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Abstract In order to improve the recognition rate of pathological voices caused by disease of vocal cords, multi-band
nonlinear analysis is proposed. Gammatone filter bank is applied to voice signal for front-end time-domain filtering, and
then calculate the largest Lyapunov exponent of every band. Data is first mapped into kernel space and use Gaussian
maximum likelihood rule to get the best parameter for kernel, which is used for kernel principal component analysis to
extract feature. The proposed feature achieves higher recognition rate of 6.25% and 8.45% than MFCC and the largest
Lyapunov exponent respectively. When the proposed kernel function is used for kernel principal component analysis, it

achieves better performance than traditional function. Ultimately , we get recognition rate of 97.82% by combing them.
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SMEBR . B, JELRER T ST EAR W
FHARPUR FE SR EME. Jiang!® B IEME LIRS 2R
B SR E W B R RAGE (Largest Lya-
punov Exponent, LLE) fI5¢Hc4E (Correlation Dimen-
sion, CD) Z¥H BEMZ R, Zhang et al”) ¥4 CD 5
Jitter, Shimmer 454 AT B RS 3 BREFIRA,
4 RR TR AL SRR VI R EGE. T A
HUr e FER MECC S50z W F TR FER i
MRS, FHEAEAHA R 101U i Gammatone
TR I A 2H W] B DR MR N B WSS R, R
FFiEE IR 12 SeiE RS B G iE kiR ) 1
FARGH, B Gammatone J§PEAFH Y 2R AL
BERERM RS, Bu#E MFCC 2315 %] Gamma-
tone JEIHE 22 (Gammatone Filtering Cepstrum
Coefficient, GMCC) .

TR S R R BR T S A B RRE, IR B
FREAN SRS A, I AN IR R
AR A O, WAZSMERFIL. FMILEAETTT
FERg 5 10 BEAR I SRR I s o AR R B e 2%
ZiEZHEREN LW, 5iRER WM ESHTE
PRIETER, B 5 EMI R R R AR E N A
WHER, & BAET RS E M T EIRTE R, HEE R
IS, AR et o 1O, MORIER S HOFAR
REVHEAA 2 S e HH 7 o A8 XTI g S ) P e AR (o
AR ARG N, T T RS A AE, AT X R
TETWARRERE A, HEH TR ERFYS
FPEAEZARERR, HAREEINREEFESH
FRAEE AR AR S e R 0T, E R 0 R
TRINBRIFF T AG H, AT IR IRSIAIIARR, W&
WRPEWREA—RE, FIA SR T ZH0FJEZ
PEIATHIRRE: 2 W0H SRR v RAGEL (Multi-
Band Largest Lyapunov Exponent, MBLLE) , ‘EH]
MBCARBLA N T By AR LR, JFRER B A
FL I 0T 50 TR R

AE AR A ARG, S FERIETIR, #E1T
FHERMBURA LE. #% M550 (Kernel Principal
Component Analysis, KPCA) JEIT4E & BE R
—FRFER IR AR, FF R ) N TR A F A
AIRFH 1O iR m A X XS KPCA #y
PERE AR EE R, B R IE M S8
R R EE., & RIER T NS E0E T
Jrik B2 (H R AEE T R RIS R R B A
AR . Keerthil? SR fr/MEA42 - [0 FR A A9 3
LTS HORIR, HAETEE TR R IR HABCR AR B
#. Olivier Chapelle®) 4 H R Fi 86 BE T BRI

R SHN IR, {524 n SO AETE SO
DISRAgET, OB Ra. hxt ESCR B S50k
IAFTER R, A SCIR T 2 T R K R B
YSHE Rk, JEARAS R PRI
(Majorization Kernel, MK), SZ55 2% F R B H MK
] KPCA BRI,

AL 2 B0 JE R T R R IR B W
MBLLE Z%{, 4032 i 7= K 2 X R F 15 5%
WU AR R E M . B2 AU A% T R4 A A S
BOR B e 22 T B R R R, TR T A
O AR IR Y IR
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1.1 Gammatone E;E2E4H

