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ABSTRACT

In this work, normalization techniques in the spectral domain which result to the
improveness of automatic speech recognition systems are studied.
Normalization is basic strategy in order to reduce the mismatch. Common
normalization schemes proposed in the literature are motivated and discussed,
and promising method is implemented and studied in detail.
Vocal tract length normalization is a popular technique for (unsupervised)
speaker normalization especially when small amounts of speaker data is available.
Frequency warping approaches to vocal tract length normalization have been
proposed and evaluated on speech recognition tasks. These approaches are based
on warping the frequency axis, parameterized by a scalar warping factor and
a single warping function. This thesis presents a frequency warping method
that is based on dividing unsupervisedly test utterance’ s frames into regions
and warping independently each region’s frames. The proposed method is presented in the context of two-pass existing methods for frequency warping based
speaker normalization. Performance improvements obtained using the newly
proposed method are shown to increase word accuracy when applied to subsets
of AURORA4 Speech Corpora under clean conditions.
We have experimented with standard mono-parametric linear warping VTLN
algorithms. Additionally, we investigate alternative warping functions, phonedependent warping functions, as well as combinations of warping and maximum
likelihood bias removal. For this purpose, we investigate warping functions that
minimize the spectral distance between two speaker’s utterances.
The study of the phonemes’s behaviour during warping is the first task that will
be studied in this thesis. For these initial experiments, we use the TIMIT database.
VTLN maps from the reference to the mapped speakers. First the effectiveness
(in terms of MSE reduction) of linear, power and piecewise-nonlinear frequency
warping function is investigated. Next, bi- and four-parametric warping functions are investigated; both phone-independent and phone-dependent warping
algorithms are evaluated.
After the study of the dependence between warping and the various phonemes
is investigated and based on the extracted conclusions, a mechanism for the
division of test utterance’s frames in regions and the estimation of an optimal,
for each region, warping factor and function is provided. The standard two-pass
recognition method is extended so that region-dependent optimal warping factor
and function can be obtained from a set of candidate factors and functions, based
on ML criterion and through a grid search over these two sets.
It will be shown that this formalism is an extension of the unique level formalism
of factor estimation. The new added levels are determined by the number of the
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candidate warping functions and regions. Secondly, it will be shown that for cases
that the number of regions is growing, constraints that are taken into account are
consistent with the results extracted from cases that the number of regions is few
and critical for combining good performance and computational efficiency.
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1

INTRODUCTION

Automatic Speech Recognition (ASR) provides a means of communication between
humans and machines. ASR systems try to achieve human-like performance in
recognition. However, human-like performance is still a target because of several
variability reasons that the speakers provide. The current proposed algorithms
remains unable to handle various kinds of unwanted variabilities observed in the
speech signal. These variabilities in speech arise due to several factors including
the differences in the speech production mechanisms of the speakers such as Vocal
Tract Length (VTL). This leads to a non-robust recognition performance of the
ASR systems when exposed to different conditions.
It is generally known that one of the major source of inter-speaker variability
is the vocal tract shape, more specifically the VTL. The length of the vocal tract
can vary from approximately 13 cm for adult females to over 18 cm for adult
males. This source of variability results in a significant degradation in recognition
performance. It has been found that vocal tract length variation causes scaling in
the spectral domain since the formant frequencies are inversely proportional to
the length of the tube. Many normalization schemes try to eliminate the variability
by re-scaling the frequency axis resulting in substantial improvementes in speech
recognition performance.
Vocal Tract Length Normalization (VTLN) tries to compensate for the effect of
speaker-dependent vocal tract lengths by warping the frequency axis. This thesis
aims to improve the robustness of the ASR systems by handling the effects of
the vocal tract length. Differences in vocal tract conditions could arise among
speakers. The current thesis tries to propose methods normalizing this variability.
The contribution of this thesis proposal is to describe a set of frequency warping
based speaker normalization techniques. As a first step, we have studied the
relationship between phonemes and warping methods in order to understand
the nature of warping influence between phonemes. This dependence can lead
us to a better phoneme categorization in order to remove individual speaker
charactiristics and, thus, improve the recognition performance. Also the effects of
bias addition to the unwarped specturms are analyzed. After that, based on the
extracted results, a locally contrained VTLN method is proposed. This technique
which can improve the robustness of the ASR system against the variability factors
has been proposed, investigated and evaluated in this thesis.
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1.1 thesis organization
This thesis is organised as follows. First, the robust speech recongition systems
are described in Chapter 2. After that, in Chapter 3, existing frequency warping
based speaker normalization procedures are described. In Chapter 9, there is a
decription of the training and testing subsets of databases that we used in this
thesis. In Chapter 4, we examine the ability of various warping functions to reduce
the spectral distance between speakers for various phonemes (vowels and others).
In Chapter 9, there is a decription of the training and testing subsets of databases
that we used in this thesis. Chapter 5 describes the proposed region-based VTLN
algorithm that first categorizes the testing utterance’s frames into regions and
then region-specific spectral warping functions and factors are computed using an
ML criterion in order to optimally warp each region’s frames. Chapter 6 presents
the results of the experimental study, comparing the Region-Based VTLN with
already existing normalization techniques. Finally, discussion and summary are
provided in Chapter 7.

2

R O B U S T A U T O M AT I C S P E E C H R E C O G N I T I O N

Approaches for ASR are based on statistical representations of the speech signals.
ASR involves :
• Feature extraction and
• Statistical modeling at extracted, from feature extraction, vectors.
Feature extraction computes a sequence of vectors representing the linguistic
information in the speech signal. Feature extraction discards unwanted variabilities
by transforming the signal to spectral and, in order to reduce the dimensionality
of the spectral vectors, to cepstral coefficients.
Statistical modeling estimates likelihood of match between the extracted vector
sequence and a set of reference probability density functions in order to facilitate
sentence decoding. The strategy which is followed is that the word sequences
are divided into smaller segments, with the total number of distinct segments
being restricted to a finite number. Typically such a segmentation is done at the
phonetic level.
The feature extraction and statistical modeling of the ASR systems are explained
with more details in the following subsections.
2.1 feature extraction
The speech signals generated by humans are continuous-time signals. For the
processing of these signals by the machines, which can do only a digital processing,
the signals are digitized by an analog to digital (AD) converter. AD converter
outputs the digital version of continuous-time signal by sampling and then
quantizing the amplitudes. Telephone speech is the most common speech used in
ASR systems, whose bandwidth is typically from 200 Hz to 3400 Hz. According
to Nyquist sampling theorem, minimum sampling frequency for AD conversion
of a signal should at least be twice the maximum bandwidth of the signal, to
avoid aliasing of the signal (an effect that avoids the perfect reconstruction of the
continuous-time signals from the digitized signal). Hence, the typical sampling
frequency used for sampling of the speech signals is 8000 Hz.
Signal analysis is an autonomous part of modern speech recognition architectures. It is based on short-term spectral analysis (basic principles of spectral
analysis are described in [16]).
Throughout this work, the MFCC-based HTK signal analysis front-end will
be used [2]. First, it is common practice to pre-emphasize the speech signal by
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applying the first order difference equation to each of the samples of each window.
The pre-emphasis coefficient k is equal to 0.97. After preemphasis, it is usual to
taper the samples in each window so that discontinuities at the window edges
are attenuated. This is done by using the Hamming window. Most of the features
used for speech recognition are based on Fourier analysis of the signals. Fourier
analysis requires the characteristics of the signal taken for analysis to be stationary
throughout. But speech signals are, in general, nonstationary. However, from the
knowledge about the human speech production system, inertia of the articulators
do not allow the characteristics of the speech signal to change rapidly over time. In
other words, the characteristics of the signal can be approximated to be stationary
over a short period of time segments. Hence, for further processing, the speech
signal is divided into a sequence of short signals called frames, by performing a
sequence of shifting and windowing operation on the original signal.
The preemphasized speech signal is segmented into windows of 25 ms length
using the Hamming window. These windows are overlapping each other for 15
msec. That means that we finally take frames length 10 msec. The underlying
idea is that the speech signal is quasi stationary for 20 to 50 msec, which supports
short-term spectral analysis within a window of 25 msec length.
Typical features used for speech recognition are based on the power spectral
representation of the speech signal [3]. The power spectrum is computed by
finding out magnitudes of the complex-valued Fourier coefficients obtained from
the Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) of the speech frames. If N represents the
frame length and s = s[0], s[1], ..., s[ N − 1] represents the speech signal, then the
DFT coefficients S[k] can be computed by equation
N −1




2π
S[k] = ∑ s[n]exp j kn , 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1
N
n =0
The magnitude coefficients are then binned by correlating them with each
triangular filter. Here binning means that each FFT magnitude coefficient is
multiplied by the corresponding filter gain and the results accumulated. The
human ear resolves frequencies non-linearly across the audio spectrum and
empirical evidence suggests that designing a front-end to operate in a similar
non-linear manner improves recognition performance. A popular alternative to
linear prediction based analysis is therefore filterbank analysis since this provides
a much more straightforward route to obtaining the desired non-linear frequency
resolution. The frequency axis is warped according to the Mel-scale [30]. The
filters are triangular and they are equally spaced along the mel-scale which is
defined by,

Mel ( f ) = 2595 · log10 (1 +

f
)
700
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As a result of this, the spectral resolution is reduced towards higher frequencies
similar to the frequency response of the human ear.
Usually some external knowledge about the human perception system or
human speech production system is utilized to transform the power spectrum
to feature vectors. During such transformation, the main aim is to emphasis the
linguistic information and suppress the unwanted variabilities present in the
power spectrum. Features extracted from power spectrum, that are shown to be
successful for ASR are the mel-frequency cepstral coefficients (MFCC) [8]. For
the evaluation of MFCC coefficients, the power spectral values are integrated
within overlapping mel-scaled critical band windows to obtain what is called
mel-scaled critical bank spectrum. The critical band spectral amplitudes are then
compressed by a logarithmic function. The resultant values are then transformed
through an inverse discrete cosine transformation (DCT) to obtain the MFCC
coefficients. The highest cepstral coefficients are omitted because they contain
only little information about the spoken word sequence. The resulting vector
of typically 12 coefficients are the standard MFCC vectors. Speech recognition
systems often incorporate the temporal dynamics of the speech signal in the
feature representation by including the first and second derivatives of the static
feature vectors. For the case of MFCC vectors, these are augmented with the
first derivatives of all cepstral coefficients and the second derivative of the zeroth
or energy cepstrum coefficients. These augmented coefficients are computed by
linear regression from three and five successive cepstrum vectors. The size of the
final acoustic vector is the desired dimension of typically 39 coefficients.
2.2 acoustic modelling.
After the feature extraction of training vectors, we train the acoustic models.
Denote that Y = y0 , y1 , ..., YN represents the set of feature vectors extracted from
the speech signal, statistical modeling techniques formulate the speech recognition
problem as a maximum a posteriori (MAP) problem. The aim is to provide the
probability that each hypothesized word sequence W generates given an observed
sequence of acoustic vectors Y.
W ∗ = argmaxW P(W/Y )

