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Utterance-level Feature Extraction in Text-independent Speaker Recognition: A Review

CHEN Chen"? HAN Ji-Qing® CHEN De-Yun' HE Yong-Jun'

Abstract Utterance-level feature extraction is one of the most important researches in text-independent speaker re-
cognition. Compared with the frame-level features which only contain the short-term speech characteristics, the ut-
terance-level features can effectively capture more speaker discriminative information. Meanwhile, it also has anoth-
er advantage that any utterance with a variable duration can be represented as a fixed-dimension feature. Thus, the
utterance-level features are easy to integrate with most commonly-used pattern recognition methods. In recent
years, the researches on utterance-level feature extraction have made great progress. Considering the importance of
utterance-level feature extraction in speaker recognition, this paper will organize and summarize the typical meth-
ods. Specifically, the front-end processing, the feature extraction based on the task-segmented strategy and task-
driven strategy, and the back-end processing are introduced respectively. Finally, the future trends in speaker recog-
nition are discussed and analyzed.
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18, RIE S5 5 PAAE R E ARG B (Variable).
AR E, BT HEEENRERNEAR, Kb
JAE B BE 515 5 Hh SR AR RAE TR N S
AMEAE S RN, 2B E &R E 544577 U
o, EEESPTHASIIAEZHRNER. B,
PRI REfE A A U MRS BRI R AR
KPR . SRT, b3 e R e e AT 2 B i
T N U AT 7T

T8 &5 5 HA R PR R, Rt
A7 BT 31 R AE S B, 3R] BL SR A A I ot 2%
(Frame-level) FfERZIE1EHF 5. /1M, 1BHE
T HA AN E RSO, 1L 5 I [F)AH 5 )
AR A S A FENWIEAMEEE, A
AL IS B R A K GErH R, T X i gk
TIE P H0 R 4T 15 B (R WU B 45 VR oV RO IGE & B
AIGETHREIES L PR, dn ] & BEA ] — Beids o
TURFE R, I SR BCH 6025 B s NS B A
2% (Utterance-level) FAiE N A3 S0 N B 2. [FIRT,
) 0 AR I B AR A8 0 AN [F) I A 3 5 A5 S R AT R
&, WA & K15 & 15 5 e FH ] 2 4E B2 I R fiE
A~ R, HORT 5 K 2 Bk R 2R ) SR AR 45
&, HA R AT R, H AT VAT A R
FRESRIUN , — s RAP B HAr sl B —1
Gi— B, ASCE AR 62 A X A1) S RRAE 52 X
JEHAT . Hod, BB 1 BT T R Z A0
B, HEM B REAMSLA B (F£55), A3
PRI FE AT 55 73 B o =) S B RpAE SR BT 7%
M 2 KTm T REAAS -k Bix, BFiA
SRR TAT 553K 5 2057 >0 S R RAAE SR U7 2.

BT Ll atr, RN HE CART KU
18 N BA AR YE R ) JURHE SR IO 2%, i
ik — RN TR SR U772 54 5 BB BL Al 58
1 7 {87 EERE IR HEAT 6) GO AR B B2 BT 1) A S 40 3
P B8 2 AN 3 50 A Ik AR5 Bl S 3K
B AT ) 0 AR S IUIT V5 B8 4 750 ) i b B
A G N HEAT 4l 565 5 190 AROR B ALk 35 AT
I3HT; B 6 TR SOk AT AL
1 BmALE

TEN AR PRI IOTE 1, X BRI B2
EEE AR, BFEE SR (Voice
activity detection, VAD). MiZRRAE$E B LA K FFAE
FI# (Feature normalization) —#i4).

L1 EFEEN

T E TSI REYS X ) A H 15 5 T ITE &
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AR Z S, W R BT B i S A I 18 5
B S HATRAER A, K5l A RBERITLRANE. Hit,
BEAT T B S SIAS I X A IR IR IR A 10
M. S EFRAETREE ST TR MXTR
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IR 4R 50 5 AR, (HAE T IR G AW I AR 5E
H I3 9K 22 58 F B e Bty b R S ife & A
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Fig.1  Schematic diagram of voice activity detection
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B, SRk [17) XWX ETTEHAT T RGua L.
1.2 MRZRAFAEIRER

BHATVE SIS 5, BRI E - R Bt AT i
PSRN U2 AR AR B0 I B 1 5 T — AR AE
20 ~40 ms Z [8], 7 FH IRRFEA HE 7R 500 25 5 1% 2R 2
(Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients, MFCC)!", £k
PEFN 3% 240 (Linear predictive cepstral coeffi-
cients, LPCC)"\ JEENZ 1% I 5244 (Perceptual
linear predictive coefficients, PLPC)® &, A7
Pl N I MEFCC RHAE B, /248 HA2BUd FE.

K 2 2y 25 ms i F WX MFCC FHALH
Bt R p) s S, HoA B 2(a) s & i i i 46 %
JE. FE1E4T MFCC FRAETRBLET, B F NG &5
SHEAT /i, BUME . I SRR . SRR O
FIS, AT LK N ASSREE fCEAE — AN B, A
—fEHN 19 1/3~1/2, EHEL10 ms, K 2 FiEE
155 HRFESIR N 8000 Hz, Fl—MWiHEF (25 ms)
XL ) SRAE BN 200 TOINEE 1 B A LE T B
PSR 52, X 1E &5 52 3R & 2GR
() TR 3 HEAT AMEE, FUINEE SR 40— i BN 0.9~1.
T 00 B 458 4 U AT DASEAS 5 P i 3108, AT 1k
G5 R A AR, H I R A DU DT B
RS, K 2(b) & id UmE S5 iR
B BB, AT LAY 052 31035 515 5 1 P i A2 45
BN, AR5, KNG S K % WiE 5 2 AT PRk #
H A48 (Fast Fourier transform, FFT) Rl A 15
B 5 T R AR | Xof A EURS A T 15 3 Dy Faa . HHY
X 5 R 2(c) fs. BT B SR N H 12
JEEE B DA (T8 sCEAT AL 4, T = M DR as 4 ]
DAAT A0 R 0] 75 5 R A e 4, DT el B
=M I8 AR HHE B 5 5 AT 8. RN, =
DRI A AL SEPR BN b R AN 50 A AEHE IR
B R IEI 5100 A, ERLEG AT DK ) 340 230 5 i 3]
Mg IR AT IR, BT, = AR Al ]
DARRAVEMG /KA R A 4. 1B 2(d) W EA 24 V@
T [P IR e 2R 2 18] 2(e) AE I BT UED
TR H i 5 . DR AR A I WA T B 2(c)
rHOR H Dl 2R 1 T i AR R AR A SRR, X s
Mgt — 28 e KRB BUETE . &5, Mg
TR H e AT B R 728 e (Discrete cosine
transform, DCT) JFOREA A F D R EAE N MFCC
FRIE, F—MEL 13~21, K 2(f) HER TR 20
AHH MFCC Rk, ERER R, brdER) MFCC
SR R R T TR E R ERAS R, 18 E AR AT
DL X 6 5 A R AR Y 22 20 W SR IR i R s
MFCC $#Ef—Mr %4> (Delta) 5 %4 (Delta-

delta), H5#E MFCC FHEPH RN v] 2 e B A 5
ARFIE 0 75 AR AL
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of MFCC extraction
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FIE 2 T HR Tl 2R 1 422 Mt B 4 1) B R ARRAAE . L I xof Iz
MEE BN KER, FtEPASIEEEZ; M
EHEHEMEML (Convolutional neural network,
CNN) =220 F i1l N VR U N, ARy — 4y
AIE (1) V5 1 L AR AIE AR 320 B e 6 R 1R 518 RR
fIE. XF it FBank e F U Oy 1896 2% 41 4 th i 0] £ s
&, 5 MFCC F#EAR L, %% FBank FFAE I ARt
ITE R A, Kb EHMEEE L, fa] DUE
VLT NAFAEREAT (8 5 BEAG VR BEFR 22 R 2% (1 R e,
X4 FBank HFFAE B L TEAE 2 2.

1.3 FHENE

ZAEEAE T R AR PRS0, VR CRIE M R AE
EAFREEE S L —8. Hik, 2R HRRE
FHE A DLt /M 3R 0] JRT 72 AR RS2 ). fE AR 2
FEAE A H AR A s i AR 77 2 D A3 357 4 0 8
(Cepstral mean normalization, CMN)®! 5HEEZS
1 (Feature warping)®, ‘EAI 1R IE —E R I
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TTERARZY R, Gl #EE 577 Z M
# (Cepstral mean and variance normalization,
CMVN) 2, I 83 4918 5 77 2008 (Windowed
cepstral mean and variance normalization, WCM-
VN S 3 R T R R AE S 4 B2 it
CMVN, WCMVN LU RFAE 25 31 7 v #EAT 5 ik A
BRI ERME BT B, B AT BLE e &
CMVN J5 M JG , 7 SR iR AR A BRI
RAESAR, B 1) R A R 2 300 3 A BB TE
2 WCMVN J5ik U i, 75 SRR A 0 B A o A U
AL S B v i o A b AL A A,
FE SR A A0 A Bt S B e B A b, (RS AT S Y
FHEAERUE g .
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Fig.3 Histogram comparison of frame-level feature sequences after feature normalization
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P s S EAR, B 2% EARNKIE & W
AL 58— Y FERF AR A 1), DRI 5 0 it
AL FEAT 3 — P HURF AR SR B, DAISREE R S 4
10 H4E 48— WA R AE. Horh, @ EE R E
(Mean supervector)™ J& A JURFAE R BT V2 b e ik
Bl )75 —, DEAS T DU E I R B Ay
L, ME S5 2 BRI O R, IRAE AN R B B
IAESS, T 240 NI ME B R B R JE T R ) — &R 51
Tt

2.1 HEBXEHEE

FEU T NIRRT, ] 3R B AN g I
PEEE S —HATEM AN B —. £
Fe R, B A R AR U B 1 T R SR A
(A I A1 B 15 - O[] 58 4R BRI R TR R
IRTHRCH AR PR, U IPERE . H 1980 LK,
AFF 5 BA) 32 B B4 D e g 308 5 A 2 AR A 2R g |
2507 2, R IIZRHIE HEAT . N e R S AR
A (Gaussian mixture model, GMM)™. m#iR A
@ S A (Gaussian mixture model—
universal background model, GMM-UBM)™ 15
RAERMN—ZF =AML (Gaussian mixture model—
support vector machine, GMM-SVM) 7, J& J- 7
o I ITER & UL BT R Z Il Gk ) 1)
77 ARSI 15 AR G vt Re i, o E A R) 2%
FHIE—— GMM HEEREN HIEE | Rl

GMM #JE R Bl &I GMM & m il
B IERET RSN E SRR R, HAAH
YERZIEE W E R R AL B 5 ARZH AR E
EEEE SR GMM BE R SR —%
fetth, WG TR EANRE R, BEERED
BN T AT BRI RARAE. ASCUUEA 2 i
&) GMM-UBM 240661, 72 4 g GMM
PHEE R ERBOERE. &%, WE 4(a) P, #
RS Sl il N5 &8s (AR N IT KR HU)
K%k UBM. AJ5i L, UBM & —/Be i ik
A ER U AR SRR RS GMM, A T
10y N 222 2 R B R ISR ik, FoAT PR T 2

C
P (a:s,h,t; )‘) = ZWCPC (ws,h,t; He, Ec) (1)
c=1

Hrb, x, € RE FRORTIFRELIR P s ALt iE N
(56 b BiE 5 v I 28 ¢ 7S SRR AR, — MmT DASR
MFCC FHiE, FNFEAFERILERE; N = {7, te, T}
(c=1,2,---,C) N UBM KB ¥ 4L, 3 M54
RLE. BERES T ZHERE, C RS
B Po(Ts, b 05 poey ) 227 i W70 2. 18 1R T

AR

N
ot

(a) Y% UBM
(a) UBM training

GMM HE R

\/

(b) BIER. GMM
(b) GMM adaptation

K 4
Fig.4

GMM i o B4R UL TR = ]
Schematic diagram of GMM mean
supervector extraction

KRR, &t BIEE & K4k (Expectation maximi-
zation, EM) B3EP 1) R kAR, (74533 UBM
S HUIE .

