1-Q-2

TEARY MREIZEIT 5 BLSTM-CTC Z H\W\W7z
557 N)VEEE D G *

YR R (SRR, /MRED (NEC), BB S (NEC), I EGE (FIEK), BEFIE = (FECK)

1 [FLC®IC

BOALER AR > 2 7 L 0 S BB EE AR 12 & 2 B oD H &
RIFYAT LB WT, HEA XY M (SED:
Sound Event Detection) I3 HZa#&# % 5. SED
WEBIREAR Y AT M B W TIERE Z O, 5B
PR IZ K 2 EE O BE) R J (3 Y AT LTIE, R
I EEORHICHE D, SED O X A2 3585
BT —=RNTHREL TS XY N F ORI, FILARE
), MY 2 e T 522 THB. ffle LT Fig. 1
TRANRYME (BFEOE) PA-TWLEEES
F—X% SED YAFAIZAS Lz &, BEDOHH
WONSWVWODETHKELTWEDNERT IRV EH
HUTWAZLERLTWS.

fesk, SED Fik & L T F 2 NMF(Non-negative
Matrix ~ Factorization) % H W% Fik [1][2] &
NN(Neural Network)[3] ZH\ 5 FEPREINT
W5, NMF %W 2 FEIEIPAE O 728, D Ed
FERT—RATHEETNEFET LI LNTE S,
LD U, EEETVORBNB+H TR\, #H
BREAAZIZBWTCEBE M EITS 2 L IZNET
»H5. —1, NN 2 HW D FEITIERPAED /- K
BAONEL, B2 271G TH 5. L
U, #EETNOFEEITIEA Ry b OFESE, BIBRA],
MTRADEMRS RVPRBELRD  KREDHFEES
F=RIZRHUAFTTI RIATT 2 Z & 13D TH
HThb.

ARETIE, NN 2\ /2 SED FEICB I 558 5 —
2D T )AHFDO 3R M E HRWE U, BLSTM-
CTC Z W57 NV 2R EZREL, TOAMEZ
ZNER

2 kD NN =AW~ SED F&%

2.1 RNN ZfAW7% SED

SED DH#EEXIGITA RV N & ORI, BB, #4
TIRZITH Y, KEEHRE GATNS 0, IFRHT—
ZUZxF it U 72 RNN(Recurrent Neural Network) 23 &
<SHWSs0 S, RNN IEALE, BE, e 2 ik

Event : phone ringing
/oY

l Event
I occurred
| phone riniging ‘
I I
begin end  time

estimated label

Fig. 1 SED O#f%

yl
w, w, W,
,,,,,,, [ /TR — e () .
W, f W, W, f W,
w; w, w,
xt
t=n-1 t=n t=n+1

Fig. 2 RNN 0

T —=LZ iRz NN TH 5. Fig. 2D RNN iZ
BWT, A7V —Lbt=nDANE t=n—1
DENEDEREHNC t=n DENEZREL, T
DENE» S B ZRET S, T o DI R
R

hi = f(Whiay + Wehe—q + b1), (1)

ye = g(Wahy + ba) (2)

ZDMHIZ X 5T, /i 7 L — 4 & OFE DR 2 Mk
Uizt % T22enTED.

2.2 BLSTM %M\ 7 SED

21 HiTHhAR7ZY Y TNAREFT IO RNN TlX, EH
BID7 LV —LDRENNPKREL, BVRRYT— X
LT, BRMENZ 7 L — 4 L OB OHEA

*Weakly-Labeled Learning Using BLSTM-CTC for Sound Event Detection. by Taiki Matsuyoshi (Univer-
sity of Tsukuba), Tatsuya Komatsu, Reishi Kondo (NEC), Takeshi Yamada, Shoji Makino (University of

Tsukuba)
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¥

BLSTM

FIFHTERW. 22 TRWKRHT — 22 G fE
2725 &5, RNNIZAE Y )L EOBREZEM L
7z LSTM(Long Short-Term Memory)[4] ML S 1
TWa. ZHUZ & 5IZHHICET & OFEE O
W72 TR, BAMESORNVEDOHHRFMHET 5
BLSTM(Bi-directional LSTM) % i\ 7= Fi% [5] A3
REIN, mWHEENRZRL TWS. KK TIE
BLSTM % fA\W7z SED FEICEE T 5.