(2.1)

The W ∗ is the most likely word sequence from the set of all possible word
sequences, given X. Also it is the recognition result. The MAP formulation of
speech recognition is hard to deal with directly. It is usually reformulated into a
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problem based on likelihood estimation using Bayes rule, as follows:
W ∗ = argmaxW P(W/Y )
P(Y/W ) P(W )
= argmaxW
P (Y )
P(Y/W ) P(W )
= argmaxW
P (Y )
= argmaxW P(Y/W ) P(W )

(2.2)

The denominator P(Y ) is independent to candidate word sequences and so it
is omitted taken account that we want the argument W which maximizes the
probability. In the above equation, P(Y/W ) denotes the acoustic model and the
P(W ) denotes the language model.
Hidden Markov models are stochastic finite state automata. They consist of a
number of states and transitions between these. Each state is characterized by
the probability to observe a given acoustic vector (emission probability), and the
probability to step into one of the possible successor states (transition probability).
Assuming the feature vector sequence Y is a stationary process that has been
generated by a sequence of HMM states, denoted by X = x1 , x2 , ..., x N , an acoustic
model θ is the sum of all hidden Markov model parameters that describe the
sub-word units of a speech recognition system, p(Y/W ) = p(Y/W; θ ).
To make the model simple and computationally tractable, simplifying assumptions are made while applying HMMs to the acoustic modeling problem. More
specifically, the usual Hidden Markov Model which is used is the First Order
Hidden Markov Model. In Figure , we may see the topology of this model.

Figure 1. Topology of First Order Hidden Markov Model.

Based on this topology and for every moment t, we extract the following
assumptions :
• x (t + 1) independent to x (t − 1) given to x (t)
• y(t) independent to x (t − 1) given to x (t)
• y(t) independent to y(t − 1) given to x (t),x (t − 1)
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Under these assumptions, the acoustic model probability becomes:
T −1

P(Y/W ) =

∑ p(x0 ) ∏ p(xt /xt−1 ) p(yt /xt )

(2.3)

t =1

where x0 denotes the initial state.
Most common for emission density modeling is to use Gaussian Mixture Model
(GMM). GMM is a weighted mixture of several Gaussians. It is characterized by
the weighting factors, mean vectors, and covariance matrices of all the Gaussians.
The expression for density function for GMM is given by,
K

p(y) =

∑ ck Gk (y)

k =1

where K denotes the number of Gaussians in the GMM, and ck denotes the
weighting factor for k’th Gaussian, Gk . If µk and Σk denote respectively the mean
vector and covariance matrix of the k’th Gaussian, and if D denote the feature
vector dimension, the expression for Gk (Y ) is given by,

GK (Y ) =

1
D
2

1

e − 2 (y−µk )
1

T Σ −1 ( y − µ )
k
k

2π |Σk | 2

2.3 language modeling
A language model gives the probability P(s) of a sentence s. Let S be a word
sequence and M be some underlying structure related with it. Statistical language modeling estimates P(S), while computational linguistics deals with the
estimation of P(S | M ) [35].
The majority of the language models decomposes the sentence probability, P(s),
into a product of conditional probabilities
N

P ( s ) = P ( w1 . . . w n ) =

∏ P ( wi | h i )

(2.4)

i =1

where wi is the ith word in the sentence and hi = {w1 , w2 , . . . , wi−1 } is the sequence
of preceding words.
2.4 n-gram language modeling
The simplest language probabilistic model let any word to follow any other word
with equal probability. For example, if the vocabulary of a certain natural language
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consists of 75.000 unique words, then the probability of any word following any
1
. A more complex language model uses the frequency
other word equals to 75.000
of occurrence of a word. For example, the previous paragraph has totally 81
words, in which the words “word” and “a” occur 3 and 5 times, respectively.
3
According to the simple language model the words “word” and “a” have 81
and
5
81 probability, respectively, to follow any word. But for the sequence “to predict
the next”, the word “word” is more reasonable than “a” to follow “next”. This
intuitive observation considers the conditional probability of a word given the
previous word, instead of using the relative word frequency.
The N-gram language model considers the language as a Markov process of
order N − 1.
−1
P(wi |hi ) = P(wi | wi− N +1 , . . . , wi−1 ) ≈ P(wi | wii−
N +1 )

(2.5)

Equation 2.5 states that the probability of word wi given all the previous words
of the sentence can be approximated by the probability given only the previous
N − 1 words.
N-gram probabilities are computed by counting and normalizing the N-gram
occurrences. For the bigram case the conditional probability of word wi−1 given
that it is followed by word wi is computed as
P ( w i | w i −1 ) =

C ( w i −1 w i )
C ( w i −1 w i )
=
C ( w i −1 )
∑ w C ( w i −1 w )

(2.6)

Equation 2.6 takes the count of wi−1 wi bigram and divides it by the sum of all
bigrams that have wi−1 as first word. Note that the latter sum is equal to the count
of wi−1 unigram. For the general case of N-gram model the above equation is
written as
−1
P(wi |wii−
N +1 )

=

−1
C (wii−
N +1 w i )
−1
C (wii−
N +1 )

(2.7)

Equations 2.6 and 2.7 use the frequency interpretation of probability [36], applying
the technique of Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE). Even with large corpora
many N-grams occur only once or they have low counts, so, the computation of
N-gram probabilities remains a sparse estimation problem. This fact is prescient
with Chomsky’s observation that a model suffering from lack of data assigns
low probability to a phrase regardless its sensical or grammatical correctness [33].
Thus, it is preferable not to apply MLE of N-gram probabilities in a straightforward
way, based on counts. Instead, several smoothing approaches [34] can be used in
order to smooth the ML estimates.
2.5 speech variability
Differences in VTL can partially explain why some people have deeper voices
than others. Knowledge of the gender is important here as adult male speakers

8

2.5 speech variability

have longer VTL than adult female speakers. The differences in VTL create a
clear division between male and female speakers. The location of these resonance
frequencies depends directly on the length of the tube. Variations of the tube’s
length will shift the resonance frequencies along the frequency axis. For instance,
the longer the tube gets, the more resonance frequencies are shifted to the lower
end of the spectrum. Decrease the length and the frequencies will be shifted to
higher frequencies.
The inter-speaker differences in speech are partly due to differences in speakers
anatomy especially in the Vocal Tract geometry. More precisely, the VTL creates
variations in the resonance frequencies of identical phonemes. Spectral analysis
will clearly reveal the resonance frequencies’s location on the frequency axis.
2.5.1 Intra-Speaker Variability
Intra-Speaker Variability [4] stems from the natural randomness in the pronunciation of the smallest constituents of speech, the phonemes [9, 12, 11, 18, 20].
A person will rarely produce the same phoneme in an identical manner twice.
Furthermore, speech is constituted of a series of phonemes, each one of them
being pronounced differently depending on the neighboring phonemes. This is
known as the coarticulation effect. Further, the intra-speaker variability combines
all variations of speech, including the effects of mood, stress or even health.
2.5.2 Inter-Speaker Variability
Inter-Speaker Variability accounts for the fact that speech is different among
speakers [4]. For instance two individuals will not produce the same speech
even if they are asked to say the same sentences. Differences in size, age, gender,
speaking rate and accentuation are sources of variations on the phoneme level
between individuals. Regional and local accents are also sources of variability
among the same language.
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V O C A L T R A C T L E N G T H N O R M A L I Z AT I O N

Vocal Tract Length Normalization (VTLN) is a speaker normalization algorithm
which improves automatic speech recognition (ASR) performance. The algorithm
compensates for the effect of speaker’s vocal tract length by warping the frequency
axis of the spectrum magnitude before computing the coefficients at cepstral
domain [12].
Most papers published subsequently about vocal tract length normalization
addressed one or more of the following topics:
• type of the frequency axis warping function (linear, non-linear) and its
implementation (time domain, frequency domain, cepstral domain)
• reliable estimation of the warping factors in training
• efficient warping factor estimation in test (with respect to word error rate,
required adaptation data, and computational overhead)
• gain in recognition accuracy achieved by VTLN under different conditions
(clean vs. noisy environment, small vs. large training corpora, small vs. large
vocabulary)
• comparison of VTLN with adaptation techniques, sequential application of
VTLN and adaption schemes (e.g. MLLR)
VTLN is applied using warping functions that depend only on a few free
parameters [15]. Even with one parameter, the warping factor α and using typically
a single utterance, VTLN performs well for a variety of recognition tasks. This
unique parameter can be evaluated by calculating formants frequencies [10] or
by using a maximum likelihood (ML) criterion usually in a two-pass speech
recognition scenario [12, 21, 22].
Li Lee and Richard Rose proposed [12] a set of low complexity, maximum
likelihood based frequency warping approach to speaker normalization. Lee et
al. [12] proposed an efficient maximum likelihood algorithm for estimating the
warping factor for linear frequency scaling. They estimated warping factors in a
maximum likelihood framework. For training speakers, an iterative procedure was
proposed, whereby an acoustic model was trained on one half of the normalized
training data, which was then used to estimate warping factors for the other half.
Subsequently the data sets were swapped and the warping factors for the first
half were re-estimated with a new acoustic model trained on the second half of
data. It was found that more than one iteration reduced the word error rate on
the training data, but not anymore on the test data.
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According to [12], for each utterance an optimal warping factor α̂ is selected
from a discrete ensemble of M possible values so that the likelihood of the warped
utterance is maximized with respect to a given speech recognition model (ensemble of hidden Markov models) and a given transcription. The transcription is
obtained from a first recognition pass. Instead of re-sampling the speech waveform
in the time domain, Lee and Rose proposed furthermore to incorporate linear
frequency axis warping
ω → ω̃ = gα (ω )