RJE, WK 4(b) B, ¥ UBM 1E AR AL
B A R JE R #E (Maximum a posteri-
ori, MAP) flit+) XJ & Bl & 1E47 B 1& B LUK
FOXP R GMM. BART &, M TUtil A s 255 h Bid
BRI X = {xs n it = 1,2, -+, To n},
FEMURFAE @5 ¢« 1 UBM H 88 ¢ Do 277 A1

c o 7TcPc (ms,h,t;ucv Ec)
’75,h,t -

Zﬂlpz (s, n, 5 1, 2i)
=1
FIRI 2, SR 5 (8 26 B by 2
MR G S, /)

T
c § c
Ns,h - vs,h,t
t=1
T

c c
Fs,h_ E :rys,h,tw&h,t
t=1
T
Sc _ c T
s,h — Vs, h,tLs, h,tLs h t
t=1

(2)

RG] LR G S BT E RGN s £ h
BB Pt N GMM S5 538 A =, Bl

. acNg
Wg,h: : +(1_ac)7rc ﬁ

Ts,h
e ack],
Hs,n = e + (1 - ac) pe

s, h (4)
. c oSS,

= ’ 1—a.) X
(2 + HCNI) - ﬂg, h,tﬂg,rh,t
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He g R, B TR 7. BN 1; a.
W HA LT
- e (5)
N.+r
Heb, r AMKRE T, HTHE GMM 2802 A, ),
VRS ARERE . AR SEBR N A B IR R N A
PEREIIEE T BA B K IIME, Ktk UBM MIAUE S
P77 ZE R AR AR T DATE AR U0 1h N 2 A3 =2 AT
5 [R5 35 BT X B2 G MM 22 ] i 22 S AN A
BAaEBERE L. T, AT GMM A )43
PIME R EBHE N GMM H{E 8 R &, FELUE S
GMM [FJrfE—FKIR.

PR U E N S 1 SR R AR 45 A
PAAET EEST 2R GMM 4T bR, 3N R85
RE PR B E T EE AR, AR 1T, GMM S{E R R
B RBEEREZ 5UIE ARG ELRNER,
T B e IX S T AR B AT AME. RIS, B{E
R o [0 v 4 P A 2 P A B R K ) R
XFFAERE N 60 4EFE ERHE S B A 1024 A s
Sy E I GMM, I E R 5 (1 48 B KA 2 61 440
Yk (CF =60 x 1024 ). Ft, 7 Z3% L R A 4E
FE & T HLRE IS 4k K GMM KIME A& B K2 HUL A
RFIE &, FET LA, SO dREE T GMM
PIEB R AT A IME SRR — R 5 57%.

2.2 4HEZIEFES]

AT GMM R % &b 65 5 0 AR
AU AT RIE S, BIUER B GMM B{E#
KR ITBEAT 0, BT LIRS N 4 D&

Qe

2t H A TR
M; p=m+m;+my+m, (6)

H , M= (ﬂ;:rhv ) ﬂgTh’ B) ﬂgE)T e RF
FORVEN s 255 h BOBEE AN GMM BB R
m = (ui, -, i, -, po)" € ROF RN UBM H{H
R R, BT UBM RERE TR 4350 i 15 N ) %
WA G, DR e W DAER AN 55 1546 N TE R B
BE; m, € ROFFRGUIE NI my, €
ROF FR G5EM KI5 m, € ROV FoRbk %=
R AR EaRAR B, GMM H{H 8 o B T AE 5 ]
{807 23 R il N AH 5 7 25 ) 545 18 AH 0% 7 =% 1]
DAL I AT DB AR AE 22 [R) 24 2 B 7 2K, R AR GMM
PIE B R & 1 U0TE ANAE IS B I bR 1 AE S
B, TN R GG A AR (GMM MR R ) 347
PR, DLSRECE & F Ak i ik NS B A 2ekr
fE. PUR SN AMK (6) T 2E 10 R 16 & Fh R AE
7 B2 2 J5 %, 3X B AN R 5 V2 i L R 5 R
RHT IS, HA S ITERILEE R, W 1R,
2.2.1 8 MAP 753%

T GMM-UBM &%+ 1) MAP [ i& WA
53K (6) B —mHoRBE, TR A K B Joxt
BEAT G, R (4) ATRURIL, ag ), BSEHT A X
HIPI N AL, 73 5 U AR o FE ), /NE ),
TR 5 3% N TR (1 — o) e T, T LA 5568
T O H R R N

M, ,=m+ Dz, (7)

Hof, D e ROPXCE Jgxs sy b, T il A [F) 1
HBARNGER; 2., € ROV IULHEABET, MR

21 RFHEER % S TR B B

Table 1  Information of different feature space learning methods
Tk Hik T
M, , =m+ Dz, j MAP H3& 7 i
ZJMAP J7 52 ‘ ' RPN
D NXHAERE, 2o n ~ N(0, I) TE AT S A M
T— M, =m+Vy, , AENS RIS ARYE B A RN
V EHRIERE, yo, n ~ N(0, T) T AT S E M
M, , =m+ Dz, + Uz, REAGHEAT (R IE M2

AAEAF AR T D JIXHHSERE, 2o ~N(0, I)

U NIEBIEFE, ys, 0 ~N(0, 1)

(LS T A N VE 2 Ep ER RS €/
PR AT PR E Rz S

M, n=m+ Vys + Uzp + Dzs,n

V RIRBRAERE, yo ~ N(0, I)
U NEBFERE, @, ~ N (0, I)
D JAARERE, 25 ~N(0, I)

A TR T 43 BT AR

Mor P AME R SEERER
T ER AL PR AR 2SS B, TR R

M, n =m+Tw, , +e€sn
B
€s, h ﬁﬁ;‘é%i

T FRFRIERE, w, n ~ N (0, T)

S HERRER AR ERGEE
FREL T-vector FHAE 5 FHHET & 1E fME
€5, n EA 5 A H
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Eitd 48 %

HEIES S MMBENLIE AR, 45630 (6) ATA, Dz,
YR T mg +my, +m, T HIERT W, 55 2.1 51
PR, K8 MAP J7EM M, , 1 EH 5 UE
M BLERMTTRE L.
2.2.2  FRIEFRE

KAEHE (Eigenvoice) BRI 4] /2 15 & iR
R STE N B IE N T ERY. AR B E T MAP 1
PR, 548 MAP 5% R B M58 BE
AR, H S F PR 5t AT 5 56 B 1 21 e e
M EARAE 123 (A DR L R 8 3R 45 AR 4 R R AIE 36
~ HEFLNEA:

Ms,h =m+ Vys,h (8)

Horp, v e ROPXE (R < CF) NARFRAAL & 5 5,
BHIB R K BRSO N T8 y, , € RENEA
PRUEIEZRS 20 A U6 AN T Vg, 5 ys, n I EA
VERA) PR AT A

EAFE RIS, M7V AR AE M P TR B,
R FAEA BT 5 F 4 738 (Principal com-
ponent analysis, PCA)" &£, BiAd GMM #)1H
BRI T ZH N VVT R, BEBRER
AEEAENE, M DAFEAT FR A H0H & T Al ok ik
P T ZFE . DR, Jovdk B s I s R LR A T
(Maximum likelihood estimation) 73 E|Z4, %
KA EM 5ok #EAT 2806, RS, X (8)
WA LLE H, GMM BHEHEBERE M, , £ H UBM
WRBRE m N E—E AR Vy,, ), T3R5
b, fEBET GMM HIE R, GMM 2% B /£ 4
TEEFERE VBRI e Ak, 1 J7 v R R s A 6 1 5
W, 528 MAP J7ER0L, HIGEAT(EERME.
223 AHFERE

A3 1l A A [ 1 2 s b B2 ) GMM
A 8 % B O R ORAIE S8 A AR [R] 0 24 X e 0 4 ok
H AN 3R 5 ), (58S B R 1 m )
B R B B 22 5. DRI, 0 20k AT 13 T M LA
T PR BB 8 0 >R B AN [RS8 015 & 048 247 20007
7. BT AAE B, ARAEME TE R i B (5 18
ERAAETEE 2R, il eEEE ST
TS, R AR TR B IE S B AR BT S
b HAMEEERT S 2 M MAP J7iE4 &0,
HAAFUTEA:

M, ,=m+ Dz, + Uz, (9)

Hrf, D e ROFXCFJRHMAERE; 2, € ROF JFiiiE
ANBIT; U € ROPE (K < CF) NIRBRAE(F TEH
B, & BB RES TK B AE 1E T 2218 @, € R ~ N(0,
I AEIER T T & EXEIE S BT 2,

I 252 H 75 A B[R] — Uil AAS [ 1E R s
AR, AT WA EAE AR SR B — e MR
FEF, 5630 (6) 741, Dz, X NT m, +m, .
HILAT W, Dz, PR E —ENREE R, %6
S0 A R P A S
224 BERFHTER
BeA T8 (Joint factor analysis, JFA) £
TRYBSE ARE B S AR RS AL N &5 & 7k, 1%
T LR NGBS EERE R RYE GMM
YEAEEE O 5 I AE 2 () I 4 1 S [ 15 B R s, B
X SR A 8] 3 ) e HARAE B H B V 5 KRS
EHE U B2 prok s 2 a). 2T ik, GMM ¥{E
R RN AWIE NG B BIEE R S5k E
EEREHEAETER. X TUE AN s 8 n BOE ST
KL GMM B)EE R M, HEALTER
M, ,=m+Vy,+Uxy + Dz, (10)

Hrp) V e ROPXENCEAIE S HFE, ys e RE N
YIE AT, U € ROFVEHCRAEEERFE, o), €
RE NEIER T, D € REFXCF %t M 1 5% 72 71 4nf
FBE, 2z, € ROV YR ZER T

£ (10) H, V, U 5 D ¥4 JFA BERE
ZH, HRTAFAE W FE S 8BO0 A5 TH 7%, 2 ek
G TE S ML T . R e T A
RAHZEAKR, BGHE T EE IR ETH N ESH
SRR BT AR O VAR B Vv, AU
5 D, SRR T ys, @, 5 26, WIGIHE
IR BE NAH G 0 Viy,, FFEFETEA G 77
Uz, 5RZEM KD Dz, KIEFUGEAMER H
1. BT JFA BT EZFIERF L, Kbt
AL TR NEAFEE M EHdE. 5 LR
4 MOTIEAREG, R JFA BAERE S T2 (6) #
4B 4 i, XWAERS JFA BB IR1G L b
RTTE ORI RS, SR, BT JFA B 250 A
[F) o AT R AL, DRI T R R P .
225 RBEETEER

