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Distorted Speech Rejection For Automatic Speech Recognition under
CDMA Wireless Communication

ZEH, dd =
(Joon-Hyuk Chang®, Nam Soo Kim*™}

"z ZLo FEICIE, MepRL CAMSOER WIEFEHISHTE
(Bxl: 20044 9F 9Y: +HUXL 200443 102 142, A=ixk: 20044 18 119

B =2old COMACIEEA B3dAMY S4UAE AT 323 4AB] WA -AEE A4 WA,
COMAGIESEA! AolAle] 38 SHUTE LASKD £48 dAUSE o2 Auo] o3l ABE SAUZE
2430 E25714& w2 2 3t AR ATIAES Agkdict, AL 23 Aot AFa-ARubgo] H2 AAlF
€ 7HR SA4AA ] HEelo] AntH o2 CDMAY| 3ol A HdefFE AT E AR £ 9L ¢ ¢ Ak
A48ol: AAel-AReH, A5-24994, 23844, CDMA

FaiEok: 2442 goF (2.9)

This paper introduces a pre-rejection technique for wireless channel distorted speech with application to
automatic speech recognition (ASR). Based on analysis of distorted speech signals over a wireless
communication channel, we propose a method to reject the channel distorted speech with a smail

computational load. From a number of simulation results, we can discover that the pre-rejection algorithm
enthances the robustness of speech recognition operation.

Keywords Pre-rejection, Automatic Speech recognition, Quasi-stationarity, CDMA
ASK subject classification: Speech signal processing (2.5)

LY A2 olSENBANA SYNSH A2 1 24
42| Asol 83| AstHE SAE s HEt

2ol A5344U4 (automatic speech recogniti— FHAR A77F AYHA ok Thett P v)E
on, ASR) 7|4 AAHOR ghe: UbHg o|so] $iu, 9] SANNARIEE Agshe AQd FA AP

WSl Ok APIAE hsed s, guqy B SUUE 38 A4y 58 AR AR ge
P2 A29e YNHOR oEEURS Faf Sy AUST ATV MRS SHARM =o{L2), A
Aejgl O)EA|ZRS B (S/BM oJEEA)oZ 7} 7189 Q75 diigel A ol FF A tigt
AdEY LSt 2o) Yubgoln|, o] Aoy} wr} 127} ¥53p] gizo] ¢l dsdkde] AlSyd 4= g
g EL e YR %S olgstd ATl ol gick AN olf2 & Al olEEARA

AUISE AR5SA Uek, T2t ol Bl 32 84 AN HE AR A 2l 4713 294 &4
A B R BT NI olgBAAe) gy T AR IRASE Ak, ODMA 0I5B
A 9“‘17%] = ke Aol A Me] g -3,-*31:-]]0]5]111]0])-2 Higto g SAdof

T2 A A 7HH 9 BF2 dojdul= RS UAsin
Helxx}: & £ ¥ (jhchang@ece.ucsb.edu} o . ° W oolT S a8
Etectrical and Conlwpfxtzring.ceumj oef California, Santa = wEAME A COMANE HSH S4S AR
Barbara, CA, USA, 93117 8l7) $g AAE-AHEHES AL SA[MAME

(Mg 805-685-0763; #A: 805-893-3262)


mailto:jhchang@ece.ucsb.edu

& B ALY Wil ML Al AT By
o2 9T SPNBE AHE) AV £ ok RS
& 2 ik

II. OfFFUAFM ] S

Ol F BN ST AlaYgro] okt &
AAde] oA sk dTEoE o AvH3.4). B
A ol FEAd e Bl ot oS Al HeAde
S99 s AR HE Foll AL} AR 9
3 2]z} yigis] FAstoz A2 B
o A=ste Agde) A2l it o8yt Fastct [5).
A HEAEAN AN B Hgde A0t A48 =
o o)Ao] B}, F, 4ARNEE A €k 53,
AAE FAs A2ANA 4D eAde] 7P F=
(line of sight, LOS)%&) A} ¢k o} *A¥s}A k.
o7 Zale]| MEH FAATOA ] WL Yo7]= F
H o= A F 7IHE HY"Et A, shadow
fadinge g=Alho] o] 550 &uf &3] Yojubzd] 5
A7 MR o7t TE WYoht FE, TAR F&
Audd A$Es 4159 717t Ao wket FH0]
HEp] He doltt A, A 77k &2
e} RN FHS ARE T2 FH3| W
o] B4& fast fadingoletal it