(3.1)

into Mel-frequency warping by modifying the center frequencies and bandwidths of the filter bank channels. The ω and ω̃ are correspondingly the unwarped
and warped frequencies and g is the linear warping function.
The optimal warping factor is obtained by searching over a grid of 13 factors
spaced evenly between 0.88 ≤ α ≤ 1.12 with spaces 0.02 between the factors.
Let X α = gα ( X ) denote the sequence of cepstral vectors where each one of
them is warped by the warping function gα (). If λ denotes the parameters of the
unnormalized HMM models and W is the transcription obtained from an initial
recognition pass, the optimal warping factor (referred as global henceforth) is
defined as
α̂ glb = arg max P( X α |λ, W )
α

(3.2)

After the estimation of the α̂ glb , the frequency warped observation vector X α̂glb is
decoded in a second recognition pass to obtain the decoded transcription.
On a telephone based connected digit recognition task, Lee and Rose achieved
a reduction of word error rate of 15% relative.
Alexandros Potamianos and Richard Rose [1] demonstrate that frequency warping combined wtih ML speaker adaptation can gain advantage on the performance.
The simultaneous warping at the frequency domain and reshaping the spectral
energy contour can reduce the error rate in a telephone based connected digit task
by 30-40%.
In other methods, VTLN was used during both the training and the testing
procedure [21]. In 1996, Eide and Gish [9] investigated the impact of different
frequency warping functions and of the amount of training data on the recognition
performance with VTLN. Based on the median position of each speaker’s third
formant, the corresponding factors were estimated. The differences to linear and
nonlinear warping were small, with the non-linear warping function reports better
performance. Concerning the amount of training data, on the SwitchBoard corpus,
a reduction in word error rate (WER) of 8% relative was obtain when 5 hours
of training data were used, which reduced to 6% relative when the full training
corpus of 63 hours was utilized. Eide et al. [9] investigated also methods to enrich
the training corpus with additional normalized data, but they could not reduce
the word error rate any further.
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Wegmann et al. [18] applied a piece-wise linear warping function and proposed
a fast warping factor scheme by training one model of normalized speech. This
model was trained in an iterative mode. The obtained speech model was used
to estimate the warping factors. The normalized data were used for retraining
a new model. Only voiced frames were used for warping factor determination.
Evaluating on the SwitchBoard corpus, the WER were reduced by 12% relative for
gender-independent and by 6% relative for gender-dependent acoustic modeling.
Zhan and Westphal [23] based on the median position of the first three formants
with maximum likelihood estimates, compared warping factor estimation. They
concluded that this approach consistently outperformed other estimates which
were based also on formants. A piecewise-linear warping function yielded better
results than the non-linear function proposed by Eide and Gish [9]. In order to
reduce the computational cost of grid search over all warping factors in two-pass
VTLN, Zhan and Westphal proposed to keep the alignment between acoustic
vectors and HMM states from the first recognition pass fixed when performing the
grid search for the best warping factor. In the optimal setup, the word error rate
could be reduced by 9% relative on a 5k-word vocabulary Spanish spontaneous
speech scheduling task.
Gouvea and Stern [10] proposed a warping factor estimation based on the
median frequency of the first three formants. They fitted a linear warping function.
In return they got consistently better results in clean and noisy conditions with
word error rate reduction of up to 15% on the Resource Management database.
Five sentences at minimum were required to estimate reliably the warping factor.
Welling et al.[27] investigated VTLN and MLLR on the Wall Street Journal
corpus with a 5k-word vocabulary test set. Based on two-pass recognition, the
word error rate was reduced by 11% relative in gender-independent, and by 4%
relative in gender-dependent mode. On another database, the German SieTill,
consisting of connected digit strings, the gain of VTLN increased when simple
acoustic models were used. Finally, they proposed an alternative scheme for
fast warping factor estimation in test based on one Gaussian mixture model for
normalized speech similar to the technique proposed by Wegmann et al. On the
WSJ corpus, this approach performed almost as good as two-pass VTLN.
Welling et al published further results with fast warping factor estimation [21].
Using a simple method, they omitted silence frames from the warping factor
estimation based on the observation counts of each density in the Gaussian
mixture model. In addition, they suggested a simplified non-iterative maximum
likelihood method for warping factor estimation in training. They found that a
single densities acoustic model gave better results than more complex mixture
density models. The two-pass approach could be improved by using unnormalized
acoustic models for the first recognition pass, which on the other hand increased
the gap between two-pass and fast VTLN. A word error rate reduction of 9%
relative was achieved with Gaussian mixture model based fast VTLN on the
5k-word vocabulary Wall Street Journal test set, whereas two-pass VTLN yielded
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up to 17% relative WER reduction. On the German spontaneous speech task
VerbMobil I, the reduction was 5% relative at best.
Westphal et al. [24] compared maximum likelihood warping factor estimation
with a new criterion based on linear discriminant analysis. The new criterion lead
to a faster convergence in iterative warping factor estimation of training data, and
the derived speaker cluster were more discriminant. With respect to the word
error rate, the new criterion performed slightly worse on the German VerbMobil I
task and slightly better on a Chinese dictation task.
Dolfing [25] evaluated the efficiency of two maximum likelihood criteria for
warping factor estimation. One was text-dependent similar to two-pass VTLN
with the preliminary transcription replaced by the reference transcription in
a supervised manner. The other resembled the GMM based text-independent
warping factor estimation of Lee and Rose. Based on an internal dictation database
he compared the word error rate obtained by these techniques with an optimal
error rate by choosing the warping factor with the lowest word error rate. If
warping factors were estimated in a speaker-wise fashion, the text-dependent
criterion yielded about 9% of the maximum possible reduction in WER. Sentencewise estimation of the warping factor left more room for improvements, which
is why is that case only about 7% of the maximum possible gain was achieved.
Preliminary experiments with the text-independent estimation indicated that
its performance was only slightly inferior to the text-dependent technique, but
conclusive recognition result were not reported.
Cox [28] presented a method to implement VTLN at the cepstrum stage. As Melfrequency axis warping is approximately a logarithmic scaling of the frequency
axis, linear frequency axis warping amounts to a constant frequency shift in the
Mel-frequency domain. This fact was used to derive a transformation matrix that
compensates for the shift in the cepstrum domain. The functional form of this
type of frequency axis warping was similar to highly constrained MLLR with
only four free parameters. Phoneme recognition tests in supervised normalization
mode using the Wall Street Journal database showed reduced error rates only if
the means of single-density acoustic models were adapted. A normalization of the
test data did not yield the same improvement. A minor additional gain was found
when a different amount of warping was allowed at different spectral bands. The
overall reduction in phoneme error rate was 4% relative at best.
In 2001, Pitz et al. showed that VTLN equals a linear transformation in the
cepstrum domain for arbitrary invertible frequency axis warping functions [6]. Yet
another approach for fast warping factor estimation was presented in the same
year by Emori and Shinoda [7]. They applied bi-linear frequency axis warping in
the cepstrum domain and proposed an approximation to compute the warping
factor from cepstral coefficients. On a Japanese isolated-word recognition task
they achieved similar performance in supervised mode like maximum likelihood
estimation at smaller computational costs. Better results were achieved if only
vowels were used for estimation, but comparable result for maximum likelihood
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estimation were not given.
Analyzing the speech, it becomes known that spectral differences among speakers due to vocal tract length are both phone-dependent and non-linear and cannot
be fully captured by a single warping function and factor selected on a per
utterance basis. Recently, there have been attempts to compute “instantaneous”
warping factors, i.e., warping factors on a per frame basis. Among these framebased VTLN approaches the most notable are the MATE framework [13] where
spectral warping is applied to individual frames using a two-dimensional Viterbi
decoding algorithm to estimate the frame-based warping factor. This efficient and
effective method is used for compensating for local variability in speech which
may have potential application to a broader array of speech transformations.
The techniques are presented in the context of existing methods for frequency
warping based speaker normalization and existing methods for computation of
dynamic features for ASR. The modified decoding algorithms were evaluated in
both clean and noisy task domains using subsets of the Aurora 2 and Aurora 3
Speech Corpora under clean and noisy conditions. It was found that, under clean
conditions on the Spanish Language Subset of the Speech-Dat- Car database, the
modified decoding method applied with local frequency transformations reduced
word error rate (WER) by 24 percent. This was a factor of two greater reduction in
WER than was obtained on the same task using the more well known frequency
warping based vocal tract length normalization (VTLN) procedure. Furthermore,
the MATE decoder can be applied to select the frame specific temporal resolution
for the dynamic features in MFCC feature analysis. The computation of dynamic
features through linear combination of successive MFCC feature vectors is important for modeling the time evolution of spectral information in speech. Allowing
local optimization of the temporal resolution over which the first and second
order difference cepstral are computed is equivalent to a non-uniform sampling of
the time scale for dynamic features.Temporal resolution for the dynamic features
to be estimated as part of search.
Shin et al [19] selected the best warping factor based on a normalized codebook. Shin et al presented is an iterative method of constructing the “normalized”
codebook that can be used as a text independent warp factor estimator for LVCSR
system. Given the normalized codebook, the warp factor is estimated by searching
the best fitting warped version of feature vectors of a given utterance. Throughout
the whole process of normalized codebook construction and warp factor estimation, neither acoustic, nor phonetic knowledge is made use of. The effectiveness
of the proposed method is investigated by performing recognition experiments.
Given an initial codebook trained with unwarped feature vectors, the normalized
codebook is derived by means of a hierarchical two level iterative refinement
processes: Progressive Refinement Process (PRP) and Local Minimization Process
(LMP). By exploiting these processes, the resulting codebook has the effect of having been trained with the normalized training vectors even though no reference
of normalized vocal tract length is explicitly used. The results showed more than
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4% improvements in word level accuracy.
Sankaran Panchapagesan [15] developed a gradient search algorithm for VTLN
estimation with MFCC features. The novel calculation was that of the gradient
gradient of the filterbank with respect to the FW parameters. For male children
speakers tested on models trained from adult males, the algorithm was used to
estimate multiple-parameter FW for VTLN and more than 50% relative reduction
in word error rate was obtained compared to single-parameter PL VTLN. For
single parameter PL VTLN, the algorithm was more efficient than the widely used
grid search by a factor of around 1.6. For multiple parameters, grid search would
be inefficient and the computational savings of gradient search would be greater.
Jonas Loof, Hermann Ney and Srinivasan Umesh [31] presented an flexible
approach to VTLN warping factor estimation. Due to the equivalence of frequency
warping and linear transformation of cepstral coefficients, warping factors can be
efficiently estimated by accumulating the sufficient statistics for linear transformation estimation and searching the constrained space of transformations given by
the explicit mapping between warping factors and linear transformation matrices.
S. V. Bharath Kumar et al, [32] using formant data from Peterson & Barney
and Hillenbrand vowel databases, analyzed the behavior of scale factor as a
function of frequency. The empirical observation showed that while uniform
scaling assumption may be valid at higher frequencies, there were significant
deviations at low frequencies. They showed that while our recently proposed
model had behavior similar to the empirical result, the behavior of many of the
commonly used non-linear models differ significantly from the empirical result.
They also showed that our proposed model does better fitting to the formant
data than these non-linear models. They concluded that the affinetransformation
model may be a more appropriate non-linear model for speaker normalization.