B PR 2 BT A Y B AR A — oA R ) G R AIE
PEMTT v, (R HARE AU R TP AT IR AR AE — 2L ) 3 50
NG B SEERG BIFAE e S B AL, RS
A ) T N AR 5 25 1] 5 ARAE A 18 25 (8] 2238 B i
NG BB, Ak, BIEME 2 LA, Joik
T2 R ) ARG EE B, HGER
S BREMEA — @ AR BB E A R
CIRYSGibuR=_S R RS SE N PN = e sl U RSN s
ARk 72 [E] (Total variability space, TVS)® 0 4%
BB SL 5 ) B ARAE & 2 A 5 ARG TE 2] 2071
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PRG-I & (Identity-vector, I-vector) J77A!,
Tl ) 4 GMM BME R E SRR
[B) F B o0 ) SRR BHT 5 AR 4E R IE R R ——
I-vector FHiE. TAF T I-vector FFfE AL 355 1E 5
BAENRSUEN S LR SERN UR) &
B AT PSR 2 1f #2700 a3 AT il

5 JFA J7iR T, T-vector J7iEAN T B X 43 it
NS, & B o) SR R GMM
VHEHB R &I AT, H3LEEUT I-vector FFERE
k7K GMM PME 5= K 2 5k A FIE, BT
I-vector FFAIE I 4E B UK, 1145 —LerE S 440
ANIE FH B G AME SRS AT L&, B B s i mT £
EM:. #HAE LA B S T-vector V5T & T HAL
R0 1 e ﬁﬁ%?UTTL?Z%E FE RN TR A
PR AT A B R TV —, AR A (8] 52 5] B
YEN T-vector J7i2H ICHER 7L N A5 2 — T 485 52 K
LR BRI, H TR AR A (]
AR LA AR IR B iR S A B T,
T TR A IX PR 7 T A 41
2.2.5.1 FTMEHE

FE 70 B B AR A 2 R] 2 21 5 T, AR A S A8l
23 AR (B 2 AN (), T ARy i 28
— WG RS E N GMM 315 8 % 2 e 5 )
I-vector 4L Ja T (5 72 L, i 0 ik 72 5] AAS
[l K e g0 s, SRIEAT BRI ) 20 55— 3%
TS N GMM 18 2% 5 3] T-vector RFHAE R B 5%
AT U

1) BRZER

T AR R R E -vec-
tor REAESRINTT 1%, o 5 H I 7 2 D i s BT 1 20
#r (Front-end factor analysis, FEFA) 777", 1

ez Ja, — & 5Ed B X GMM BI{EE K
R AT A A PR 5 2] R A A A T 1 U7 VA A 4k

. EATR Z )& T 1w R A TV AR T T,
flhn: 5T EM Bk PCA J5 k1, B £ oy 47
#r (Probabilistic principal component analysis,
PPCA)® M DL R+ 741 (Factor analysis, FA)M
G XETEINA: GMM HE R R Z 1 ZE S
AR B T H GBI AR & T-vector $#1E, 1K H
T AT 2 G B R ik 22 . MR T vkl i ke Ak 22
HH R 853 B e A, SRS B AR A AR TR 2 2

a) AR 7081 (FEFA). {4 I-vector J5i%
FFEA, A B GMM ME#E R B T AL PR
M 28 2 7. Baum-Welch 4 it & 5248 & I-vec-
tor FHIE 2 [A] BT 5¢ F R 5 2] AR A (/). T
Tk B A ER Baum-Welch &t =5 I-vec-

tor FFEZ AL R, H Baum-Welch it & 5
GMM 51 M Rk 7 BA S R R i BLAT5 44 DA
GMM #HME# R EME XSG H FEFA LR IE
7

M, =m+Tws (11)

HpT=(T7, -, 1T, -, TL)TeRCF*E (R < CF)
AR SRS (Total variability matrix),
T, e R AR R T B, w,, , e RE~N(0, T)
NAFRHE T-vector 4#4i, Baum-Welch £t it#& N¢ ,
5 F¢, KSR IS WA (3). sl (11) ATEL
E i, FEFA 775 AR 5 AN & 5k 22 0
HAZBE Y T-vector FfiE AL E T 2R ME S
5 ST BT IR B ARFAE 2% 7] 27 21 TR 2R AR, FEFAE/%’
W ERH EM 83k T S8 SRR, 78
E P REM I w, 0 £ NS, 5 Fe, 6N HE SR
W LML ERIEE u&}:%ﬁ%%ﬁ@'f

I+Z

E= LZTT L(FE, -

hTT 71

(12)
N;:,hILC)

Y=L+ EET
Hr p. 53,4598 UBM e M &1
HR TS IT ZH .

M %, &7 E A Baum-Welch 4iit &
5 T-vector FIBEAASR BRI AL, S8 JG RIS S8 T
P FHIEAH R 0, A2 25 T M EH A

I STR—. T
| (13)

2 EH 5 MPMREERG, B RLSE
Tk R, ¥ T AN (12) H, BIAT43 3] Ivector
FHEREIRIME E, ¥ AER KRB I-vector FFE
BIH]. 3T EM 5iE1 PCA 55" 5 FEFA J5ik
B, ARG RZEM/K.

b) MEZ E 44T (PPCA). 5 FEFA J5i
ANFE, PPCA 7kl B =B, KT biRoR
FEL R

M, =m+Tw,,+esn (14)

HA, e, n e R ~N(0, 021 N ZERE, HEM
7 ZH P& A A7 (Isotropic), Kt e, , H4EZ
() B SRR FE AR ). B2 tH T e OB 7 250 B
S [FEE, DRI AE AT SRR THI % S 8 B
P A 1 (ESR ) EM SR T SR Al B A Y v
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S 48 %

REREER, B ETFRENRESHE—ES
ST R, PRIR 2 801G oL~ 52K H EM
HEEAT PPCA J7iE st

c) R¥a#r (FA). rorthiris o BF Y5
3 (14) AHRIRFRIE 2, (H S 5k 22 B 07 22 56 1)
ESCEINE H: HE e n ~ N0, @), Hi & N5
) 5 VR0 A b 7 ZZ AR . S EUbt RS
PPCA K, 7 ZRAH EM Hi2K 578 2 80 B

DAL BI Dy 3 BT AN [R5k 22 AR 1 1) A A A 2 ]
)TV, CEANAE I B T TH IR 22 S AN RN R
HRERA —EZR. B TE NIRRT,
BRI 2R B — R B 2 =X, mT DL ZR I B Y
J5 TR AT AR N (R R AE SR BG4, TR R 2Ry
B MO R B SR AN 1y, RS B AR A i ) 52
FBENSZ B 0E 2 1) vk, FE Tk, AR AL E
IR 3 P EAH B R AE B B R ()R] 5 A B, 9
AR G R, WK 2 fros. H, o) Rk
BH, © XRBIEH (Hadamard) et

2) WA oK R AR

X AR 7 8] 5 2] J7 18K 2 0 i A8 Ak 7 (]
2l AR GMM BME#E R E (8L Baum-Welch 4t
M) 5 I-vector FFfE RIS ¢ Rkt 4T 700,
AR 48 FEAFAE I ELAR ) 45 R i R 7. 1R SR 51
— M BT AN A B R R IR O AR R Ui X
ANFRABEGH FE R o, DARON 25 ) T R T

a) 0T BUR ¢ 2 ok in) /B, R A BAR (Local
variability modeling)"" i F]H GMM )1 K
EHEE ISR T-vector FfAiF 2 8] 1) J& &6 Al 48
P, k=W i Tvector FRAE] ML ¢ K;

BT Wibigiy (Sparse coding, SC) B LM N
FH - B S R R 4 sl AR AL R [, AT 980D Bt BT o
A 2= 0] T SRR (Generalized variab-
ility model)™ & XF GMM HMEME K EE T-vec-
tor HFAE W SR 5 F vy 0 20 A7 AR T T R 1] R
IR 2o AT R B v R S o A, R B A AL
B AR O R

b) X T AN PR AR B PR 50 ) R, B AN R B4
R AEAEIRAEAAE 2. (Source variable), MM 3K
TE R S B0 15 VA B2 250 WA 5% R AN — B0 )
BT R/ABEAAME (Minimum divergence cri-
terion) MRS5S KM T V200 8 Ik kAN [ 4 e v )
JelafE BB AT @R, SR ST R R FLHEAT A A
SR AR BN T s v A7 A IR PR B VR 1 1) R
BT A LR (Uncertainty propagation) [
J7VEEY NXF Baum-Welch i1t &5 I-vector $HiE
(1) B St O 2R P AN 5 1 DR 2R B A R s e AT
155, AT BRARIA 5% 2k LT T-vector FRAIER 7N HIRZIA.

c) X T S AR TR R, ) X T-vector fi
1T (Generalizing I-vector estimation) 7774 F]H
F A3 [AIIEAZ S5 (Subspace orthogonalizing prior)
KB 2 M T-vector J7 vk bR = W G068, AT
T AL kAR T B S TR T B A R
73 f# (Randomized singular value decomposition)
R 79200 3 e A AR A T 6 7 OR R T S
TR EME B AR 3 PR,
2.2.5.2 BEERE

TG B U7 ik BOR RR B AR A 2 I-vector
fiE, EAE S B R A H 2R ME B X BN

~ [7) B 22 B T R T B B R A e 2 T A Y
F 2 BT ARG Z BT S A A 7 ) R
Table 2 Unsupervised TVS model based on different residual assumptions
J7 i ik E & M 3 T AR
c —1
L= (I + >N ,,,sz:;ch)
e=1 -1
M, p=m+Tw; .
FEFA!M ) [, e = S h— NS ppe S : :
WAMBRERERYE  pory s (R, - NCm) [Zh S E} (Zh e "T) 0(CPR+OR + 1Y)
Y=L+EE'
b (1 ) =g -me) (57)
o2 s, h s, h
13-44) M p =m+Tws n+esn )
PPOASY e At B = LT (M., —m) 7= cplz (M )T (M) - 0(CFR)
Y=L+ EE' s h
tr (TTTT)}
. T= |:Z(Ms.h_m)E:| <ZT)
FAR) M. p=m+Tws n+esn L= (I+TT‘I)71T) R SA’I o _ O(CFR
Wk 22 BIh 7 22 R 4% T S E=LT'& ' (M, —m) o = oFS1 (M., —m) (M, , —m) — (CFR)
Y=L+ EE" sh

T'YTyo I
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R3O T AFRIMR 5 R B T B e A A 4 [ A 7

Table 3  Unsupervised TVS model based on different mapping relations
H UIRES R
JR) AR A R Y T M GMM HfERREREAD L8 S vector RHIEZ 0] T 48 1
WA % F ik M B R I FH = 025 5] R 4 AR A0 78 TR
T AR R RIS 56 2 o i 7 ) AT B BEY R B s ke o 20 A
PngiN e o AN IR e o B e s R HEAT B AR, 2 S BE R X I AT B2 A WL 56 2R
AN ERARHO P - . X p— P : .
AN E P A 3B of WG 9% 2R AN E T TR 2T A S R AT A, PR AICER B O B A S R
[ " X T-vector ffiit?? FI R IEA SR VSR T S
WAL 7T B3 LI SR T S