Gammatone pF¥E F 1 Johannesma #2H (24,
TR B A Y s S e i B AT AR R A -
hi(t) = Gt*~texp(—2mB;t) cos(2m fit + ¢;)U (1), 1)

(1<i<I)

He G R, s SIWBERINE, kET
NGAIRE, B FRIBEARRIH o, fi SRR
HIFRODHR, ¢ MNL, U(t) NIEREEEL 1 Mg
IRESHI . 24 s = 3,4,5 Bf, Gammatone JEIK %+
ARG B AL 5 T R

— MR L T 0 W 0 ki S AU Y R D BB AR A
Gammatone JEH A OME, RERIBEEES
FA R AR R s R A 8. AREES (1) il
M 17 R 5, BV AT A5 21308 U5 A% 0 AR M B R . Gam-
matone PR HUZ— M H KR EE H BUE D AR AL E /Y
HIEIEH AT, ARFOHIRE Gammatone JEHASH-
BN BT . S I I A o AR R A R A
BERI AT, ZH] Gammatone JEIEAFRARPIE
R, BRI AL OIRM A 5 SRR E. (H
AP R, SO T A A R . 3 S AR
AR 5 e 4 R B R A — B

FH Gammatone JEJFFHXT MFCC St
5% GMCC , BEF524 Gammatone JEHEAFA
&, XENEUEES 0, IE, RFEHET DFT 48
e IE R MG B BB RE R EN(i), S/ #7345
ALFRFT DCT 75

N
CGMCC(p) ZZIgEN(i) cos [(Z— %) %:|, (2)
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10X (t)] F t MZUB IR, 3T LLE mwﬁﬁa&
HRZ, ACRAMRE Wolf 33k 29
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(2) PAWIRAAH R o M, TESEFIER—1
5 xo T o ME A A, BERRITR AR, @0, 2
[ RRERBE B AT iE R Lito) .

(3) B PR EEALETE] k, BIMA T ETT L
B AL AR 2 — 1y B, HAR B R 3 T K PR BE
BACA L(t), TEAHN BN R fEHUE K&
. o)

A= L(to)’ )

(4) nbaks:, BERIAHEA, REISHEEY

KRFTEE R HRK Lyapunov 1EEUAGTHE-
N
L .

BT {E 5@t Gammatone JEIE S S, 7 HIxF
BB T RGBS R AR B 1 &
TAERKM (&) AIER®RE (f) MBLLE Z%#{2
Bt PR S, 128 PR B TS 1 FT 19 B0 A
PEZSE, TS 7 M 24 B TR EER, B 14 P
H—ezmrt, F, FIEMPURELE, TERE
B EEE A .

RN Z ]

MBLLE

& 1 2% MBLLE f4EBGTR
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2 KPCA ¥EfAL
2.1 KPCA 743

18458 PCA SRR T R IR FRIE A — PR AR
e, YFEHRBARFEIRLER R, £/ PCA FH
RS EAS AR S X Pl v R

KPCA {5 A% JE A o — A JE 4R 1 28 e 4t
BRI B 22 E, FOF A PCA #HATRMESR
BT, EEES A AR Y TR M IR LR RS,
I KPCA JFiRFHEF PCA.

B e € RV (i = 1,2,--- ,n) HFEAEEmH,
A RY W IR ¢ B F,
Bl s — (x) . SRIGRIELI T ZHRE C WFHEE A
FFFE M

Cu = Ap, (6)
BN IES o(x:) AR TEEN, BFER

Booar, a0, an, B p =" ao(x;), Wik
ey

nia = Ka, (1)
e

K = (kij)nxn = (d(®i) - (X)) nxn-

X (7) RS BIRIEE, EBOERHHEAK
FUNES M > Xo > - = N, HX N RYFRRE A
al,o? - of . BHBRE—EHBRME 00 <0<,
75 S0 N/ 5P N = 0, R RAM I 9(g < p)
TR,

FEATERFEZE ] F iR E R & o™ LW 8R5Y
»: .