D E P E N D E N C E B E T W E E N P H O N E M E S A N D WA R P I N G

Based on the fact that VTLN is a popular technique for unsupervised speaker
normalization especially when small amounts of speaker data are available, we
investigate alternative warping functions, phone-dependent warping functions,
as well as combinations of warping and maximum likelihood bias removal. At
this chapter, we investigate warping functions that minimize the spectral distance
between two speakers’s utterances. The proposed method uses the Mean Square
Error (MSE) metric and linear, piecewise linear and nonlinear warping functions.
VTLN in combination with linear bias removal is also investigated.
For our initial experiments, we use the TIMIT database. More specifically, we
select 16 speakers, 8 male and 8 female, from the TIMIT training set. The speakers
are separated into “reference” (8 speakers, 4 male and 4 female) and “mapped”
speakers (the rest 8 speakers). VTLN maps from the reference to the mapped
speakers. First the effectiveness, in terms of MSE reduction, of linear, power and
piecewise-nonlinear frequency warping function is investigated. Next, mono-, biand four-parametric warping functions are investigated. Both phone-independent
and phone-dependent warping algorithms are evaluated.
4.1 warping influence.
In this section we will investigate the influence that warping introduces to the
phonemes (vowels and others). Potamianos et al. [26] have implementing linear
frequency warping at the phoneme level and cepstral domain. Introducing as
distance criterion the MSE distance, the similarity between two frames before and
after warping is studied. Given the unwarped spectrum X (reference spectrum),
the warped spectrum Y (mapped spectrum) and the warping function gα , the
MSE is defined as,
1
MSE =
N

N

∑

2


Xi − gα (Yi )

i =1

where N=256 is the number of mel coefficients at spectrum domain. The frequency warping is performed as follows:
• For each phoneme and speaker and for the middle frame of the utterance,
the average spectral envelope is computed,
• An optimal warping factor α̂ is computed so that the MSE between the
warped spectrum gα (Y ) and the corresponding unwarped spectrum X is
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4.2 monoparametric warping.

minimized. Optimization is achieved by a full search in the interval of
warping factors ranging from 0.8 to 1.2, where 1 corresponds to no warping,
1
α̂ = argminα
N

N

∑

2


Xi − gα (Yi )

(4.1)

i =1

• A linear interpolation method is introduced in order to obtain the new values
of the unwarped reference spectrum to the new corresponding warped
frequency values.
• The spectrum is warped according to the optimal warping factor α̂.
Based on the evaluated optimal warping factors, we compare warping factors
and spectral distances before and after frequency warping for different
phonemic groups.

(a)

Figure 2. Optimal Warping Factors for the phonemes for the reference (only the male)
and mapped (only the female).

In Figure 2, the optimal factors averaged for the reference (only the male
one) relative to mapped (only the female) speakers are shown for phonemes.
The warping factors were computed as described in the Section 4.1 and
averaged over all appeared segments. From this Figure, we can conclude
that there is a dependence between phonemes and warping factors.
4.2

monoparametric warping.

Frequency Warping is implemented by re-sampling the spectral envelope at
linearly and nonlinearly frequency indices, i.e.
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4.2 monoparametric warping.

18

1. Linear
gα : ω → ω̃ = α · ω

(4.2)

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 3. Monoparametric Warping functions (a) Linear, (b) PieceWise NonLinear and (c)
Power for α=0.8, α=1.0 and α=1.2.

2. Piecewise Nonlinear[23]
(
gα : ω → ω̃ =

3· ω

α 2· ω N
β · ω+γ

ω < ω1
ω > ω1

(4.3)

4.3 multi-parametric frequency warping

where ω N is equal to Nyquist Frequency, α is the warping factor and
ω1 is equal to 3 kHz. The coefficients β and γ are set to compensate
for the bandwidth mismatch after warp according to the following two
equations,
3 · ω1

α 2· ω N = β · ω1 + γ
ωN = β · ωN + γ
3. Power [14]

gα : ω → ω̃ = ω N ·

ω
ωN

α
(4.4)

where ω N is equal to Nyquist frequency.
At Figures 3a, 3b and 3c we can see the Linear, PieceWise-NonLinear and Power
warping functions correspondingly for the lower (α = 0.8), upper (α = 1.2) limits
of the values that the warping factor can take during the grid search and for no
warping (α = 1).
4.3 multi-parametric frequency warping
Next, we try to improve VTLN performance by exploring alternative piecewise
linear frequency warping strategies related with the simple linear frequency
warping. For this purpose, bi-parametric and four-parametric frequency warping
algorithms are proposed. For the case of bi-parametric warping algorithms, we
evaluate different warping factors (α L and α H ) for the low ( f < 3 kHz) and high
( f ≥ 3 kHz) frequencies, correspondingly. More in detail, after the computation
of the optimal warping factor α̂ of 4.1 under the constraints |α L − α̂| ≤ 0.04 and
|α H − α̂| ≤ 0.04, a full search mode over the candidate piecewise linear warping
functions will provide the optimal pair (α L ,α H ) of frequency warping factors. On
this full search, the step will be equal to 0.02 and, as a result of this, the candidate
functions are 25 (52 ).
An example of this procedure is presented in Figure 4 a. At this example, the
optimal factor is equal to 1.06 (solid line). After that, the optimal factor for the
lower than 3 kHz frequencies ( f < 3 kHz) is equal to 1.04 and the optimal factor
for the greater than 3 kHz and lower than 8 kHz (3 < f < 8 kHz) frequencies is
equal to 1.08 (dotted line).
The procedure for the case of four-parametric is identical, only with the difference that the optimal warping factors are four corresponding to the frequency
ranges, 0-1500 Hz, 1500-3000 Hz, 3000-4500 Hz and 4500-8000 Hz. The full search
for the evaluation of the four optimal factors is over the 625 (54 ) different warping
functions.
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4.4 ml estimation of spectral bias.

(a)

(b)

Figure 4. MultiParametric Warping Functions with: (a) two parameters and (b) four
parameters.

An example of this procedure is presented in Figure 4b. The optimal, running
all over the frequency range, factor is equal to 1.06 (solid line). Around this
optimal value and under the same, as in two-parameters case, constraints, the
optimal warping factor for the lower than 1500 Hz frequencies ( f < 1500 Hz)
is equal to 1.08, the optimal factor for the frequencies between 1500 and 3000
Hz (1500 < f < 3000 Hz) is equal to 1.04, the optimal factor for the frequencies
between 3000 and 4500 Hz (3000 < f < 4500 Hz) is equal to 1.08 and the optimal
factor for the frequencies between 4500 and 8000 Hz (4500 < f < 8000 Hz) is
equal to 1.04 (dotted line).
4.4 ml estimation of spectral bias.
To further minimize the spectral distance between the reference and mapped
spectrums a spectral bias is computed. In general, one could hypothesize different
formulations for the bias. However, the spectral bias b is chosen to be linear,i.e.
b = c· f +e
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(4.5)

The bias estimation, i.e the parameters c and e, is performed by Maximum
Likelihood, as follows:
• For each phoneme and speaker and for the middle frame of the utterance,
the average spectral envelope is computed,

4.4 ml estimation of spectral bias.