2.3 BLSTM %=\ SED D:ErE

BLSTM % i\ /= SED O#E €T IV &2 FH T 5 7=
DIZIFKEDEMT NV EHBT2HELHL. Z
DEIREMRT NIVEERT B2, 121D
DEBEET—RIZHUAFIZL2EEEST—X
OEEE, WK ORI E 2T 5 LT, 41 X b
$E, BHAARSZ, M TIRE %2 5 NI T2 BB H 5.
NN CTif, mWHEEREZ T 72013 F G872
KEDT =X (BE~BTE) BBFITREH, Zh
RIS B IEMRE T NV EERT 5 D 135 T K &
EA5.

T ZTCARMETITER S XV DIEFRD 3 A b &N
XL T BHEDIT, FBELTWEARY FOFEDOAD
TRNVTHEET LI 2HNE TS, 22T, /Eko
A Ry N OFESE, BIER TIRZZ B AT NV EERS
R L, ELTWE ARy hOREDOAD T )L
EEHINNE TS,

3 REFE
3.1 BLSTM #HW7/ SED ICH 1T 3ZEBDHEN
REFIETIE Fig. 3 IR T LI, TTHLREDRE
TRV EDFE T —XTBLSTM 258 L, TD
BLSTM % KED§ T ~NAHE DOF%E T — & ciah
FHET L. 557 NVFEEE#£D BLSTM TOHEER
EERHETEI LT, 3§57 NV EEI X B HEEM D
B EE2HRTEZIENTES.
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probability sequence

| Eventl !
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predicted label

| Eventl |
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true label

Fig. 4 57 N FEHOFN

3.2 BMINIGEEET—92AVEIEEE
T OV & T — X & D 7= 95 o JuE
J0—% Fig. 4 1ITRT. FTHFERFEET -2l
R 7 L — A T e TR L, 24 & BLSTM O A
J1&9 5. BLSTM NOBRENEIZ AT DR DG %
BREL, &7 L —LTLIA4 Ry S DIFEMERZ H
T5. UEODRFRIZE>T 7LV —L8ERUAREX
DA Ry MFERERFINFOND. TDA RV M
TEMERF 0 & | BHEGTEZ1TS 2 & TI NV #EET
5. HEINZ TRV EIEMRT )V (BT R)V) %
L, ZDfEE% /NS <F 5 X512 BLSTM OPNH<
TA=REFHFLTWL.

3.3 B/INUNEEBET S 2AVENFEE
3.3.1 Connectionist Temporal Classification
23WTHRARZGY T RV TOHEREITS DI, &
FRBONETHI NVFEFIIEWTEREZ EIFT
W% CTC(Connectionist Temporal Classification)[7]
WS FEEFMATS. CTC &, ASIEHT1DRY
EORZAZIFIZHVONZHELEKTH D, RNN D
HNHEHAATRETH 5. CTC DMILIZ DWW T Fig. 5
ZHWCHIAYT 5. Bl %2 R U, felhideRgo
EMZ ST, REBIX TEventl £¥4] & TEventl ¥
Al o2 Y U, HBKM T L —AI2BWT, 3.2 i
T~ 7 BLSTM TH I X5 Eventl OFEA:MER A
WG TEventl KFA ] DIRFEIZZA D, @WEGEIE
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BLSTM output : Probability sequence of Event1
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EE, @/ calc|3ISasnon

Fig. 5 CTC DuLEf

[Event 42| OIRABIZ/A 5. Fig. 5 TiEA NV b3
KFE, FE, RREDIEIZ R >TH D, HEF— 2N
TEventl 2’1 [FIRAELTWAHERNEHENWZ L 2R 0L
TWa. B UTEH R 5N7Z8 T NUAVRT FEED
ARy MDFEET —XNT 1 ERETIHMEREEH NS
SN VHEEEZBHL, BET IHERIIME VL FITK
EWELEZBEH T S Z & T BLSTM ORWH/NT A —
X %#HHT 5. Fig .5 TlE, Eventl 28 1 [EFEL TV
LHERPE N2, 5T VAR T DY Eventl D
EE NI WEERELS. LED LS4 CTC DL
ZHHATZZ LT, §5 02 &% BLSTM OHNEL/S
TA—BDFEETD IENTES.