Yy = <¢)(:E) : /J'm> = m ;a;ﬂk(m“m),

(m: 1a27"' ,Q)

M Sr o(z) #00, KNl K=K - IK -
KI+IKI &, H I HrETRHEHR 1/n 1
n x n HRE,
2.2 fRIZFE

WM EREE 25, 2% (Radial Basis
Function, RBF) EREMI Sigmoid pREL. 4i%#E T —Fh
BREUE, Wtike T —Fhae IR, —A452 I8
BIVERE I I IR B 22 T RE TR HE T RE ) (WP R AR A
HITRIBE F7) PR 75 T pe g i, R B T B 2
R ERARIERE I RIS ERE 1. B T B — A BEA
BB ERE ) XA BT AMERE Ty 0y 5 I, AT R
AHAGZREOERX, )RR 2R R L
IR 28, AR I T A

(8)

ka,y) =0(@-y)" — (1-0)llz -yl +1, (9)
(de N, 0<s<2)
Horp 0 W HBIREL dFT s BUOPRAER TSR
EFRWICNERE, WREEARY, oS
TEBLST I 25 A iR &.

Xt T KPCA T, S ER BN EARE {6z},
N i S DS B B e 7 N O I T e e
S AR SCHR Y — b T i e R R BE Y A% S R
Wk, JFFRAZIAGEEEHSE MK:

Stepl: X T45 I SEL 0, K kA Xt
PEH RS {yihiiys

Step2: SRIRKEHRME v Mbhor 2R X,
NS Z B A5 w70 A7 Bk L

1
(2m) P2 |2

{595 ).
Stepds RIVHEULA T
Jo =Y logp(yi[y, X)
i=1

KRIESHERE;
Step4: %18 é\:argmax Jo T SEL
Step5: #iE MK:

k(z,y)=0(z-y)’ —(1-0)[lz—y|"* +1.

3 S Kot
3.1 ZWKIE

A SLH Kl MEEI(Massachusetts Eye and Ear
Infirmary) %8 B2 29 By REAR, RO R4 1384
BRERE /o /, 51 T BEWFR. M. 246
THAEE R, g T I R, A SCRIUR & BARSE
IR 2. [EHREFHREIER 50 kHz, JpRHE

FHH 25 kHz, XTIEW R & TR A RS —
FHERFH N 25 kHz |

MR 2 R 53 BlEH R E 5 53 f R A
WRE (AN 9, AR 12 4, A KM 16
), PEHFRRE 16 4), ¥ MBLLE %R SPSS17.0
TR REAS ¢ fa g, HAEFEXEEA 95% . B 2
5 H T AP TR SigOBU) {8,  Sig {Ek /R ZE
SR, WA MBLLE S37EH 4 8547 i 22
SRR, XA BN TTER, e A
R B EEE S, FTLUE R 8 AR A A
AL e fA A 22 S, T L Ud B R AR A Ak B
RAELE,

b(y) =
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%2 mEHLIHIR
A A *
N1 EWRE, HEE (4F) N1 ERYE, HEZE ()

EH¥ 21 38.8, 8.5 32 34.2, 7.9

R NGk 2 46.5, 4.8 7 40.3, 4.7

R E A 9 37.1, 9.5 3 38.7, 8.5

FEAHFIK 8 45.2,10.1 24 41.2, 8.4

R R 16 45.5,10.6 16 43.8, 8.2

FRHEA 35 43.3,10.5 50 41.7, 7.8
BRI A A TR AR AR R RS R E 4
), S FR A ELBHAE R (BERE TR A R e A8 3
. R RAERERERTWE ) .1 H ROC #
A ZE T A (the Area Under the ROC Curve, AUC)
8 SRFIE R AN B BCR S, HAEBREEL 1 58