• Using the ML algorithm, we obtain the two parameters (c and e),

1
MSE =
N

N

∑



Xi − Yi − c f˙i − e

2

i =1

Using the ML algorithm, we obtain the two parameters (c and e),

dMSE
2
=0⇒
dc
N
N

∑f

N

∑





( Xi − Yi − c f − e)(− f )

=0

i =1





( Xi − Yi − c f − e)

=0⇒

i =1

N

∑f



N



( Xi − Yi − e)

=

i =1

∑


cf

2


(4.6)

i =1

Keeping, for the moment the equation 4.6, we will obtain, through ML, the
coefficient e of the linear bias:

dMSE
2
=0⇒
de
N
N

∑

N

∑





( Xi − Yi − c f − e)(−1)

=0⇒

i =1





( Xi − Yi − c f − e)

=0⇒

i =1

N

N

N

i =1

i =1

i =1

∑ (Xi − Yi ) + ∑ (−c f ) + ∑ (−e) = 0 ⇒

(4.7)

Through the evaluation of the spectral envelope, we removed the DC value
from the two spectrums. This is the reason why we didn’t choose a constant
bias to add to the unwarped mapped spectrum. That fact modifies the
equation 4.7,
N

N

i =1

i =1

∑ (e) = 0 + ∑ (−c f ) ⇒
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1
e=
N

N

∑ (−c f ) ⇒

i =1

e = −c ·

1
N

N

∑f

(4.8)

i =1

Replacing in equation 4.6 the equation 4.8,
N

(4.6) ⇒

∑

i =1



1
f ( Xi − Yi − (−c ·
N

N

N

i =1

i =1

∑ f (Xi − Yi ) + ∑
N



1
f (c ·
N
N

∑ f (Xi − Yi ) = c ∑ f

i =1

2

i =1

N

∑ f ))

N



=

i =1

N

N

i =1

i =1

∑


cf

2



i =1

∑ f) = c · ∑ f2
N

−∑

i =1

1
f(
N

N

∑ f)



i =1

Finally, the two coefficients of the linear bias are equal to:

c= 

∑iN=1 f ( Xi − Yi )
∑iN=1

f2

1
N

N

− ∑iN=1

f ( N1

∑iN=1

(4.9)


f)

and

e = −c ·

∑f

(4.10)

i =1

• The extracted linear bias is added to the unwarped mapped spectrum.
• The frequency warping method, taking account of the modified mapped
spectrum, continues as it is described at Section 4.1.
A typical example of the above procedure is presented in the Figures 5a, 5b
and 5c. The reference speaker is the mhit0 (male) and the mapping is the mdhl0
(male). The selected phoneme from these two speakers is the “eh” phoneme. In
the Figures 5a and 5b are presented the reference’s and mapping’s unwarped
spectrums and in the Figure 5c is presented the extracted linear bias for this
case. Finally, in Figure 5d is the new, after the addition of the bias, “mapping”
spectrum, i.e. the unwarped “mapping” spectrum added with the extracted linear
bias.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 5. Spectrums: (a) Reference speaker’s spectrum (b) Mapped speaker’s spectrum
(c) Maximum Likelihood Estimated Linear Bias which is added to the mapping
spectrum before the optimal warping factor estimation process. (d) After the
addition mapping spectrum.

4.5 results
In Figure 6, the average (over all speakers) MSE between the “reference” and
“mapped” speakers before and after the frequency warping is computed for
various phonemes. Additionally to that, the intra-speaker variability for each
phoneme is shown. At the same Figure, the upper point at lines corresponds to the
average (over all speakers) MSE between the “reference” and “mapped” speakers

4.6 speaker dependent variability

before the frequency warping and the lower one corresponds to the average (over
all speakers) MSE between the “reference” and “mapped” speakers after the
frequency warping. More specifically, at Figure 6a, the dot line corresponds to the
effect at MSE that the linear warping provides. The middle line corresponds to
the Piecewise-Nonlinear and the solid one to the Power function. At Figure 6b,
the dot line corresponds to the effect at MSE that the mono-parametric warping
provides, the middle line corresponds to the bi-parametric warping and the solid
one to the four-parametric function. At Figure 6c, we present the influence of the
mono, bi and four parametric warping combined with the added linear bias.
Examining the Figure 6a, we may conclude that the simple linear frequency
warping is shown to be efficient in reducing acoustic mismatch for most phonemic
classes. Also, the piecewise nonlinear warping function is also comparatively
efficient with the linear case, especially for the vowels. Note the relatively large
distance reduction for vowels, glides and the small reduction for fricatives /f/ and
/z/. Finally, for the /ao/,/eh/,/ih/,/aw/ and /r/ phonemes, the intra speaker
variability is, at the worst case, achieved.
Based on the Figure 6b, we may see clearly the further minimization to the
spectral distance reduction provided by the two and four-pieces warping functions.
However, we don’t achieve the averaged spectral distance be equal to or less than
the intra speaker variability for more phonemes, than those we had on the simple
linear case.
In Figure 6c, we present the results of the bias evaluation and insertion before
the frequency warping process. Examining this figure, we conclude that the extra
parameter (linear bias) plays an important role on the further reduction of the
spectral distance. The intra-speaker variability is achieved for the majority of the
phonemes.
4.6 speaker dependent variability
Beyond the MSE averaged over all speakers, we will examine the speaker variability averaged over all phonemes. As it is already been said, the reference
speakers are 8, 4 males and 4 females. It is important to check the effects of the
frequency warping for the reference speakers and all the phonemes that they have
pronounced.
Looking the Figures 7a and 7b, we notice that after multi parametric normalization, the intra-speaker variability levels are achieved for most speakers.
4.7 percent distance reduction.
In the current section, percent distance reduction, when scaling factors are computed on an per phoneme basis, is investigated. In Figures 8a, 8b and 8c, the mean
and standard deviation of the percent reduction in spectral distance between
phonetic utterances of reference and mapping speakers due to warping is shown
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(a)
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(b)

(c)

Figure 6. Intra-speaker variability (+) and averaged MSE between reference and mapped
speakers (male and female) before and after warping: (a) linear, piecewisenonlinear and power warping functions (b) bi-parametric (2pts) and fourparametric (4pts) warping (c) bi-parametric (2pts) and four-parametric (4pts)
warping and the linear bias addition.

for monoparametic and multiparametric with two and four parameters warping
cases.
In these plots the scaling factor and distance reduction are computed for each
phonemic instance. Note that mono- and multi- parametric frequency warping
are effective normalization procedures.

4.7 percent distance reduction.

(a)

Figure 7. (a) Averaged over all phonemes Mean Square Error before and after the linear, biparametric (2pts) and four-parametric (4pts) warping for all reference speakers
and intra-speaker variability (+). (b) Averaged over all phonemes MSE before
and after the linear, bi-parametric (2pts) and four-parametric (4pts) warping and
bias addition for all reference speakers and intra-speaker variability (+).
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(b)

4.7 percent distance reduction.

(a)

27

(b)

(c)

Figure 8. Percent distance reduction due to frequency warping when scaling factors and
distance reduction are computed on an per utterance basis. Mean and standard
deviation of distance reduction (error bars) are displayed for: (a) linear, (b)
bi-parametric (2pts) and (c) four-parametric (4pts) case.

5

REGION-BASED VTLN

Vocal tract length normalization is a model based normalization scheme that
relies, in particular, on the size of the vocal tract. The vocal tract, i.e. the position
and shape of the human organs determine the generated sound. Formant center
frequencies of the speech signal are inverse proportional to the length of the vocal
tract. Since the vocal tract length varies from about 13 cm for female to over 18
cm for male speakers, there are systematic inter-speaker variations of formant
frequencies by up to 25% [12].
In this section, we present the Region- based VTLN method (R-VTLN). This
method, firstly, categorizes the testing utterance’s frames into regions and then
evaluates region-specific spectral warping functions and factors using an ML
criterion. The proposed method is implemented during the testing procedure.
5.1 frame segmentation.
The first step in R-VTLN method is the classification of the testing utterance’s
frames into regions. Two independent algorithms are examined. More specifically,
each utterance’s cepstral vectors may be classified through two unsupervised
algorithms.
One of the proposed unnsupervised frame categorization algorithm is based
on KMeans algorithm. KMeans is one of the simplest unsupervised learning
algorithms which solve clustering problem. The procedure follows a simple and
easy way to classify a given data set through a certain number of clusters (assume
k clusters) fixed a priori. The main idea is to define k centroids, one for each cluster.
These centroids shroud be placed in a good way because different location causes
different result. So, the better choice is to place them as much as possible far away
from each other. In the case of this thesis, for the appropriate initialization of our
algorithm, we take a part of AURORA4’s training dataset (examining carefully to
be gender-independent) and we pass it through the KMeans algorithm in order to
extract the appropriate centroids. The population of these centroids is equal to
the number of the regions we choose to categorize the utterance’s frames. Feature
extraction, consisting of a Hamming window 25 ms and a frame update of 10
ms, results in the standard 13 dimensional cepstrum Mel Cepstrum Cepstral
Coefficients (MFCC) consists of the 12 static coefficients including zero coefficient.
Taking the first and second order coefficients, we result to the 39-dimensional
MFCC. These 39-dimensional cepstral coefficients are the input of the KMeans
algorithm. The algorithm aims at minimizing an objective function, in this case
the cepstral distance. Our proposed algorithm (KM henceforth) is composed of
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the following steps:
1. Based on a subset of training data (equal to fifty training utterances) extract
P centroids (equal to the population of regions). These points represent the
initial group centroids.
2. Assign each frame F to the region c with the closest centroid, based on the
minimization of the cepstral distance D, i.e.

N

D=

∑ | Fi − Ci |2
j

(5.1)

i =1

j

where N=39 (dimension of MFCC), Ci is the i’th coefficient of the centroids
obtained by the j’th iteration of the K-Means algorithm and Fi is the i’th each
frame’s cepstral coefficient.
3. When all frames are assigned, recalculate the positions of the centroids.
4. Repeat Steps 2 and 3 until no significant change to the centroids.
5.1.1 Unsupervised Phonetic-Class Assignment.
An alternative way to classificate the frames into regions is based on the conclusions of the dependence between the phonemes-warping which is already defined
at Section 4.3 and on the phonemic-label recognized labels from a first recognition
pass. More specifically, a first recognition pass provides us the correspondence
between frames and phonemes for the recognized labels. At this point, we return
to the conclusions extracted at Section 4.3 and, based on them, we supervisedly
categorize the phonemes of the monophone lexicon into regions. At Chapter 6,
where results will be presented, we will also present at Tables the exact phonemic
categorization for the various population of regions.
5.1.2 Constraints
It is important to note that frames’s population included in each region should
be capable in order to determine the optimal factors and functions. That means
that the population of the frames should be greater than a, determined by us,
threshold. In both of the categorization methods, (KM and PhCat), we define this
threshold be at least one hundred (100) frames per region. For the achievement of
this constaint, the KM algorithm is well initialized (which means that the initial
centres are well estimated) and at PhCat case, the phonemes are divided by us in
such way that we include a capable number of frames in each region.
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Both of the two proposed categorization algorithms’s output is a mapping O
between the L frames and their region index sequence R, O : l → r. Following the
frame classification algorithm, a median filtering is applied on the sequence R.
Median filtering applies one-dimensional median filter to vector sequence R. At a
first step, the values in the window are sorted. After that, for each frame k in the
window, what it is selected as its region index R0 (k ), when n is odd, is the median
of L(k − (n − 1)/2 : k + (n − 1)/2). The filtered sequence R0 is the same length
as sequence R. Median filtering is used to smooth these inherently noisy frame
assignments, based on the continuity criterion. At Figures 9a and 9b, we can see
the before and after smoothing region index sequence for the two regions case.