BT M B 2] SR IR AR A s R) 22 2] 7T, EAT
BIRe A R FH 2015 B ok 48 3 8 A4 23 () 2 2,
FEBF WA/ (Partial least squares, PLS)
TEP R w5 /N — 9 (Probabilistic partial
least squares, PPLS) J7VAP°L A W& £ s 74
(Supervised probabilistic principal component
analysis, SPPCA)P, & f /M K SE0E (Minim-
ax strategy) WL &5 R RN A LR
4 FhITIE.

a) ff/N 3 (PLS). PLS Jiikfe A5 3R F 2%
MG B AT BN R ), B R B
GMM ME R 5 5 RAIR 2 1) A L7725 (8] R 3R B
BATTZ A B SR IAT B, I DAL SR 8 AR 2R 6k AN () %
I B X 53 e 7, T 2 3 7 [R) OE A2 e AR A AR ]
& XF R B A3 GMM 3{E 8 2k &= 0] LA
KR RNBIREE M = (M, -, M, -, Mx)T €
RN>CE e M, 955 n B & O B2 GMM )
HBERE, n=1,2,---, N, N A RELHEIFE
ALH. R, PLS 77950 K52 K one-hot
i, Wy, =(0,---,0,1,0,---,0)7T € RX,
b KNI REEBIR IS R nH. & ST RS
SR R AFR R LRI AR Y = (y1, -+,
Yn, 5 yn) T € RVXE FTFDL 5558 L, &idhs
HEAL 5 ) GMM BIEE R B M) 5 bR %
FFE Y1) ok R AT LLRR LN R A

R
My =WT"'+E= ZwrtIJrE
r=1
R (15)
Yo =UQ"+F=) uq/+F
r=1

Hf, R(R<K) NBASRARR AR 0O, 2
ARG (] R E s TERF ORI RE T, S m] kA —4
wy, te, ur Hqp T=(t, -, t., -, tg)e REF*R
BN, W = (w, -, w,, -, wg) € RVXR
N I-vector FFAEAL R HERE, F:4T X N —A T-vec-

tor HFE, ZERR AR, BT ARG — 40 K
B w,, XTSRRI M, 76 484 7 ] 2

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;}i%iﬁg&%ﬁ) Q:(q17"'7q7‘7"'7qR)€
REXE [ fi MM U= (uy, -+, up, -+, ug) €

RYVXE 1300 /66, 5 W AL, B JGEARE T LK
"M REw,; B, FNRERE.

e iR A A ) 4 Sl R, 7 EARIE GMM
BB RE SRAREAE A TR PRSI
ARAE B Z, Wb B R P i E B8k,
A, 38 7 ZORIEE ARG R R Ok, M 2
SRR B SRS A )RR R, L E/RRE]
PR W LT LA )

Jr = max {\/Var(wr)var(ur)corr(wr, u,)} (16)

3 (16) N UEARKT 0 B bR eg £, 6 Hoak 4y
KRNI R U AT ER T ¢, 5 q,. )G, T2
HARFERE M, 52015 BAERE Y, BEAT4ER, T
AEIE 1) M) 5 Y pr) AR TR — 4L 2
HARREL T 9B H 10 5 g HHEAT R UGEA
Ja, BDA AR S AL RE T, 1 GMM WE K E
TE AR 23 8] B2 RN T-vector RH-AE, AT B A
A5 PRl ) B R AE R B M) BEAT 30K,

b) #tZ ki fe /N (PPLS). ME2 w5/ —3fe
J5EP et /h 3 (PLS) &Ry Bk,
BB R R, TR AR R RE AL T PLS
Jii%. PPLS ik GMM BEERE M, , 5
RN Y, YW AL & w, , &3t —E ML
PEAR e 3R AF, ek AR Y., SRR S M, 17
AR, NG E M, , 5 Y, ZRIERR. Ed A
A& w, ), R, M, , 5Y, , FRARATLIER

Ms,h = m+Tws,h +€s,h
(17)

Yon=py +Quw,pn+Csn

Hrr, m e RYF Jy GMM ¥EH R & A+
M E; py € R NSAIFRZE T Al 5 b i L ;
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T € ROPFJg A UAERE, TN w, o 1M, 8 3, S, 9 KET GMM SRR, £ —BEEA s
e (AR AR B, T ()0 3K s 1 E s A ) ) — A 2tk (1) 4= ER1E & Bt B ) GMM ¥{ERK &, 5 PPLS
TN, KR B AR ] Q € REXE [yt far 5 TiiEAHE, SPPCA J7% 3 AR W Ui s FH 2l hr 25
B ws p, € RE~N(0, I) NAILEEA &, TRAFRFK M /2 B aCth o [R) SR s SR AR e — 2, IR T GMM
¥ T-vector F#1iE; €5, n € R ~ N(0, Dpy10) 5 o € KB R E MR £ Hh T Y, SPPCA J7
K N0, By ) WRERL, By 5By HiR EBTA] EM ST SHE .
ZRB o, n 5o n MWHTTZHE; Hegn, Cn 5 d) /N SREE . B0 R SR HUE 5 VPl AR 4L
wg, , PIPEZ AIAH BT TR T SHCR R, 5K (17) i RS Ok R AN — B e) B, K N KSR (Min-
AT LAEEA A — A imax strategy)P” 5| A\ 2| S AR 73 (8] (1) 52 ) S RE
Zsh=pz+Aws p, + & n (18) 1% 71207 8 ik 3 — v ) SR s AN B R RURS:, T 3
Wi, Z,, = (MsT,}w thﬂ? pz = (m", b, A= FRUEAE XS B /N B o0 R X B gn Y EIRASF
(@7, QU €0 p = (€7 . €T )T ~ N(O, Byp,) ZATLE ERRNLSE R, WSk 4 s,
ATRUR B, A (18) 530 (14) BAMRIMIE L, 2.3  LiEIME
e e MM 911 ] Lvector HHEBALR, F
SRR, KEHASE 2 FAREY, | O e )
L VLI AT 5 30 [55). HAFH R 4G T-vector RFAIEH 144 ﬁj’f 'ﬁiﬁj/\?fﬁj
o) BB E WA ST (SPPCA). 4 M 2k TRE R, WiE & V\J%ﬁé# PEAS B T i 22
SHARHTITIED SRR RN (PPLS) Jjige 7 oAb (RIS £, SRR, 1205 5
oL, (B PR AR A BT R AR, SPPCA 7 B %%E@‘m*ﬁ%‘ﬁ ASZALIR B (Ses-
’ : : [59] R EEESE A AL
/iﬁﬁiﬁ%%ﬂﬂ GMM i@{ﬁﬂ:ﬁ%%’ﬁzﬁiﬁ)\, i S‘IO\H V&I‘labh‘%) /;\Xj:ﬂ:J:L1n oy TELR H & iE M
A HISHEL TN (FEFA) HA00 /73, 4 Banm. 7 ZRXIFRATHIL A TAGXTAET E55 97 PR
Welch G5 fE MM A% 3 stz sp- MMM LT R, S5 S5 Jype: —
PCA i HA4 UL TRt RITEIE F B AR IR 7 2 (W R BAT 2 T M
M. -t T REAEZI2: 21, T 55 — K77 VAU oL 5 38 M e
{ ’ ’ (19) AT 2 TEAME. X BRI R TT ik
Sa=m+ Qe MRS 1E L, 2 5 BT,
F 4  ANEAEELSBES R RE R
Table 4 Information of different supervised TVS models
T R
PLSH 23] GMM iﬂ{ﬁ%%%%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ%%ﬁ%??I‘Eﬂ,#4@?21??‘9‘%@5%?@7
SRIEH GMM A B e AL T2 ) BB AE T-vector FHIE
PPLS™ %3] GMM BB 5 R MARE R AL R, HKHAEN Lvector FHE
SPPCAM™ 23] GMM AR5 R GMM 8 R R A SRS B, 30K 3L Lvector HHAE
=N NSl I R A A5 5 R R e /ML R A 2%
x5 ARSTEAMEINRLEER
Table 5 Information of different session compensation methods
H 5 JiE R
LDA KU e/ RIS ek
WCCN®! e A
F A NApP®™ THERIEN T 1)
NDAF FORMEE X S IEER . BRIEMEER
LWLDA® PARERT 477 3QRR IS Y
Sl BB R AR AR AT W A
RHE T BSBL I S P A SR o A R A 3R A T 67 EE A
FDDL® SIN Fisher IF Ik - SR AN 5] 28 5 (¥ 1X 43
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231 FEERFE
RRTTERZ 2R T, kT
B8 AR UL 1 A B B2 7 7, T S
6 I-vector FFAEFERE B 3 2 A X 70 PR 125 /)
FEARZ TTiE, B 9 IR 7 2t 400 53 A
(Linear discriminant analysis, LDA)" J fgfg
> B AN BURE B> H S TR RS e K ) 125 1), A
T A 2008 5 [ S 54 1) () Sk e 04 2 () 1)
X o, eAh, 1R 2 HofhdE 75 2 (el 8 AR 1 2
TWAME T E M RESRAS BB AR 25 3L fltn: 2B
P 7 Z % (Within-class covariance normaliza-
tion, WCCN)!9 g BRI 0 4 12 2 A Sy 2% [ &
SIARAL B AR; PLshJEER RS (Nuisance attribute
projection, NAP)“ U LLVHBRPL N 77 AR AL H b5,
ESHH A 9 (Nonparametric discriminant
analysis, NDA ) i i i FH B S5, >k 2] Ji
4 T-vector FFAEAE 25 [A] 1 (1) JR) 5 28 0] [X 73144 S
HRNILMAF R, S 15 HRe 0% b 1k = 7 4 A
R 46 I-vector HFFAiE; T R # AL E 26 M4 340 1) 43 #r
(Locally weighted linear discriminant analysis,
LWLDA)S5 Ju] ARt ) 77 2R 3R B 15 A28 A
BRE, 8 o DG IR B o) L b AT 4 8, AT BE e 1%
figp R v B 20 AT R 2 1 A M R R 1 i) i, S RE RS fR
B 56 T-vector RHIE N 1K R B 4514
FIRTTEAE S 2] B R AR T-vector FRERI 52T
8] 5, 7 BB R UG I-vector R HEAT #52 ERIR.
& R EA T-vector FHAEN w, WG T-vec-
tor FEAIE T AR IR A
w=A"w (20)

Hrp o A R, @ ASTERME () 5
I-vector 4F1iE.
2.3.2 $HEEWN

BB RO VRN T AR 2 R AR T-vector RRAEH fE
5 RN UG NSRS B BIA T 92, A T
U5 T-vector FREIEAT B, 2 1M 78 2 Ao 7 A i
FINTEZ AR FA RIS R S A N AL R B2 1h
WG R IR E TR R L DL 2z 2] (1) 5 SR AT
AJRAEZES], BAT bR R EURE Re B R A

fw; D) = S Jw - Dal + hg(@)  (21)

o |- | RoRREIZE (L2 Y53k, D AfssRkaAd,
gla) NAHRDL, vl LLEF ZMIE, el Bl ZA
LRI F B X NI R
TEIXRITEH, T Wiigiy (Sparse coding,
SC) WM& EAME T 1ES R B JF 4G T-vector FHAERT
IOAMELLT R, T 2 05 AR A5 JB ATk 22 1) 7 25

B, T Hopmmn DUt 2 (Block sparse Baye-
sian learning, BSBL) 7772 d ik F] I He ]y AH G
PEXT I-vector FFAEHEAT #5575 B M), #£F Fisher #)5|
F#1%>] (Fisher discrimination dictionary learn-
ing, FDDL) 1777 M@ 51 X Fisher 1E NIk
BEIR 5 O AN [ 2] 1) [X 231

FESRAF 7 D J, BIURTA AT 546 T-vec-
tor FFAL I E A, 10 A JE FIRHIE Do 5581 R R
o BT UAE i 18 N ) R HEAT 8.