3.3.2 BLSTM-CTC OZEDiHEn
REFEOWNI 7 0 —% Fig. 6 1Z5RT. £T%H
RFHZDWTHER B, 3.2 Hi TR AR5 T )V & Wiz
BLSTM D%## L [Fkk, Rl 7 L — A T & Zhhil U7z
i % BLSTM O A& U, 1 R b OFAERMER
FlaHhs5. DA Ry MNFEEHRT % CTC D
AU, 85 _X)LEHWTHEELEHR%Z L, BLSTM
DREBNT A =R EFHHT L. HWERIZFEHFAD
BLSTM DI TH % 1 R b FAMERY] % BIEHE
U, HEELEZSRLVEH T 5.

4 REFEOBMMEDKREL
4.1 HROBE

CTC ZH\W7255 7 NV EEDOMEMGEEE T 5720
DEMEIT-7Z. 4 XY N OFEFHIL clear throat @
12DHE L, AN MHBARE, ¥ T RFOHEE %
75. EBEM% Tablel,2 IZRT. 1RV bF—X&
iZ 1% DCASE2016[6] ® Task2 ®F— X+ v MG
clear throat Z W, 5 BWOE=MEZ 2L 1 05
IMHEDOARY T —X2EHET S LT MD
FRF—REER L. TDS L 5{fEH T XL, 80
HZ55 T XIVDEHET L& U,

(1) BT~ EEET—X 5 HOATEEH L2
BLSTM

00000000 OOOOOO

_65_

BLSTM LI R BLSTM

probablllty probablllty

i
1

1

H L

1

: probability sequence

: 0O00000O0OOOOOOO

| 00000 ooooo.
: 0000000 OOOOOOO

1 %ﬁ
1

1

1

1
I
1
losscalc i
1
1
I

! true label

Fig. 6 597 N FEEHDFN

Table 1 SEERSAF: (NN)
0.0005

Learning rate

Gradient clipping norm || 5

Batch size 5
Epoch

initial leaning : 30
additional learning : 5

100

Hidden layer size

(ii) 387 VN EEE T — 212 A, BLSTM-CTC
L DT N EFEE T — X 80 %2 HWTE

jJ[l %417 - 72 BLSTM

@ SED OMREIER % 1T - 72, FHili 7 — 2121k, Y
T — R [EAkk, 5 BOERMZIIFI LA Ry b T =& %
HETHZ LT, 40 O T — X % £ L 7=
AR B X R 7 L — L BAL T O Recall & Preci-
sion ¥ 3 %. Recall IZFERRIZA XY NEVFEELT
WBEDDIE, ARV NERDH DL EHELEE
Precision &1 XY N EWRHELHELZT =X DS
LEBIZARY PEPFLELTW LS DODEETH 5.

42 ERERCER

FEEAER%Z Fig. 7.8 (TRT. 2k, CTC 12
£5557 NV EAWZEBMFEIZ L 5> T Recall 126
WTIEIZAEFOM}EE % 5 U, Precision (Z8WT 5.5%
OKEEDA EZR U, 557 NV K 2EBINFE ORI H
WHESRTE 5. Precision 23[ E U722 &0 5, SfEE
LTCLESEAZHIMTEZZ 22005, Sk
LT RV L, FRAEZEH TSI L1085
Recall DFERE M RO, BHEEED 1 X MEER Y
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Table 2 FEEREM (HET—X)

Sampling rate 44,100Hz
SNR 6dB
feature 39 Mel-filter bank
Frame size 25ms
event name clear throat
train data of initial learning 5
train data of additional learning || 80
test data 20
length of data 5s

0.50

0.45

0.40

0.35

0.30

0.25

0.20

HBLSTM M BLSTM+CTC

Fig. 7 SEEFER - Recall

DEVHEHLWE AL ZHWTIEEFEIC L MM
OFHfi# 17> FETH 5.

5 &BbHUWIC

ARETIE, IRV ETFT =D T NUAFHFD TR
N AEFTS 22 2 HE U, BLSTM % i\ 7z SED
FHIZBWT CTC 2FHT 2 LT, 7N L¥H
BT FEERRE L. BEFIEIZLD, HIL0
FET— R EAWENYEIZ X 5T, Precsion (25
WT 55%DMERER EE RS, CTC 2 HWEE I N
WVEBWENTHD Z & E2HER LT
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