(a)

Figure 9. Region Index Sequence of 440c0204.wv1 utterance (a) Before the smoothing and
(b) After the smoothing.

At Figure 9, we may see the region index sequence before and after the smoothing for the utterance “440c0204.wv1” spoken by the testing speaker 440 and
sampled at 8 kHz when the number of regions are two (2). At axis Y we have the
regions while at axis X we have the sequence of frames. After the smoothing, we
may see that the noisy passing from the one region to another is smoothed.
5.2 warping procedure
After the frame categorization, the spectral coefficients corresponding to each
region are warped according to one of the M factors and one of the N functions
g. This results to a multi-dimensional warping process, which obtains the P
optimal factors and functions for each region by maximizing the likelihood of the
warped vectors with respect to the transcriptions from the first pass W and the

(b)

5.2 warping procedure

unnormalized HMM λ,
ˆ ~gˆ = argmax~α,~g P( X~α,~g |λ, W )
~α,

(5.2)

where








α
g
 1
 1
 α2 
 g2 

 
~α = 
 ...  , ~g =  ... 
 
 
αP
gP

(5.3)

The optimal parameters can be determined by
• an exhaustive search over factors and functions for all the regions simultaneously (referred as Sim henceforth). That means a full optimization of
the warping factor, given the word sequence from a first recognition pass.
During this optimization, the search over the ensembles of M factors α and
N functions is taking place simultaneously for all the regions. Through a
grid search over the various factors and functions, the final optimal for each
region warping factor and function is estimated.
• To avoid the full optimization, the warping factor α may be determined by
evaluating the optimal factors and functions independently for each region
(referred as Sep henceforth). More in detail, an iterative procedure is taking
place. The total iterations are equal to the region population. At each one of
these iterations, through a search over the factors and functions separately
for each region, we evaluate the optimal factor and function for this region
while the other regions’s frames are warped linearly by the global factor
α glb ,

αk =

gk =


α

m

if k = r,

α̂

glb

if k 6= r


g

n

if k = r,

 Linear

if k 6= r

(5.4)

(5.5)

The complexity of the proposed method at Section 5.2 Sim, is equal to M P · N,
where M is the length of the ensemble of the factors, P is the region population and
the N is the length of the candidate functions’s ensemble (linear and piece-wise
linear). The problem of raised complexity at Sim case can be solved by the Sep
method. The proposed method Sep has complexity similar to that of Lee-Rose’s
method, equal to M · P · N.
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5.3 region-based vtln in recognition.
During recognition the following two pass strategy is followed:
• through a first recognition pass, a transcription W is obtained using the
unwarped sequence of cepstral vectors X and the unnormalized model λ.
Beyond the transcription which is required for the alignment and, of course,
is not given at testing procedure, we extract the phoneme-level labels which
will be used at PhCat method.
• Through the KM or the PhCat method, the utterance’s frames are categorized
into P regions.
• Perform a forced alignment procedure for each considered warping factor
and function. We choose as optimal this set of factor and function that
maximizes the conditional probability given the preliminary transcription
and the unnormalized acoustic model,

ˆ ~gˆ = argmax~α,~g P( X~α,~g |λ, W )
~α,

(5.6)

ˆ ˆ
• The warped with ~αˆ and ~gˆ sequence X~α,~g is decoded in order to obtain the
final recognition result.

Recognition test results on AURORA4 and CHIMP corpus for two-pass VTLN
and for R-VTLN method are summarized in Chapter 6.
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6

E X P E R I M E N TA L R E S U LT S

6.1 evaluation setup
For the evaluation of the normalization method R-VTLN, speech recognition tests
were performed. The speech recognition experiments involved recognizing the
test material as if it was unknown speech, and then comparing the recognition
result to the known transcription. For the evaluation, the parameter measured in
the experiments is the recognition word accuracy.
6.2 experimental preparation
Feature extraction consisted of a Hamming window 25 ms and a frame update of
10 ms, resulting in the standard 39 dimensional cepstrum coefficients consisted of
the zero coefficient, the static and their delta and the delta-delta coefficients. The
KMeans was used also to compute ceptral distances during the frame classification
procedure (KM). For the smoothing constraint, the length of the window in frames
is equal to nine (9). For all experiments the optimum, for each region, warping
factor is obtained by searching between 0.88 ≤ αm ≤ 1.12 with step 0.02, which
leads to an ensemble of 13 factors. The candidate warping functions are the Linear
and the Piecewise-Linear, which are shown in Fig. 10. For the Linear case, the
lower limit f L is equal to 125 Hz ( f L = 125 Hz) for both cases of AURORA4 - 8
kHz and 16 kHz sampling frequency, while the upper limit f U is equal to 3980 Hz
( f U = 3980 Hz) for the AURORA4 - 16 kHz and f U is equal to 7960 Hz ( f U = 7960
Hz) for the AURORA4 - 16 kHz sampling frequency. .
All the techniques were evaluated with the speech materials, which are already
described at Chapter 9. More specifically, for the case of AURORA4, the clean
training set of AURORA4 (7138 utterances, 128.294 words) is used to train the
unnormalized acoustic models. Two clean testing subsets of 330 utterances from 8
speakers (total 5353 words) sampled at 8 and 16 kHz are used as evaluation sets.
More details about the training and testing databases are provided at the Appendix
2. Speaker independent models are trained. A continuous speech recognition task
requires a language model, so, for the case of AURORA4, a bigram language
model is used.
The tests were evaluated using monophone HMM models. Five-state per
phoneme models with one Gaussian per state were trained including silence
models with three states per phone. HMM silent-pause model consist of a single
state and single Gaussian per state is trained.
At first evaluation, the regions in which each utterance’s frames are categorized
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Figure 10. Linear and Piecewise Linear warping functions.

are two. At two regions case and for the PhCat method, the phonemes of the
vocabulary are divided according to the following Table 1.
Phonemes per Region
Region-1
aa,ae
ah,ao
eh,er
ey,iy
ih,ow
oy, y
uh,uw

Region-2
g,b,jh, ch
l, d,m, dh
n, f,ng, k
r, p,hh, s
v, sh,w, t
z, th
zh, sil,sp

Table 1. Phonemes Per Region for the Two Regions Case.

Examining carefully the Table 1, we may see that the vowels are assigned to
one region and all the others monophones, including silence and silent-pause are
assigned to the other region. This categorization is based to the extracted from the
study at Chapter 4 conclusions. At that study, we may see that the vowels display
similar behaviour in the minimization of the MSE. Beyond that, previous studies
have presented the great importance that the vowels play during the extraction
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of the warping factor [20]. This is the reason why we discriminate one region
only for the vowels and, as a first step, a second one for all the other phonemes
including silence.
Extending the two regions case, the regions that each utterance’s frames are
categorized are increasing to three. At Table 2 for the PhCat method, we may see
the categorization of the phonemes at three regions. The silence is excluded from
the second class and a third class is including it. Usually, the silence is a turbulence
factor, this is a reason why we exclude it from the second region creating a third
region with it.
Phonemes per Region (three Regions Case)
Region-1
aa,ae,eh,er,ih,ow,uh
ah,ao,ey,iy,oy, y,uw

Region-2
g,b,jh, ch,n, f,ng, k,v, sh,w, t
l, d,m, dh,r, p,hh, s,z, th,zh

Region-3
sil
sp

Table 2. Phonemes Per Region for the Three Regions Case.

Extending the three regions case to five regions, we divide the monophones
according to the Table 3.
Phonemes per Region (Five Regions)
Region 1
Region 2
Region 3
Region 4
Region 5

ey,ay,aa,ae,iy,ih, ah
uh,uw, aw,ao,ow, oy,er, eh
jh, ch,dh, sh,th, zh,m,n, hh, f
g, k, w, d, b, p, t
l,z, j, s, sh,r, sil, sp

Table 3. Phonemes Per Region for the Five Regions Case.

6.3 experimental results: aurora4 - 8 khz.
At Table 4, the experimental results of the proposed R-VTLN for the two, three
and five regions are presented.
The VTLN two-pass method proposed by [12] improves significantly the baseline performance (4.9%). Our proposed methods (both of R-VTLN KM-Sim and
R-VTLN PhCat-Sim) come to improve the accuracy further by 3% (161 words) and
2.9% the two-pass method. For the case of R-VTLN KM-Sim we have the greatest
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Regions

2

3

Baseline

48.3

VTLN (Lee-Rose)

53.2

5

R-VTLN KM-Sim

56.2

R-VTLN PhCat-Sim

55.6

R-VTLN KM-Sep

56.1

55.7

55.4

R-VTLN PhCat-Sep

55.8

55.6

55.4

Table 4. Word accuracy results (%) evaluated on clean test set of AURORA4. The sampling
frequency is equal to 8 kHz.

improvement in performance always compared with the [12] proposed method
(3.4%, 169 words). Given the small difference in performance between the Sim and
Sep algorithms, only results for the Sep algorithm are shown for three and five
regions.
Results degrade somewhat when using five regions. This could be due to the
lack of adequate data to estimate multiple parameters (a single utterance is used
here for warping factors and functions estimation) and decreasing returns from
using multiple regions.
The distribution of the optimal factors and functions is another issue of this
thesis. At the following Figures, we will present selected factors’s and functions’s
distributions for the methods described in this thesis.
More in detail, in Figure 11 the distributions of the difference between the
region-based warping factors and the global warping factor α̂ glb are shown for
the KM-Sim method. As expected the region factors lie around the global optimal
factor and take lower values for the first region and somewhat higher for the
second region. It has to be mentioned that the frames corresponding to “start”
and “end” of the utterance are categorized to the first region. Probably, the
turbulence appeared at first region is a result of this fact. The distribution of the
optimal factors and functions when the method is PhCat (Figure 21) at Apeendix
1 improves the turbulence of the distribution of region 3 which includes the “sil”
and “sp” frames.
Despite of that, the fact that the optimal factor for the second region lies very
close to the global factor is something that we expected because our method
comes to extend the unique global factor provided by Lee-Rose’s method[12].
Most probably, that region includes the frames which corresponds to vowels. The
initial centers of the KMeans algorithm are constant during the entire method’s
progress and provided by an initial KMeans. This KMeans categorizes a subset
of training frames chosen from several training speakers and provides the initial
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(a)

37

(b)

(c)

Figure 11. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sim
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c).