3 (ESEENTREG

YIE N A GRFAE 1) 1 — BRI BT RN AR5
UK S 1R 7 2, X RO kE R A R A
HAx, BEBIES AT 55 RN N3 TRMIE R R % 2.
XTI N RRAE T LU M RRAE, 6 dn: MFCC
FEAE X4 FBank FRAESE; tH A7 DUE XS N AE 5 B
KK B BAFAE, Blhn: X245 MFCC 8 %t
FBank FHIF AT 5 2 T W47 HFE2 0 BRURRAIE | 15 1
BIRFE S, RSN R AGHRHIE f5 , B AT 7EAE 55 0k 3l 5K
HWE I Fe T R AT A A AE SR EL. IR TR E M
P A T REAE I — A 3 T4 48 W0 4% 7 vk AT
TERLSR, IR0 X 25 1 J2 B AR N B R R AT
F: T RETESALEAR, 6o B R SR s (1) & B
BOATECA LA, AT SEEH THI R AT 45 16 R R RFAE
TNTHHE 393 N A B A F B R T A SR AS [R) ) )
TEFRE T V.

3.1 MEWEKFE

H 21 WDk, s M2 7 EAE 3 R
& A G EE 1B R 00 S5 A0 ) A AT 3 HUAS
TEREE R, HHAE Y AR R s — Bk S
PRABA M RE, Ho%RE — H i (KT I-vector /i%,
ER] I 28 19 26 5 4 H AMEAE A TR — R 2 5
FEAIFEM. HE 2014 FHEREZ-E (Deep-
vector, D-vector) J7 i [ HII, #1482 7 VA AE
Vo vE N Sk 787 75 Sk £ . SR, D-vector J7i%
IR AE SR AT V2%, 7 0T Wi AR AE T 41 3R 3%
B R IRE ) ) IR IE R TR D-vector FFiE, HH
R REATISR B BAR T T-vector £, JRERZ, HE
I-vector HFIE 1 @A R AE A8 18 HUAS A T BEAE 118 5]
PERE, X — R i 2 T PR 22 X 48 T v is N E )
B FLE BRI Hh ) T IX 28 DR 288 A0 v BT B2 B LR 11
PG NFFIEMIFRE RN (Embedding) #F1E. 7EE2Z
Ja, —RINEET AL T 1L UL TE N A R IE S
VAR gk B, 1% 28 92 = i o 2 o) JR dh A s
R GIRRZE G X R, HATRIEM SRR B
1 ZENP T I Rt 7t — &M aity, 2 H
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VR BRI, ARt MK A R B T A, WIS S5 S 2 I R, SN DR A A
3.1.1  MLELEH AR E G RN T BN 2% i, JE I 5] A Ge it tl

A K LLUETE N ) BRI 1R R R
48 5 M B A AR IR P 28 45K, 5399 9 D-vec-
tor 77 X-vector J7 &M ARG J LA 4H - 4§
(Visual geometry group-medium, VGG-M) 257
IRFETR ZE M 2% (Residual network, ResNet)™ 7 DA
FOT A RBTM 4 (Generative adversarial network,
GAN)™,

1) D-vector J7¥%. ##] D-vector JTiEH T 5
SCAAH IR U 15 AR AR B, FoHg bR SO R
(2 WO # FBank REAESEAT Hf42 I FH AR X 45 1)
BN, RJEE R AER (Full-connected) IR
A M2 (Deep neural network, DNN) SKiEAT i
PURFEBRST, WOE R ECR ] maxout B3, H bR 3L
MK softmax $ 5%, A28 &% 5 — N B 2
SR TR AR, fi S5 R B B R il 2R AR A1 SR R
BB AR BCR) R ARFAE, FLM 48 S5 I 5 (a) Fror.
{E15TE R K&, D-vector /7y mige e iE R - 3¢
HH IR PR A AT AE N 306 35 24 iy Mot ) i 5 4 1o, D
pLiBORYIIE TN EREN U E D i PNl o N E
B, IR GIN TR EBSMRE & R (Phone) L=
# (Triphone) {5 &, KK HY R AE CAT K
(AR AE SR I T V2 I AN R A

PL D-vector J77E NIEAL, — R 5 I T 28 X 2%
VRFE SR BT VAR 4% IR, 3X 26779 2 N J7 Tl
FRERTC. — 7, 35 7L ZESE D-vector J714 )
MR AE R BUEERG , JF BevtHi i 5e 7 5E 9 (1) A 42 1Y
28 BERE R BEAT MIZURAAE SR AN, RIS DASKR B2 R AiE
BB 77 SR SKIUA) R AE . 14n: EET (Bottle-
neck feature, BNF) FFET ™. ZT CNN [y 2h R
TEFE IR M g 7000 8 S — 5 T, FEAR TR N B 5%

(Statistical pooling) “F-¥4ithft. (Average pooling)
S, KGR E 7 S A O ) ORAIE. X
KT HEAFE X-vector 75 AL )2 1)
VGG-M M 5 ResNet 5, H bk 3 M35
TR R BRI R S A L AT QT

2) X-vector J5¥%. MG &5 5 BN AR AT
LB SRS S BAN T, Bt BT OES
B 2 3R — R E B AR A, A R Aa
SRR O — S PR [EAS SRR (B 4n: — B, =B
ZE41) BeWS A AR UL N IR RS RE. X-
vector HiEIEE4k K 1 iX— A8, N 73 23S
NS BRI et e, Ho Refs A iR v
S TEISREER N E M A ML (Time-delay
neural network, TDNN)® 5] A\ F| 2% 2844 4. B
R 5, X-vector J7 2K 1 b 42 I 1) X 2 FBank
FRAEIE NI ZEMH 22 28 v S8 f il ot e i il b 2 ok
THEMBFEN Gt &, XSS EA 2%
B2, BUSRBCRFIB IEZ MBI (Rectified lin-
ear unit, ReLU) %, HARREIFKHA softmax i
K. —RGIHALE B R EEEND TR, T
2 Z 1) Embedding REAEFH T 828 25 1% 4050 55
#r (Probabilistic linear discriminative analysis,
PLDA)® g4, S22 B Embedding FFAE N
HT 5% 24T 7> (Cosine distance scoring, CDS)
TR FEAS TS FR I 28 5 A ] 5(b) .

5 D-vector J7iEMILE, X-vector J7iETEACHE [
TR AR AT SN A R . BART S, D-
vector JyEH 4 IEFE) DNN R4 HAA F R0k
R TE & B, N = RSB S A B
H . 1M X-vector Jii%H ) TDNN NI gEfs R R A

(O O - O O)«xix>(O O ~ O O)
magE<«— (O OO O) (O OO O)— agusi
o O O-0 O) ( GitEwwz )
T 25 45 A1 B S5t (O OO O) (O OO O) }
T e
O O0-0 O © O0-0 O)
{@, @ @) e P — (@, o 3, o )

(a) D-vector 75 ik 4 251
(a) Architecture for the D-vector approach

Kl 5
Fig.5

(b) X-vector J5 VI 2% 21
(b) Architecture for the X-vector approach

PR 28 S5 K 0T EE

Comparison of two different network structures
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I 28 &R I BRSO BICE T AR BEGEZ, A
Hr A FXREM%E S8, B
DNN BA B4 K FiR §E ™. 4k, TDNN
FIE 1 1R G b 25k 7R P o 428 DX 285 [P T ) S i 5 4,
HooT DL A2 I B AUE L EALS] (A 2 TAERS
W B —4E CNN) SRSZHLM 25 1 34T )1 25

X-vector FiEHTHALRMHRE, —&8#t G
T & e AU i AR s ) E R TEZ —. — &
HIE T BRI W2 Tk 2 I, Horh 8
NIZ KT 3 TDNN (Factorized TDNN,
F-TDNN)®5#4 5% & TDNN (Extended TDNN,
E-TDNN)® ] X-vector FFFHEE 7%, A& @it
W B4~ TDNN JZ AL E 5 B 23 A 9 ARG RR R P
BRI S5, (5] IR BR 1) L rh — AN RE N
IR AT H B R A ORAS B B SE RV, 5 X S FZ
(RN 3 B R S S M AT R T, IRE B E L AAE 4
JRUST J2 SR 3G T X 2% () 56 B2 . Ak, I — S8 A
X-vector ¥ & J7i%, Blan: 3T X-vector 1AM
TG & REAE SR U7 V0L K I8 5 R E SR BT A
IR R SCO8 RIRHIESE I T VA 25 5 LRI
B BRI RS 1S N UIEE 2 VoxCeleb™ ™)
(R A, BIAME N IO B R 42 R G 42 I 28 T
%, WAHZE BB T B AT R R R, BT 0
VGG-M M4 5 ResNet.

3) VGG-M M%%. VGG-M M 2% 4] i SCRR [72]
FeHh, JERCER (73] I ME B 51N B E A )R
FESEEUN . VGG-M 4% 3 Bl it 2 NG 2.
AR5 4R DNN JZ 2416 B0 oR 3 i i 45 1)
IREES TR L, FF LA RS T N 28 (1) 5 2 R 7. Hor,
B A2 Re 8 0 B B UL 7 o5 YO 1B Y (0 B0 3T A 2
I, PR AT DL A 30 31 Jey ) R SCR IR N 25 T
102 R T e HE AT I 46, AR A\ A 2 1 2
YEREAT B RAE. RN, HIERH T VGG-M M2
KIS H &, A5 06 2R & 1) T R S ok
SE I 25 ) 5.

VGG-M M % LATE S EIRHEE AN, R4
T2 N EHE S E A A RIEATRAER R, it
HE R A R (Maximum pooling), FiE BREL
KH ReLU %, & ZHERESALZEHE
FHIER NG, B AL H P2 (Average pool-
ing), AL M 2IEREHATRIER RS2, B
BRI EON R softmax BRE, B A48 2 I H AT
PIE 3l NRHIE AT . (AR SR 2, B
A N DX 2% ) T S AR AR F 1) 7 B T e K R )
EIRFE, (H P30 A 2 B8 8 0T = i s b 47
PIESREL, PRI VGG-M W45 i 240 LIRS F) AL

4) IREEFRZM %% (ResNet). 240 4% 1) = 23

Ty, R B 2R N BE 0 o Bl 2 1Y 5 (EL RIS R B2 Y
A 2243 A A, B2 RBUZEE 1 2%
PEREEMIS T E B I I 241X — B4k (Degradation)
i) f. R XS IX — n) L, ResNet 13 5% 2 2% 2] .G
(Residual unit) #5252 KI5k % BiAL 8L 5 TH )
JZ, A5 H A £ A% e 75 b R] DAk — 40
25, AR TEIR M 48 )=, AT ok FE A
HoHE . X A7 2URE A RO 5 T R, IR
IR T 2 (I 2805

SCHK [75) 45 T PiFR ResNet 4544, 7519 Res-
Net-34 55 ResNet-50, B HAA 34 )25 50 =
PR EJZE . fEsbHEal B, — R P T ResNet 25111
Vo1l NAFAEFEEC T VA AR 2K H B, 61 20: ResNet-209,
Thin-ResNet*! 4. ¥ H — K51} 7L 7£ Res-
Net W %% 4244 () B il b, 2R F0AN[R] H b ek 2008 9 2%
FIRAESIFE.

