.00 3 EVQ
11 Gray-sided Laughing Thrush 100.00 3 EVQ
12 Alpine Accentor 71.70 1 EVQ
13 Green-backed Tit 7.14 5 EVQ
14 Taiwan Yuhina 100.00 3 EVQ
15 Red-headed Tit 100.00 2 EVQ
16 Collared Bush Robin 94.44 9 EVQ
17 Taiwan Bulbul 83.33 5 EVQ
18 Taiwan Hill Partridge 88.89 6 EVQ
19 Verreaux's Bush Warbler 100.00 4 EVQ
20 Oriental Cuckoo 95.56 3 GMM
21 Taiwan Tit 96.30 7 EVQ
22 Vivid Niltava 100.00 5 EVQ
23 Coal Tit 100.00 4 EVQ
24 Crested Goshawk 100.00 3 EVQ
25 Gould's Fulvetta 33.33 1 EVQ
26 Collared Pigmy Owlet 100.00 1 EVQ
27 Swinhoe's Pheasant 100.00 3 EVQ
28 Steere's Liocichla 80.00 3 EVQ

2FBIYR2ZPpBLAEESE

R TR 2 BERE G 2004 £ F B b A %(ISMIR2004 Music Genre
Classification Contest)*7ié¢ * 2_ 5 #FHLE[S55] > s FTHE 7 "ﬁ 1458 & & #4h% »
T X729 F G BARE Y NI F - 720§ Sk oy ek il B
P~ 4 5 % 44100 Hz @:ﬂﬁ’ =7 5 128 kbps > 5 g‘F <] % 16bits * 5 * 48 %2
MP3 #h%k » Ao > P L5 - @éﬁ%ﬁﬁ;}ﬁ = 44100 Hz ~ 16 bits 2 H #f 5
BREopEF AR E L 5 AN v L F ®B(Classical) ~ T+ F #(Electronic) -
81 /ER S % (Jazz/Blue) ~ € & /B 5o 5 % (Metal/Punk) ~ #-% /7% i7 5 % (Rock/Pop) ~ %
A
w4
AulF 1017102 F > & %3 #4h% A ud 122122 % -

B R F B World) > B30 % » 9 2 FE2 v 8 F Bk A NG 320320 F 0 T

.m‘y

3

SN w,; 115/114 F > & L/ED 5 #46% 2 55 26/26"5 CEEBIR L Rk
A5/45 % > HELn 7 BAh R A

AE2004 E G Y R ANRFLSFEFLIRE R VRO APFRY 2 LT 4
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e 50:50 L;""‘ﬁﬁ"j?ﬁ z *’*’L\A;}‘%"&‘ W o e )

TS
¥y
|
mly
\4%:
2
f

ZfhEEP 2 E R 0 F

SH R 2 PR R AT

@ (b)) APT UFRRE - Ep D %&éi%%ﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁ@
Pl 2 FER g o FL LA SH A BR L BTN 6 F R EE S (Bl (D)

TR EAP LA R LA AR IS GRS @5 7) -

A

2

Cl|E|J|M|R|W ClE|J|M|R|W C|E|J|M|R|W
C297/ 0 0]0]4]21 C13000 0|00 |1]13 CJ296 2 |1 [0]0]17
E|0]9]0]2|5 |4 E|[0]9]1[2]9]6 E|[1]91{0]1]4]3
J|13]10]18/0]017 J10]0121/0]0 1|4 J10]12]19|{0[0]|5
M|{1]14|0|35(22| 4 M| 0]2]0(31]21]2 M|0[2]1]34[20] 8
R|{3[12]6 |8 64|10 R0 |11]3]10/64]|10 R|12|13]14]|8]|71|8
Wil6| 8 1210|776 Wi20(11|1 ]2 |7 |87 Wi2114 112|781

(a) MMFCC (b) MOSC (c) MNASE
C\E|J|M|R|W ClE|J|MR|W
C2983/0]0]1]8 C31112 1001010
E{0]98|0]1|5(5 E|0]98|/0]1]|5]3
J[10]11]20{0(0 |2 J10]0]20(0[0 |2
M{O|1]0]|31[15]1 M|0]0]0]|33|13|2
R|3]8]3|11|75]16 R|1[9]13]10]78|12
WI19|3 312|690 W{8[5]3]|1]6]93

(d) MCOMB (e) MMFCC+MOSC+MNASE+MCOMB

Bl- ~ 2AARHM 2R L He 2 FFRR AL

FRT AP D2 S 2 2004 EF HG R AKHRFLDT LEFF 0 R
B Zaiple Rk T 2hm sl LAY AT OUERA P TR N2 2R
(MMFCC+MOSC+MNASE+MCOMB) i# 5| & if 2. ¥#:8 5 (86.83%) » * 2004 & 3 &4 | A 4f

B2 % K (84.07%):E B

%\’ ELr > ‘f{;‘}"};l\ 2004 -& "g:i é‘?—k Eb' &. A\ % 7 ‘El 75\!;3 , E__L_;;J%;E} Ll -ﬁ{
References CA
Our approach (MMFCC+MOSC+MNASE+MCOMB) 86.83%
Y. Song et al. [15] 84.77%
T. Lidy & A. Rauber [12] 79.70%
E. Pampalk (winner) 84.07%
K. West (2nd rank) 78.33%
G. Tzanetakis (3rd rank) 71.33%
T. Lidy & A. Rauber (4th rank) 70.37%
D. Ellis & B. Whitman (5th rank) 64.00%
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