6.3 experimental results: aurora4 - 8 khz.

centers which after it is used at our method.
As far as it concerns the optimal per region functions, we can see from the
Figure 11c that in both regions, the piecewise linear dominates to the linear.
However, for the second region the contribution of the two functions is about the
same. At Appendix 1, we can see further the distributions of KM-Sep and PhCat
methods when the regions are two.
Beyond the two regions case, we study the distributions of the differences
between the optimal per region factors and the global factor for the three regions
case. In Figure 12 and for the KM-Sep method, we can see these differences
concerning the three optimal factors and the corresponding optimal functions.
From the Figure 12a, we conclude that the first factor takes values mostly equal
with the global factor. At the same time, the same turbulence as in the case of
the two regions is presented. We have to mention that the “start” and the “end”
of the utterance is categorized again to the first region. The other two factors
lie around the global one, taking values higher than the global one (the second
optimal) and lower than the global one (the third optimal) Figure 12b and 12c
correspondingly).
Looking carefully the Figure 12d which corresponds to the functions, we conclude that for the first region, the piecewise linear dominates to the linear while
to the rest regions the contribution of these two regions is almost shared.
In Figure 13, we can study the distributions of the differences between the
optimal factors and the global one when the regions are five. The first factor is
corresponded to the “start” and “end” of the utterance and lies around the global
optimal. The other optimal lie around the global taking values lower (second
optimal and fifth) and higher (third and fourth optimal).
Beyond the contribution of the factors, we will examine the contribution that
the functions provides to our method. At Table 5, we can see the results from the
two-pass method (which uses the linear warping function) compared with the
R-VTLN when only linear function is used and when the method chooses from
the ensemble of the functions (linear and piecewise linear). The regions are Two
and the Gaussian Mixture Per State is equal to one.
Examining carefully the results at Table 5, we may see that we have a great
improvement from baseline to Lee-Rose’s method. This improvement is extending
when our method is inserted using only one (the same with Lee-Rose’s method)
warping function, the linear one. When the ensemble of functions encloses both
the linear and the piecewise linear functions, the improvement becomes further
and promising for further improvement if the ensemble is further enhanced.
Next we investigate if these improvements hold for HMM models of increasing
complexity. Results are presented in terms of word accuracy for the two regions
case and the KM-Sep method for the AURORA 4 task at Table 6, when the
sampling frequency is 8 kHz.
When the Gaussians per state are increased, as expected, baseline performance
also increases significantly. At the same time the relative improvement of VTLN
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 12. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Three Regions Case ((a), (b) and (c)) and
the KM-Sep method. Also, the distribution of the optimal warping functions
for each region (d).

6.3 experimental results: aurora4 - 8 khz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Figure 13. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b), the Third (c), the Fourth (d) and the Fifth (e) with the Global Factor α glb
For the Five Regions Case and the KM-Sep method. Also, the distribution of
the chosen as optimal warping function For the Five Regions Case (f).

6.3 experimental results: aurora4 - 8 khz.

Two Regions Case - 1 Gaussian HMM
Baseline

48.3

VTLN (Lee-Rose)

53.1

R-VTLN KM-Sim (Only Linear Fun)

55.7

R-VTLN KM-Sim (Linear or Piecewise Linear)

56.2

Table 5. Word accuracy results (%) when the ensemble of functions at R-VTLN encloses
only the Linear Warping Function and when R-VTLN chooses the optimal warping function from a function ensemble which encloses the Linear and Piecewise
Linear warping Functions.

Two Regions Case
GMM per State
1
3

8

Baseline

48.3

55.4

56.4

VTLN (Lee-Rose)

53.1

60.1

60.7

R-VTLN KM-Sim

56.2

63.1

63.5

R-VTLN KM-Sep

56.1

63.5

63.9

R-VTLN PhCat-Sep

55.8

63.6

64.2

Table 6. Word accuracy results (%) versus the number of Gaussian Mixtures per State on
monophones HMM.The sampling frequency is equal to 8 kHz.

over baseline decreases. However, the improvement of R-VTLN over VTLN remains consistently the same. For eight Gaussians per state the improvement of
VTLN over baseline is comparable to the improvement of R-VTLN over VTLN.
The distributions of the optimal factors and functions (Figures 23 and Figure 24 at
Appendix 1) remains the same as in 1 GMM/state.
At Figure 14, we may see the averaged over the sentences WACC versus the
length of the sentences for the case of KM-Sep method evaluated at AURORA4
- 8 kHz. Examining carefully this Figure, we may see the positive contribution
of the method KM-Sep. However, as long as the number of regions arises, which
means that the parameters needed to be evaluated arises, the WACC decreases.
The danger of overfitting is becoming more obvious while we increase the number
of regions.
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Figure 14. Distribution of the averaged over sentences WACC versus the length of the
testing sentences. The results are based on the KM-Sep method evaluated on
AURORA4 - 8 kHz with 1 GMM/state.

6.4 aurora4 - 16 khz
Beyond the 8 kHz sampling frequency, we evaluate the R-VTLN method to
training and testing AURORA4’s testing subset sampled at 16 kHz. At Table 7,
the experimental results of the proposed R-VTLN for the two regions case are
presented.
Regions

2

3

Baseline

55.2

VTLN (Lee-Rose)

57.4

5

R-VTLN KM-Sim

60.9

R-VTLN PhCat-Sim

60.6

R-VTLN KM-Sep

60.8

60.8

60.5

R-VTLN PhCat-Sep

60.7

60.7

60.8

Table 7. Word accuracy results (%) evaluated on clean test set of AURORA4.

Examining carefully the Table 7, we may see that the baseline performance
increases significantly. At the same time the relative improvement of VTLN over
baseline is about 2.2%. However, the improvement of R-VTLN over VTLN remains
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as in the 8 kHz case (above 3%).
Next we investigate if these improvements hold for HMM models of increasing
complexity. Results are presented in terms of word accuracy for the two regions
case and the KM-Sep method for the AURORA4 task at Table 8 for one, three
and eight Gaussians per state.
Two Regions Case
GMM per State
1
3

8

Baseline

55.2

61.9

63.1

VTLN (Lee-Rose)

57.4

65.1

66.3

R-VTLN KM-Sep

60.8

67.4

68.9

R-VTLN PhCat-Sep

60.7

67.4

68.7

Table 8. Word accuracy results (%) versus the number of Gaussian Mixtures per State on
monophones HMM.

When the Gaussians per state are increased, as expected, baseline performance
also increases significantly. At the same time the relative improvement of VTLN
over baseline increases. However, the improvement of R-VTLN over VTLN decreases. For eight Gaussians per state the improvement of VTLN over baseline is
comparable to the improvement of R-VTLN over VTLN. The distributions of the
optimal factors and functions (Figures 30 and Figure 31 at Appendix 1) remains
the same as in 1 GMM/state.
We will examine the distribution of the optimal factors and functions. At
Figure 15, we may see the two optimal factors and functions for the KM-Sim
method and the two regions case. Both of the optimal take values around the
global factor. At 16 kHz case, we see that the first region’s factor takes lower
values, while the second region’s factor takes values clearly above the global factor.
For the function case, we can see that the piecewise linear function dominates to
the linear in both regions.
Extending to three regions case and for the KM-Sep method, at Figure 16, we
may see the distribution of the optimal factors and functions. The conclusions
remains the same as in two regions case.
For the regions case, we choose to present the distribution of the PhCat-Sep
based on the supervised categorization of Table 3. All the factors lie around the
global taking lower or higher values. The domination of the piecewise linear
function versus the linear remains.
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(a)

44

(b)

(c)

Figure 15. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sim
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 16. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Three Regions Case ((a), (b) and (c)) and
the KM-Sep method. Also, the distribution of the optimal warping functions
for each region (d).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Figure 17. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Five Regions Case and the PhCat-Sep
method.

CONCLUSIONS-FUTURE WORK

7.1 conclusions.
In this thesis, a Region Based Vocal Tract Length Normalization as a means to
improve recognition results was studied. Today, most normalization algorithms
operate only with one parameter (the warping factor α). At frequency domain,
the warping is applied on the entire utterance. These approaches does not take
account of the phonemes’s behavior to the warping process.
First of all, the between phonemes and warping process dependence is examined. We have shown quantitatively the dependence between frequency warping
functions and phones. The behavior of the phones during the warping process
is different for the various phones. This is the main reason why in this thesis,
we made a step forward and we investigated the idea of warping an entire
uterance with locally constrained warping factors and functions. We proposed
a region-based VTLN algorithm. In this algorithm, at a first step utterance’s
frames are classified in regions through unsupervised methods. After that, a
region-dependent warping factor and function are extracted based on Maximum
Likelihood criterion. This method extends the unique-level method of [12] and it
is implemented during recognition procedure. Because of that, this new system
has been compared to the already proposed methods by Lee-Rose [12] regarding
the word accuracy of their output.
R-VTLN was evaluated on AURORA4 and it was shown that significant gains
over utterance-based VTLN can be achieved with a small increase in computational
complexity. Among the R-VTLN variants the algorithm using k-means for frame
classification and region-independent warping factor computation was shown to
be competitive in both performance and computational complexity.
In order to be certain that our results are valid and that the test set that have
been used is large enough to provide confident results, we performed significance
tests over our results. Using the proposed method at [29], we examined the
confidence that our experimental results are statistically significant and that the
new proposed system has clearly improved on the baseline and already described
two-pass method.
The system is implemented using information from a first recognition pass
at both points. During the frame categorization and more specifically at PhCat
method based on the phoneme-level labels which enclosed the correspondence
between frames and phonemes. The same labels are used during the force segmentation at recognition procedure based on the fact that on testing procedure,
the transcriptions of the testing utterances are unknown.
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As the field of ASR may be considered, it is evident that locally contrained
(frame level) methods will soon be a matter of the future. Combining normalization and adaptation methods shall definitely improve their performance.
7.2 future work.
In the future we will investigate better criteria for regions’s selection. The domain
will be cepstral or spectral. One proposed method may be the training of a
codebook in which, at recognition procedure, the frames’s categorization will be
based.
Based on a training part, a codebook will be created. Consider one of these
observation sequences Y = y1 , y2 ...yS , length S frames. A frame Ys is categorized
to the region Ĉ if and only if,
Ĉ = argminCi d(ys , Ci )
where d is the squared Euclidean distance between the two vectors. At the
same time, through a first pass from the HMM models, we evaluate each frame’s
likelihood P(Ys /λ) where λ is the Hidden Markov Model.
After the completion of the testing frames’s categorization and the evaluation
of their corresponding likelihood, we evaluate an averaged likelihood for each
region. This averaged likelihood is equal to the mean value of the likelihoods from
the frames categorized in each region. If N of S frames have been categorized to
region i, the averaged likelihood is equal to :