5) A A HIN % (GAN). BE% GANT 78 & (%
Qb PR AT ) BAS B BBy, AR B TE N TR s o
(I T B T AR 2 —. GAN B — Mot 4t
fgEry 2 2 3, HAERES (Generator) 524 528
(Discriminator) # 5% Horr, Az pids F T A U ]
AE IR A S AR 23 AT A REAS, T 40 il 8 U 1%
PERVFHEAT 43 R A0, B T IXFpid 25 AR, — R
TR R RS B J7 i A 4k B il dn: 2 4% 5%
—IRHAE KT PN LS (Multitasking triplet gener-
ative adversarial network, MTGAN)" @it B &
H A O HEL I 5 2 AE 55 A6 SR B0 Embed-
ding FHEMAGIERE; 75— AFET ZAES A B Bt
W £ 51 [ 77 95 )3 i 449 # Embedding S fid &%, 73
R HIRE 3 A E 7 Kk 1T A1) Embedding Ff
MEMIHE L. BE4h, BT GAN BA 4 s i Th e,
FoAb AT AT 1 i .
312 BfREH

H AR R EAER 7B R — A B bR, H
Xof ) 4 Fi Ik Be ) IO THE R LR SR Rt
et A BRI B AR R 2, BERE A8 BT SR B RR AR
BT A, Bl H s R Bt 5
AR FELENP T E: —RUZHENER, =
& DLRE SR AIE 2 TR] B ARABLEE O H A,

1) L2 2K N Hbx

XK H bR R 2 D MU R IR R N
H#r, & B H bR ECE softmax i 2k 22 X
(Cross entropy) k55, Hrr, softmax 5 2% ) N
MEh) 1z, BIA — R 50 475 & 5 Bk J7
% piltn: Hds (Center) 5712199, KA B softmax
(Large margin softmax, L-softmax) 12" fi
softmax (Angular softmax, A-softmax) ik,
PL A VE B RS softmax (Additive margin softmax,
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S 48 %

AM-softmax) #5121 &5 73 7l R I 44
a) Softmax 12k, f£4tH softmax 1% 2 A %
AN U S ORI A T 3
95 f(zn)
SR
Lt Zegkf Tn)

He, NAFEARSE, K NEMNE, x, NN
JEEE 0 ANRNFHE, v, Nz, BIRAIREE, f(zn)
N softmax JZ 1T — 2 FIA AL, 6, NET— /21
BLE.

b) HC 2. EFXT softmax 453 2k A S 1] BE B 4%
/N SRR B ORI I L, rh 4 2 ) o e 2R e
TE A5y, FEAE AR S H A S5 3 I P i SR Y
i, M/ MEE N EEES. HHA LR

N
1
L.= ﬁ; I f(xn) —cy, H2

b, e, NEAE f(2,) FTERI L. (ASERR

&, BT Lo "X E AT AR, R 245 4t

softmax 512k 5 H O R AR 45 G I, 215 2[RI B X

8 N B B 5 SR TA) R B kAT 20 TR H bk bR 2L
L=1L,+AL,

¢) L-softmax #i%k. L-softmax #2&" & UK

AEIRES 5] N B softmax 2, ¥ T softmax i

(22)

(23)

(24)

KA 07 f(wy), TTUERN
0L, f(@a) = 10, I/ @n)llcos(ay, ) (25)
Ho, oy, N f(n) 15 0,, (9650, A% 0y,

T f(@n) SHAERBEE 0,.(k # y,) R, f(2,)
FIETH y, 25 T RZRECH DAL, FIHFH
BLRAE cos(ay, n) > cos(ag, ) (k # yn). SLBS, G0
¥ oy, o BN My, WEEEAE f(x,) 5 HTER
AIALE 0, 1% f b AR I A/ m £5 DL b, AT
PR AN [R) 2 S0 e 5 THI 2 [) F) P B e, o T B8 0 AR Ak
BIPIX o3t Hodr, m > 2 HOEEL, m BUEE B

HI &N T 5 5 (8 R A% A o 2O 34T B T oK
fiid. 3T 1, L-softmax i 2k 7] AR IR N
1N Ol @) llcos(may,, . )
L= an_ill‘)ge - (26)
Hrp 2 BFLPLUTI A
2 — olOunlllf (@) lleos(may,, )
S elloslls@nleosen, ) (27)

k#yn

1E L-softmax 512 (34t ., A-softmax 45121
NI T XA 0, IS HEAL; T AM-softmax #2000
MIFE A-softmax 3 2 [ FEAS_F IS0 17 % E50dis () A
1, ¥ MAE EREEOCR (may,, ) BRSO
WIRR (o, n —m).

2) LAREEAHURE 9 H A5

X—KHEWRRBEEUERE Y] (Metric
learning) AZEA, 8 V15 AFAE [R] (1R FF AL RS Sk 42 il
BT AR. H 8 B R EBCA X EEi 2k (Contra-
stive loss)!"\ = e 4K (Triplet loss)"" 4.

a) XECHK. XS EEH R EE A TR R
(Siamese) WHZ%, 9285 N g BOGT 38030, G I 2 &5
IR BB E 6(a) Fis. R i8R 8 TR —%

d[f(z,

TN

— L H—>

(a) X LEAR SR

(a) Contrastive loss

6 R H AR

Fig.6

— FE—> — R E—>
T, T,
(b) =JudR%k

(b) Triplet loss

HOnS IS 2% 0 45K s T PR B

Comparison of the structure of the networks corresponding to the two different objective functions
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B, AP y =1, RZ Wy = 0. XK T2
A I P P R P A A TR AR B RE , At
BOREAT R, o an: WAREE . ROZEE A, BTk,
xR R R BU TR
Leon = yd [f(x1), f(22)] +
(1 —y)max{0, m — d[f(z1), f(®2)]} (28)

Holt, d(f (), f(@2)] R f (1) 5 f(ws) FIFEE,
m JYIERE. EXF R IX — BRI S T, BA
R H o & T A — 2Rl I, BR S df (1), f(z2)] &=
B, R R 2 SRR AR A 1) P SR 3
EE PR &/ Tpup =R N R P2 S e ST N
L E B E KA RE m.

c) ek, H = oAk U 2RI I 26 D) AR
E=J0H M %% (Triplet network), H45#)7x & Kl
6(b) . = o205 XS LEA 2 K F T ke, 1H
2 (95 AN = J64L, 43 MR S (Anchor) BEA
xo~ IEH] (Positive) FEA z, 51145 (Negative) £
K, FBEEATAT LA B — X IEFE AR 5 — X ke
A FET FIRFF S E X, iR LR A

Lyip = max{0, d[f(x;), f(@a)] -
A1f(@,). f(@.)]+m) 29

ZICLHAUR B H BSR4 R A AR B 2 )
TR AT RESEIT, SRR R AT REIL B[R, O Tk
G A AE B 2 7)o 288 3 — AN AR H /N s ] e

LR G RE AR TR B dlf (2a), f(an)] % He T 1
BEAK IR df (20), f(my)] B K m.

FONHEA R T R Z I TR R T 0 A
B, % 6 B T Lk bR R R A

3.2 BEMILIE

7y REETAE S5 RS SR 1) T N R S A T
5, AT K SR AR ST AR AL B A AN B Bdk AT B
G A, T SEILAE S8 —F 55 3R 5 T BEAT &N B B
T HRALEI H B, S M Ik, BRI
WIrEWEA G — IR B bR (£5%); HXKT5iE
HTE&BCRA B S B AR, PR & Fr B
P AR S i

XRTTERZL UL I-vector J7vE NI, FK
I-vector J7 VA BB B 55 )5 I 7 R AR #EAT R & 10
. BRI TR B i AMERY BUS 5 I oy SR A
HEAT BB 0 A D IR B2 1 28 ) % — ok 23 28 42 140 ) 2 A
(Deep neural network-probabilistic linear discrim-
inative analysis, DNN-PLDA) J5 %!, T X2
(bilevel) ZEite 775 ¥ B AL 28] (TVS) %
SIB B Ja i gy R AR HEAT A DA AR 55 3R B A2 4k
iR (Task-driven variability model, TDVM)!"%
DA S T-vector J7 k4B Bodh A7 B & AR AL A s
fiE-giit &S —1a & (Feature-to-statistics-to-I-
vector, F2S21) J7EM T AR5 IKE) 2 JEHELE (Task-
driven multilevel framework, TDMF)!"" 4§ x5

®6  AFHPREICEER

Table 6 Information of different objective functions
H bz Tk ERINE
XA Lo = —[ylogg + (1 — y) log(1 — )]
N ol f(zn)
1 € Yn
Softmax Ls = N Z log—
n=1 Z eezf(wn)
k=1
Center™ Le= LS @) - el
= — Tn) — Cy,
2N oyt
%%% 1 N eHeyn [ f () llcos(may,, , n)
L-softmax™! Lis=—- > log 10y, 117 (@n) cos(mer ) 164 111 (@) llcos (g, )
2 o M o+ 3 & X
k#yn
| N ellF@n)lleos(may,,, n)
~ [100] L, = —— 1
A-softmax as ngl Oge\|f(mn)||ms(mayn, n) 4 Z SOk f (@n)llcos(eg, )
k#yn
1N o loos(ary,  n)—ml
AM-softmax!! am-s — *N TLX::I log o eos(agy ) —m] + Z ecos(akw n)
k#yn

Contrastive*?

Triplet'®

Leon = yd [f(@1), f(®2)] + (1 — y) max{0, m — d[f(z1), f(z2)]}

Luip = max{0, d[f(@p), f(®a)] = d[f(®n), f(za)] +m}
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S 48 %

AT BT REREAE 73 KA IR T N AT A EIFT B
P22 2], BRI AEAS B Uik N AJRRFE 2 5, AT
DLELHER GG 22 I 0 B3 AT IR ESS. BiR
NGRS Bangk 7 o, T L bilevel 4L
77155 TDMF J7: 841, 43 ml T4,

1) W2 (Bilevel) itk 7k, BT XEL N
T3 Be S U L S R A 2T AMER Be 5 2 2R
BB, Horb s i AMERY B BT RUZ S5 R I
BRI == = LD A Rl S = R
W5 o3 S AR AR Sy N s S FL AR 28 2 2] B X
A3 1HAE B Rt [l 2 il A R LA B v, AT AT
FA R T HAMES il fE. EX—id, T
JE VLT o) (T AT 2 i A T B )= 5 2K 4R
TERE H R H AR [FRIES, 022 30T 2 7 g 2%
S E bR, B HAERNL KA. & LR I-vec-
tor FFAEH w € W C RE KR, H M 3t 7 A 251
PNy e Y CRYL A, W ORI T-vector KFE
e s, Y W ESES. T 2iisMEm -+
i D e REXP 543K 240 nf Dl K ff LA~
BCE AL 0] RS :

i * D, O
De%l,l?ae@fU(a’y’ , ©)

s.t.a®(w; D) = arg ngn fr(w; D) (30)

HA, fular, y; D, ©) N FE5r 22800 H A ik 2
fr(w; D) N EFHESI H AR, A (21)
MR D AW RN FRETESES; © N
KIEBHTEMNE, of (w; D) NI I-vector FHIE w
78 D FRE R, B TR Ers LR E
PR [ AR, IR RS S5 D 5 e.