AXE FHEL4 BRE Q5] A s
SFA)AE] (interactive voice response, IVR) ©] Al§lo]
YEGic), FofiA A83bE CDMA olFF4AdE

time (sacy

38 1. COMARZOIM AP ARE SAMS] FHEHO! o (a)
TYPE 1 (b) TYPE 2 (¢ TYPE 3
Fig. 1 Typical example for channel distorted speech signal
in COMA environements (a) TYPE 1 {b) TYPE 2 {c)
TYPE 3

COMADISSL BRIl SAPILR Of5t HTSMMS Jpihe 598

(code division multiple access)S 3| ALEo] A &
AATE sBA2EE T8 Agst do|guo]
238t gt SAdolE = HE]E B ARl A 9
o552 Aot & chekd #3o2 APk HA|
g SAddolE7t SIHUHLFE Yorsle die o
o 22 w3 Al 719 G¥ez eyt 4 ik

TYPE 1 : YoFES 4 g1 A=Y #4374
TYPE 2 : WY 229
TYPE 3 : #§ &4

HPHA Al 7EA 4 ojofl it HA] o7} 3 1o
ERSICE ZEH O, fadingTh 22 o5 FAI@olA
&) AERL 82lo] S48 fFE 2T o)L
AU 45 278 AsARI: ot 4
AZ Qlof 7Y SHATEL AFLAHAATI U
Hpen Ao 2R AAHAY 7)EL] ARRE] A3
AREG, 22 71EY ARYYES EWYETE,
SBEAN, ANTY AEe] ANSE EaR a2 Yy
< QAL ASShE AHFAHS] AFUAA ARl
Ae H@A gt 2 droie dEE AHe 2=
& EolZ ARBARIA 5239 ddeRE AEY &
e S744ES) prosody PR 0183 AH-AS
S At

Il Z9AMS Y WA= Y

AT A= (vocal cord) 2HE of7|EjofA] Lt
& AYTIN o 4 US0) 27199 F2E AT
et webd, g E F7148e 2498 2] 4
3 FH 5459 shielrt, o7]A4 ST ARE B
waly] Y8 A3k #1A ABE (normalized pitch
correlation) & HAE ARBRITHE], &, A7) AHLH
= 4eiEe £83% F71= SN} o)l F5AAE
of oaf Y73| == Be 445 Frdot d
Al AeRcke AMde] 7[RIt AA FE-g 93 10
ms?] Za|gle] SN EE AR AEY T
8000 Hzo|qlch, Awse HA¥HEs AF95Hd
(linear prediction, LP)ef &3} Ao chgz} Zol
FIAICHT). :



599  SISSREK) AeSH MR (2004)

(n)s(n+r)
—L — )]
032(n+ )

R, (D)=

- s

n=

A7 m & =&Y (10 ms) FAoln, NS F=A
olZ, & MUHZEE ZH} vehdct 4 ()2 ol%
i, A BAAGE Akl

p= arg max R (7). 2)

23 2004 A9 AT JEAA SN A7l
et A2 BAE BAST ook 7eke w4
S ohew ol Fojec,

Rym)=R, (D 3)

a7l P (@eIN ZHY A7 H2olch A2 9
2 QEHQ] 445 Al 7Hxo] digk AalE 93]
TS 1Y 304 EABHEH
Adoz o)gale A=Y PXueiulgE 248}
7) g8l ol 57k Aske MApdee R, PE
Adsied, UAZ R,=([R,(m—-4),R,(m—3),
R (m)1¢t P={p(m—4), p(m—3),, p(m)]
o|T A7|H R (m)Tt pmpe Zh7 ARskE ZHQ
molAle) HAABER HAE Yehick $elo) H2
L gold Holse £ aelnjgg 2702 F)4
S AR WS olgsitt AgsiE sl

o s ) s L L —_ 1
o 01 0.2 0.3 04 05 08 or 08 09 1
(b} TYPE Il

T T T T T T T T
J (MM -
3
B q
2 il W
0

()TYF‘EIII

time (sac)

a8 2. 28 19 MY A5 SHMS0 st M 3y
Fig.2 Pitch contour for channel distorted speech signal in
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