Li =

1
N

N

∑ P(Yj /λ)

j =1

The codebook is ready to use it during the recognition procedure.
During the recognition procedure, an optimal warping factor α̂ is computed
frame by frame, so that the algebraic distance between the region’s averaged
likelihood Li that the warped Ysα is already categorized and each warping factor’s obtained likelihood, P(Ysα /λ) is minimized. Optimization is achieved by a
full search in the interval of warping factors ranging from 0.8 to 1.2, where 1
corresponds to no warping,
α̂ = argminα |( P(Ysα /λ) − Li )|
Based on this optimal factor, we choose the warping function with the optimal
parameter(s) (one or more). One parameter means linear warping, the others
means piecewise linear warping. After that, we can warp each frame with optimal
factor and function. In case of multi-parametric warping function, beyond the
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warping factors ((α1 ,α2 ,α3 ,α4 ) for the warping function’s pieces, we can add as
parameters the inflections points where the slope of the warping function changes
(ω1 ,ω2 , ω3 ). Recognition pass with take place based on the optimally warped
frames.
Also, the ensemble of the warping functions can be enriched with alternative
warping functions (Piecewise Linear with More Parameters, Piecewise Nonlinear,
Power) in order to model better the behavior of the phonemes at the frequency
domain.
Recently, published investigations have combined normalization with adaptation methods in order to eliminate the spectral mismatch between training and
testing utterances [5], .
Also, another locally constrained method can focus on state level. At this level,
an optimal factor can be obtained based on the following method:
• Through a first recognition pass, we extract the optimal state level (ŝ) for
each frame.
• Based on this optimal state and ML criterion, we extract an optimal factor
for each frame through a search over the 13 factors (0.88 to 1.12 with step
0.02). That means that for each frame,

α̂ = argmaxα P( X α /λ, ŝ)
• Second recognition pass with the warped utterances.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 18. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sep
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 19. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the PhCat-Sim
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c). The sampling frequency is equal to 8 kHz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 20. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the PhCat-Sep
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c). The sampling frequency is equal to 8 kHz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 21. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Three Regions Case ((a), (b) and (c)) and
the PhCat-Sep method. Also, the distribution of the optimal warping functions
for each region (d). The sampling frequency is equal to 8 kHz.
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(b)
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(d)

(e)

(f)

Figure 22. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Five Regions Case and the PhCat-Sep
method. The sampling frequency is equal to 8 kHz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 23. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sep
method when the Gaussian Mixtures are equal to three. Also, the distribution
of the chosen as optimal warping function for the two regions (c). The sampling
frequency is equal to 8 kHz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 24. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sep
method when the Gaussian Mixtures are equal to eight. Also, the distribution
of the chosen as optimal warping function for the two regions (c). The sampling
frequency is equal to 8 kHz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 25. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sep
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 26. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the PhCat-Sim
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 27. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the PhCat-Sep
method. Also, the distribution of the chosen as optimal warping function for
the two regions (c).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 28. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Three Regions Case ((a), (b) and (c)) and
the PhCat-Sep method. Also, the distribution of the optimal warping functions
for each region (d). The sampling frequency is equal to 16 kHz.
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(e)

(f)

Figure 29. Optimal Factors Distribution For the Five Regions Case and the PhCat-Sep
method.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 30. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb For the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sep
method when the Gaussian Mixtures are equal to three. Also, the distribution
of the chosen as optimal warping function for the two regions (c). The sampling
frequency is equal to 16 kHz.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 31. Distribution of the Difference Between the First Optimal Factor (a), the Second
(b) with the Global Factor α glb for the Two Regions Case and the KM-Sep
method when the Gaussian Mixtures are equal to eight. Also, the distribution
of the chosen as optimal warping function for the two regions (c). The sampling
frequency is equal to 16 kHz.
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D ATA B A S E S

9.1 timit
TIMIT contains a total of 6300 sentences, 10 sentences spoken by each of 630
speakers from 8 major dialect regions of the United States. A speaker’s dialect
region is the geographical area of the U.S. where they lived during their childhood
years. The geographical areas correspond with recognized dialect regions in U.S.
(Language Files, Ohio State University Linguistics Dept., 1982), with the exception
of the Western region (dr7) in which dialect boundaries are not known with any
confidence and dialect region 8 where the speakers moved around a lot during
their childhood. Like TIDigits, it was recorded at TI; most of the labeling was
carried out at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT). In contrast to the
other corpora, the percentage of female speakers is only 30%.
Table 9 shows the chosen for our experiments speakers’s information used in
DARPA TIMIT Acoustic-Phonetic Speech Corpus. The initials denote:
• ID - Speaker initials (of form AAAN where A is alphabetic initial and N is a
digit 0-9 to disambiguate identical initials
• Sex - Speaker gender (M or F)
• DR - Speaker dialect region number
1. New England
2. Northern
3. North Midland
4. South Midland
5. Southern
6. New York City
7. Western
8. Army Brat (moved around)
At the final column (Usage), we present which of the speakers were used at
our experiments as “reference” speakers and which of the speakers were
used as “mapped”.
We chose for “reference” and “mapped” speakers the following one:
The TIMIT corpus includes several files associated with each utterance. In
addition to the speech waveform file (.wav) sampled at 16 KHz, three associated
transcription files (.txt, .wrd, .phn) exist. These associated files have the form:
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SPEAKERS
ID
cjf0
dxw0
grw0
klc0
bbr0
hit0
sds0
tcs0
daw0
scn0
ltm0
paf0
dhl0
kes0
bom0
rre0

Sex
F
F
F
F
M
M
M
M
F
F
F
F
M
M
M
M

DR
1
2
3
4
7
5
6
8
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Usage
Reference
Reference
Reference
Reference
Reference
Reference
Reference
Reference
Mapping
Mapping
Mapping
Mapping
Mapping
Mapping
Mapping
Mapping

Table 9. Reference and Mapped Speakers.

• .wav : SPHERE-headered speech waveform file sampled at 16 kHz.
• .txt : Associated orthographic transcription of the words the person said.
(Usually this is the same as the prompt, but in a few cases the orthography
and prompt disagree.)
• .wrd : Time-aligned word transcription. The word boundaries were aligned
with the phonetic segments using a dynamic string alignment program.
• .phn : Time-aligned phonetic transcription.
9.2 aurora4 database
The WSJ0 (Wall Street Journal) database (available from LDC under the name
CSR-I (WSJ0) complete) is chosen as basis for the experiments. The recognition of
a 5000 word vocabulary is selected as task as it has been also used for the ARPA
evaluations on continuous speech recognition. Besides the original data sampled
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at 16 kHz a second version of the data is created by downsampling the data from
16 kHz to 8 kHz. The reason for this is because most of today’s telecommunication
terminals operate in the frequency range up to 4 kHz. But future speech services
will aim at a higher speech intelligibility and a higher subjective speech quality
by analysing speech at a higher bandwidth up to 8 kHz.
The WSJ data have been recorded with a Sennheiser microphone and with a
second microphone in parallel. The recordings with the second microphone are
used for enabling recognition experiments with different frequency characteristics
in the transmission channel.
We define training mode which takes clean data only to train the recognizer.
The predefined ARPA test set is selected here to perform the recognition on a
5000 word vocabulary.
9.2.1 Filtering.
An additional filtering is applied to consider the realistic frequency characteristics of terminals and equipment in the telecommunication area. Two “standard”
frequency characteristics are used which have been defined by the ITU. The abbreviations G.712 and P.341 have been introduced as reference to these filters.
The G.712 characteristic is defined for the frequency range of the usual telephone
bandwidth up to 4 kHz and has a flat characteristic in the range between 300 and
3400 Hz. P.341 is defined for the frequency range up to 8kHz and represents a
band pass filter with a very low cut off frequency at the lower end and a cut off
frequency at about 7 kHz at the higher end of the bandpass.
9.2.2 Training and Testing sets.
The WSJ0 database (AURORA4 is part of extended database WSJ0) consists of
speech that has been recorded with two microphones in parallel. The first one
is a close- talking microphone of type Sennheiser HMD414. No regulation exists
about the choice of the second microphone which has been e.g. a desk mounted
microphone. Most recordings consist of read texts from the Wall Street Journal.
In the ARPA evaluations a set of about 7200 utterances (about 12 hours of
speech) has been selected for the training. 7138 recordings are available. These
data are taken from the recordings with the Sennheiser microphone. We consider
the same set for our training mode on clean data only. We refer to this training
mode by naming it “training_clean_sennh”.
A set of 330 utterances has been designated in the ARPA evaluation to perform
a baseline recognition on the 5000 word vocabulary. This test includes the usage
of a closed vocabulary bigram language model as supplied by Lincoln. The
330 utterances contain recordings from 8 speakers with about 40 utterances per
speaker. The test set that we used for evaluation is the one which contained clean
filtered data at 8 KHz with Sennheiser microphone.
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Testing Speaker information are followed at Table 10. The keys which identify
the presented information are:
• ID : speaker ID.
• Gender : speaker gender, Male (M) or Female (F).

SPEAKERS
ID
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447

Gender
M
F
M
M
F
F
M
M

Table 10. Information (Gender) for Testing Speakers at AURORA4.
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