2) TDMF J5i%. TDMF J5i%M SR FIAT %5 BR5)
ZEBEAACR T2, X T-vector J5 ik & B BE
HATECG 5 2], JF¥s 7 238 = B0 X o A5 B = 15t
(B % B B, AT 45 25 B B 22 ) B B A B .
XL B ARG UBM 242]. GMM HiEM. BB %S
] 22 2] DL Je 4y 2K 2824 3] TDMF HiE R B ZE
(Multilevel) 4581 GEREH DL 1 4 ANBY B 7 B
TAEZET, HoR g EmE 7 .

SE SUTF RS2 B0 Hh 1) 75 2E R AE 1T DLER S N

HX={x R s5=1,2---,S; h=1,2,--,
Hg t=1,2,---, T}, Wl TDMF J7E0] LARR N
DL AL 7] R

maXfU(w:7h|zs§Aa U, T, m, pte, B¢)

stowg , (NS py FOpiT) = argmax fas

Ts, n
c § c*
Ns,h - ’Ys,h,t
t=1

Ts, h
c § /‘ c*
‘Fs,h - 75,h,tm3>h7t

t=1

'Y;:,*h,t(ms,h,t;ﬁc, He, Xe) = arg max fr (31)

Vs, h,t

Hrb, L ANEAES A SE M B bR g, HoN
AR A R BRI, 2408 {n., pe, B}
VE o NP R E o IR A RS c N
oy BRI, Ac, , N f IR
6 5E e WIS (2) IR Ne, 5 FS, 2
AAEHR 5 —Fr Baum-Welch it &, Al 1 (3)
TR far N EAES RSN AL E I H ek 4, H
N i R BRI LRI R, 2808 T w? (NS,
F¢,;T) N NS, 5 Fe ), fEAES B R MR ER
N, BRNAESUKS) I-vector $FAE; fu N L JE4rKe%
EWHRRE, SHON (A, ®); 2z, RRIEHREE
LRIk s, 5/E4% K80 I-vector FFAEZRML, 2, B
A DMERRAE VLG N S (R AR . AE R IGE AR
AR, BAZ REWNEERR YK b 2
FORESRA R R oy BT R R, 72 v fy o
B ZHR FEHOFL N 0 KIR1S.

4 JGiHALIE

FEARIN IR N AL IS, 75 B AR AEHEAT R
. ARG 73 A AT R T ) e S 20 2K
S PERETEAL R AR,

41 iR
ERA B, T B ENRE S 5 B bR is A

®1 O BKAENATHALCEER

Table 7 Information of different joint optimization methods
BB ik iz
. . DNN-PLDA!? H PLDA &% DNN #2>]
LARAME + YR ) . ) e .
Bilevel FBLRES T 2154, 251 SVM 5 softmax 7328845 B 7 2 3]
AN + 73S TDVM! i PLDA #§% TVS %2
F2821M7 Fi PLDA #&5 DNN Biffj I-vector J5VE# B BLgEAT 5 )
ST U
R TDMF! Jil PLDA #% UBM 5 TVS %3]
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Lg | ©Jo Q}-P- st 2,

2

E%@wgwl (@ O Q)-t-' R w,,

_____|___

Now Fo

itttz <

v {TF Hoes 2,}
Gtk >

Vent {ﬂ'ﬂz}

| (Q Q () }mﬁ?}i

P w&

K7 TDMF jifrER
Fig.7  Schematic diagram of TDMF method

B WA ABLEE, I DA AR LR AR iR 345 4. H Al
Igﬁﬁﬁﬂ] IR A ik — MR BRI R 7%
FRESFT 43 (CDS) ik (B ANRFAE 2 18] 43 5%
FEACLEE , LA A2 REAE PR SRS IR A &5 51 5 —Fb
Je R REZE 22 1 40 ) 0 Bt (PLDA) BRI 47150
A, HAR S AE T Re 8 10— D3 T R GURRFAE (1 X 73 1
IR AR B ATV R4

1) RIZEEES T4 (CDS). fER BB, CDS J5
AR H bR UTE N5 BT B ) GRFAE ) 2R
SRR AR NSy, B E AR UETE A S AR TR
HES 3R w. 5wy, WARTZEE R 05 N
<wev wt>
[|we | [|we||

Sc(we, wy) = (32)

He, () R ARIEH.

2) MEZ LM F 5 43 A (PLDA). fESEPRMH 1,
25 T8 M A A5 DR 3R B R, ) SRR AR TG T2 7 A IR A
A, Kk, AR PLDA #EAYXT I-vector 4F
fiERH 2% (Heavy-tailed priors) !,
Sk Gk B A T PLDA BRI R0, ANAZ
i, &K (Length normalization, LN)MY 5
] T-vector RFAIEHEUE B 7] LA ALLAR A & 307 20 A, 1
Tk PLDA B8 (KEMES) 1)
PEREt 53 TR eI sty PLDA #7 (ORit
TR BvEaesE 0. X 5iE N s 5 n BOE &
BRI RARAE w,, € RE TR, 7TLLRIR AN

Ws h — K
<ws7h — M, ws,h - IJ'>

Wy = (33)

Horb, b, € R N KRS A QR AE; p i
TR w,, n MEMERE. Br T RAKEREBIE

Ab, WA LR A Kullback-Leibler (KL) U RFIE
iﬁﬁﬁﬂ%“”}, A S 3 B T 1 A R

2R J5 1 A) SRR BP AT T I 2R PLDA 43
7%%"%, HARBEREAL VTR N s WIAS[E TS 2 B h B it B
PIRHIE w5, YIRERE HH A — U0 AN FR R & 2, € RZ
KRN

W p = o+ Azs + €51, (34)

Hr, g ATFREE @, IIERE, A € RF*Z (R >
Z) N N FE R, 2 € RZ ~N(0, ) NiiiE A
FRAR e, ~N(0, 0) NIRERE, U e REXE
W22 GBI T 2255 . PLDA 702828 iR i
AN (EM) ByEgirsgialfhif, @l E 5 M
IR ZIER, A TS
TEREAT BETE NGRS, 8 X H AR E A5 I
Vil N 20K R J5 IR AE 50 BN @, 5 iy, W
PLDA 432828 FRITTE N VLR 2 il ARIR A

Sp (W, W) = w, TQw, + 2w Pw, + w/Qw; (35)

Hep, Q 5P AR, fUHERES, 52,
For, U E AR KR A
Q = 2:'t;tl - (Etot - Eaczt;tl Eac)il

P =35 (S0 — ZacTigp Tac)

(36)
St = AAT + @

.o = AAT

kT T AR IR DT ) PLDA 43
528, il (35) ATLAAE 1, PLDA 43 K88 REh5 i1 5
PN GURHIEAE A [F] FE & T BARALL RS, 1X P Ak 22 7
BT SVM A 1% iR B0 2% >0 i R, et vl >k
FIM BTN GR T kAT PLDA 43 28885 )

1E_FR BTG b, — &1 PLDA B4 L
BETT AR Ak B, X TR R 2 A o v 22 e
I R ST A 2 e )L, Rt PLDA (Non-
linear PLDA) &A1Y 52 4 34 PLDA (Non-
linear tied-PLDA) A S04 JF 46 T-vector HFAE
HEAT AR S PE RS WS 21 A v BT 43 AT 1) 2 A
IRIEBRA 5 S IX P AR ML ¢ R BA & PLDA
B4, IR &0t JE 4t 4 5 () T-vec-
tor REAE 50 R A i 0 2 AT, DAV BR1E & i) 22
PR R T35 5 I 22 S ), R T AN
f&4#% (Uncertainty propagation) 773N = 2@
X5 UG T-vector HAE A AN g PR AH I ) 56 43 13F
ATEEAR, SR A R T & 1 B A E RS R
TR AT HI98; 284 PLDA (Twin model
PLDA) AL 07180 3 3k g 57 9 /N BE AL () PLDA
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Eitd 48 %

B SRy )5 1S HKEE P s AME R
X TR E S U A ), Z{EIE R 1 PLDA
(Multi-channel simplified PLDA) #7401 3@ i 1
HARAMBIE M A P T7 Z 56 Mok 5 S B 1615 B IR
FHEAT HIgR, T A4S 2] X 5 U m AAH SR 7y &=
F IR AKEHMR (MAP) 1 PLDA A2 i i
T AT L 7 V2 T AR AN ) s o ) 22 S T
T I i B A % (Bayesian joint probability)
1) PLDA B2 NIk Y58 5 H ARz 18] 1) KL #
FEAE D IE N ISR, AT 35 Bl T FREH X H AR i 55
£ PLDA 24 X TS ] #, J& T{EMe bl (Signal-
to-noise ratio, SNR) A2 PLDA R JF 46
I-vector FFAEKI 73 it 18 A AH 5% 15 W U AH 5C BL &
A G =AR Ay, FEXS JE Wy BEAT W gk, AN A3
2 A5 AR E > MRS PLDA (mix-
ture of PLDA) A1 L2 /> PLDA B84 Al
AEIE S, [F 2 2] G T-vector FEAEH B ETE A
FRAEE; BT U4 (Bayesian network)
1) PLDA #1020 I AT 1] PEIRSERL 1) A B2 K,
FE AN AT IR 855 1 73 15 L B AR A B v PLDA 73
) AL
WHhiets
FEAF ) THRE VLA 70 Z e, B AT R R AR Y
T J@ 2R AT F . AR 6 IR AT 55, FLp
Xof L R TTVE S PR R AR AN AR R B aE R
PR BIE 55528, W LA Ui il ABIN (Speak-
er verification) 51l A#HIA (Speaker identifica-
tion) . Jrp B IR AT S5 Dl e e B il i 2
FE Q& I iR VAT R NS Bt Rt PSP 1115TF 5 =
HRNFIWHEBAE SR A TR 3R N, “—xf 27
) 53 2 i) i

FEN BV TR AR Z BT, A7 5650 Ui 1l AR ) o
AN TRV Hidhs B X 23 1F A 4 S5 0 dEAT T2 41 Bl

4.2

JE v A B BN T BARI 23 D 0T A SR U S PR Al AR
5, A BB P 0 R ISR SR . Hoh, TR
A ) TR 2, SRR SRS H] TR 2
RMEIGAUE 5 Z MO 1T, PEAS SR BodE vk Re k.
BEXS U1 NARIAT S5, VRAG SR Hds SR DAk %) o)
R RS T 5 20 SRR R B T H AR
YR, FORF T A5 A W B 3 b BT — Bl
T, A N BT 5 — BOR & . X BGE
SLEME DI TE R, AT RN e SR A R —A07
YR P BOE A TR i AR, ek
JI Xk INE R 6 AR A E 9 H AR B E A, IR
EH BRI (Target trial); S48 T — Ui i A
I, WA B R 5 1 A E N B AR,
BRI ARAEE H AR (Nontarget trial). 1)
YOIE NHFNE TS, Fee Bl e bt K S 5 PPl SR HL
I B A 28 3L, R AE VA 8 v 0 75 223140
VEMHAE 5K s T 53— S P T EL RIS T R AR
ot U 1E N A B RSN, TR SR E
W B A AR R AR BEAT T . 2% 8 3 Bl e F) i
S AT AR RV RE R IEAL A IR RS
FANE, AR SCHE XS Ul R S b R Eds R
S HAHRAS BT B4, VS 3k 8 k.
INIRVAEYN NN
FEULIE AW RGE D, 7 0 R 00 78 &
130 BEATHIE, PLARAS I AR 45 R — ks
05— B REAT LURL, 25 KT LA, 3%
ZHON AR BIEN, AW EHONE NN (E
#u). Xf T RL B RAE, Bl SHE4e, fFAEM
P RZ ) Al NEE R 252 % (False acceptance
rate, FAR) 51 R4 % (False rejection rate,
FRR). JixBAFBER, 2FEAFRP FAR 5
FRR, X T = Z A1 9% 2, AT DA i A6 0 B iR A
fii (Detection error trade-off, DET) £ k17
HMHJER. DET 4 b isg—A> O R — )

R8s HAYAREER
Table 8 Information of common databases

Kol e Ay RS2 FAE EE B B K THE
CN-CELEB!! 2019 EALYN 1000 300 h v
VoxCelab: VoxCeleb1™ 2017 g2 30N 1251 153516 N
VoxCeleb2™ 2018 B2 6112 1128246 J
SITWH 2016 EZUSIS 299 2800 v
Forensic Comparison!'** 2015 g 552 1264 J
NIST SRE12!%! 2012 HL 1 /22 TR 20004 — —
ELSDSR!"™ 2005 gl s 22 198 v
SWITCHBOARD"™! 1992 LR 3114 33039 —
TIMIT! 1990 4l s 630 6300 —
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BRIME, AREEUT R S DET 2k iR 50 1 e bk ay. X+
B A B, PR I TR N SR R E (Equal
error rate, EER) S5 /MalAH % (Minimum
detection cost function, MinDCF)P. H e PPfhfs
#% EER A FAR 5 FRR #4558 (5 1% %, EER &
N B U IR R G B M RE R AE. TT DR A 4 AR
MinDCF M 25425 f& DL b e R K AR A R AR
M, BAR E AR TE NS BTG A L S IR e
FEANBEXT R ) DOF 7] PAFRIR AN

CDCF = C(miss X Prrr X Ptargct""
Cfa X PFAR X (1 - ]Dtarget) (37)

Hr, Ciss NETRIELARA, Cp NETREEZAA,
Prrr NETRIEA R, Poar NHIRERZE, Paga N
HARBE N HILE RS0 2, 1 — Pargee NE WTBLTE
NHILR s, B (37) R/ DCFRI N
MinDCF, H#/N it B 306 N 1501 5 48 1 1 ek
FEAN R U wE APF A, 5 (37) A 5 Se i ik
FATAE TR E R EA A B A,

2) vk AHFIA

EULTE ANFFAN R G, @ R IEME (Ac-
curacy, ACC) #ATVFAL

N,
Pacc = ]i;’i““t x 100% (38)

:/H\:EP, PACCj"jJiEE%%, Ntestj\jmﬂiﬁ%$$2'§/é‘ﬁ, Ncorrect
DI A i LE A AR A

5 ARFKARIEE

RSO S 1 BT N A R ST U MAE 557
BraCfems BI4E 55 W ah Qs 2 I FE. BEH BOR
W5, Bl R R G PEREA W52 TT, 5 SEbn
32 FH PR SRt 8RB . SR T, % AT ) BIE AT
REEH, HATAIA — L 1 0 M A i . G
AT A S0 fipf R T8 ) g A AR OROK R B R T 1
AR XS — LE M 1) AT A 2, SRR
TR RS

5.1  ImElimtE B ARt

ARk, B AR I E Tk 5 1 51 i B v
PR T T PRE R e, b i SRR (R S A,
(LS — A TR 2R I AN SR I 55 S AL
HAT [ K HLIX 70 PR 5 ) A SRS AIE. R IX SEHE 7T
K2 K5k B A [F) S R 22 R 45 R B,
RSB ECHE M R 1k 2 ) ZRFAE (0 3% k. IX 28Ty
2 BARRENS IS OV B AR I PERE, (B REPE IR AN
S, T QAT T SRR B 2 ST B R A ) AL R R R ORI
T —NEELREY. BEILREETEE T

NN T AR A A %0, DR e mT DB R 5] N £
(P JE 5015 B RXSE R R AT Bk, AN IT 38 5 e A1 1
e, IX BT AT LA 3 N A BT JE I g o 2 e
HEZR 7~ WU REAE 7] ) R AIE 4 46 (1) S A ML), DA
K g i A A ER IR, EAT 0 BN T B NG 5
2% N B T JRFAIE  WUZRREAE 21 ) RFAE, DA K )
PSR 3 N i FE.

1) AR IR RN

TERT IR ARSI, HATM 7K 2 Bk A
&40 B 75 2E 45 AE, BN MFCC 454E FBank 4F4E
5B ERFAE S, EATT I A it il 2 R AE SR B B
B 22 STRY BATY SR I8 1 70 B QI 2 5 SRmS iy s
TEFRES J5 oA 2 2 ST H AR A — 8, 106 5 35080
ity BT $2 PRI M R R A AN A AT 45 BT 5 1. TRk, 7R
B AT R PR B SR 2 S Bk AT B Ak
I, 3XH 75 AL Gt 0 i i B B R AT o
FLVLTT N RENE 5 Ja TH A Y 2 ) B B b A7 0%
(PR SE /). T IX AR R, BB ANE 2%
IO A5 2R VLT I ity ot 2 SRR A1 $ B B A TR 5 4
TR V8 35 15 5 AR R Wi LA R e Rk R
JIHIREAL,

2) Zuhg AL

TEGR DML 7 T, B8 75K WU AIE 7 51 R
WA F) AL, 4™ B 200 B A BT R B R St
YL RE, DR I g R AL 1) 40 8 T AN L Lk 25 17 B Bt
TH AL SRS R A 122, e dX — ] 8, R DA i 2
REAE RIS 7 ORFE B UML) 2= ST S A ) ok
XM R AIE 2 8] PR D6 SR EAT iy, M A R e adt
AR T 5 5 R) JURFAE 2 18] LR 5 R TE AR R (1)
TS TAE R, X T gmtd L (0 Sk A SR AR R 2 1E
SN EF N RV S G BN NG E AL o8 =3 =5 o al Uil
AR 2 T 2 RIAT 205, A 5t 58 B A
BV g AL ML, 3E T 3R TR AE K R = R
=1 fe 7.

3) Ja i R IE R R

1E JG u A AR R 7T, BT K2 R
S 7 B 4 42 DNN SRBEAT ) SR AE A W B 26
N, AT AR N = AR, (R, anfar
R385 Bkt ) s et AT it — PR, W EE
—E IR R L.

52 HEEMNEEHMN

FESEBR N, BRI U N IR A R 5
AFAKRL )& BRI AR /oK. BRI =,
SRR M 5 5 18 R OS5 L, REfE X
REETPONEAS E AT AR — B U NRFIESE
FURI 7 A5sk i s P K PR HE 5 .
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FEIRIE IR S 7 [T, 537 AT P sl 2 Jo VA S TR Y TE N S E.
4~ %D"D:& N u'ﬁ':l:\j:/\ % A} /#’ v T

(P B 5. XSRS Y S AE R LW ROEH AR
S TR S IR MRS R, TS R G TCVE
AERA RIS NRFAE. [FIB, PREE R 75 08 3 oV
RPN, SRAEAEE AT RGEE R B AR R AN E 1.
N T ARRAX — i L, T DA AR e R X T 75 ) 8 A
PE ST GRS B AN A BT R I AE (S E R
JTH, 15 E ST AT LB B AR 1ok B RS,
WP 250 X [ HAE, SRE B AR R E
BH S HRIPEOEEE SAEMEER AL, AL
1B B 15 5 ARG IR A 33 1 ™ 2 52 M) 25 Al Xt
YN FRAVE IR IR BE ST, 38 B TE & AL 5 i1
MNAERIAE P 22 ) 0 A0 BRI, H AT 5 32 2
T3 B 2 SR PR RS (5 8 R T ) R EAT A M.
W& i 22 I 48 D iR IR X, A T8 SR G ) A AE
N B R, i AT DA PR I R RS A
—, IR ) A AT Dl A 5] B s E R PR R A
P 2 AR R AG B2 R, AT vt BT
THRRE ST AR AL, U RO AR SR AT T A i 9
. A, AT B B 1 e ) 05 SO R R 3R
PEEE 2 5ot AT R SR kAN [ B ) & B

XU R

B VETE NPT ST R R, — S5 S0 et
WA AR R . Forb, ih N T HRVE (Speak-
er spoofing) 51k N> HIZIE (Speaker diariza-
tion) 42 Uik AR BB FE R RS VI N .

1) Yiik AT IR

B AAT D0 R R AOBURE B2 RO 3G I, AN RIS
VOE AT IRVE T B2 B, Bt P 5 ey, i
B ARG P RS Ol . X R B
A A R VE Y T BOa A S A IS AN I 50, 25
THAAAE SR B AL DUAE TR L8 55 S 11 55 145 B
(H M FIE, SRE IR AE) ARCON TR
THRVEE 5 B 2R

2) Bl A7 FIERE

FEHATE & M, 2B 2 A 3E AW
B, WIRAK 2 AU NI E & 1E 53T 0 5,
F o B B R G R YRR . IX I (7 2
RIS B 15 5 v & I 1) 5 Bodt B2 B e 16 AR R, oK
X 22 Ut 1l N VR B 1 5 EAT 70 B 5 SR A F e,
R4 73 BV RS RR AT, 7T Loy oy [R5 70 )
5Bl xR, I fa A o BT B[R] A
Wi BT N ) B E N R S R 2 Ui
N HIIR A T 75 70 B A N7 5 i 15 AT &
B, R )5 R 1R — 1k N TR & BORERAE — iR it

5.3

B N R BE AR S A PR e, R 22
RIS A A 4K B e SR A 52 K 2 R AR B
AEBEALEI RS K, Beig il RSB 2 Pl JiRe 719 &
R IR]. 36518 N PR 5, BT DA 5 S ik 28
AT AR A HET™, A6 e 63 N T AN [R]  d 18 A
PUIESS, MR TE AT (e {538, R &
PORZS BB RREE) BEAAIERRE ST, JFZHNEL
THRAY 88 S ee 1, Hag 5 H Al )
82 FH AR &5 & 1038 P e

6 ZERIE

EEESR RN A= i HENVAZDNERSY
M AR, HRE A AL et Ros — Bl E fE
7, DRI it N B ) 25 0 S 5 28 Ok L B A A
F. STk, ASOR R A AR 1 Ui 15 N A ZURFAE
FEBUTIEHAT 7R B S E538 , 73 Tl AN AT S AL BE L Sk
TAE S 7> B a5 W ah AU R RFAE 3R O, B
Jr AL BEAE J LT BT, JFIRR T %Ik
)\ [FSRIT iR B Z 0 SRR, e R gt 1%
RIFE RSN . R Ja B R AR MW T a5 T
TRV 5 Hr. ST E R RS T,
ARSI 5| K, A B R T B SCRIIE N 53 T il
NFFESRE R, F AR AT R 2R .
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