& 2 BB 2 Rk

3.2 ERKERITE

Gammatone B 'E & 10-12500Hz JE FE N #T 24 4>
EW AL, FERBBH MFCC Al GMCC ¥R
A Hamming &, H KN 20 ms, MifH 10 ms .
M P BUA 12, In L2 RBUSFIELERCH 24, Xf
IRE R —WIEATRIR, RERKETA WIS E
YE R IR B BIFFAE. 7EFRISE MBLLE 2Rk
AR EBBUERH Y 160ms R EF(ES. AT EL
AT L, ASCRA T =R B8 7308 X
FEmEAL (Support Vector Machine, SVM) . #pZ Il
M (NativeBayes) FlEfEMSEH (Best First Tree,
BFTree) ,

ACAER A KPCA FRERM IR R A T AR A%
PRECHATRT SR, 40k 3 PR,
3.3 LRRIFMIEHR

ZiRHE LAERFEHIZ (Receiver Operating Char-
acteristic curves, ROC) ¥ i T 52 Hb i 7 12 5] A 2
. ROC Hh4k B0 fls A bR R MR BH R (BB

HIR NS5 ST, Kappa WX R BRSO #4T

M BY, SRR B RO A RE LR 51 59 22 51,

T 1 R, HE -

Py — P.

1-P.°

Hep Py AW —2ctE, P A HAE 2.
# 3 KPCA H AR REH 25055

(10)

Kappa =

2 kgL
2
RBF k(x,y) = exp (_7”1: 16y” >
Sigmoid k(x,y) =tanh({(z-y) + 1)
MK | k(@y) = 0(x-y)” — (1 0) [z -y +1

3.4 LRERRHMT

K H 10 WA EBAER ik T 9088, SR e AS
B3R 2 v 85 Bl AR AR IR B M 53 B IEF R, BT
BRI SR 10 S TFREARSE, Butd 9 47
BTG, BT —NFEHFTIR, WHES 10
W, BANTHAMR 1K, ®4HHET MRS
AR FEFHES B A5 R, A Accuracy, AUC,
Kappa 1 =FiR 5 77 50 PR 50 %,

# 4 ZMRBIFET S S 5 R

SVM NativeBayes BFTree THRBIZE (%)
Accuracy (%) | AUC | Kappa | Accuracy (%) | AUC | Kappa | Accuracy (%) | AUC | Kappa
MFCC 90.58 0.89 0.77 89.13 0.94 0.75 85.51 0.84 0.67 88.41
GMCC 92.03 0.92 0.82 90.58 0.96 0.80 86.96 0.83 0.70 89.86
LLE 81.88 0.87 0.64 88.41 0.97 0.76 89.13 0.92 0.76 86.47
MBLLE 94.93 0.94 0.90 94.20 0.97 0.87 95.65 0.92 0.91 94.93
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(1) GMCC FRIETEA Fior 2648 T AR EL MFCC A
FIFRI, EPEIRARES T 1.45% . XK
M Gammatone R AFHIZNAFFES TR =
IR A H IR R IE A B0y Ko, X R B
Kl Gammatone I8 % 2H RE 5 41 A B N R iy WF
DR,

(2) MBLLE F#ERI A% W LLE ¥4 8.45%
HI4R . FRESHORT DAE 40 ik b e & 75 (g JE ek
F#E. MBLLE # P33R H MFCC #l GMCC 43
FRET 6.52% 1 5.07%, ML T JERHE M AR TE
FE R IR TR A R

(3) MBLLE WHE =S80 TR EEHE
., (HI LLE (PR RigmBE s R, H—
ZERFINT 435 AR (MFCC il GMCC Ak
BB ), NEADBHE LREREFFE SR
PEFRE; R R S BT Rl 43 AT UK HE B B

TEARMZRET 1~12 4EfHA% (SVM 433K
#%) . ATUAEHRA MK §y KPCA FATEA RN
PR, YT MK §% ST REJ7 HOBS iR, B4R Sig-
moid #% R EERFE MBLLE FEUS T 8RR,
F IR YRR 1~3 BFH MK RS RE S, (HE
Sigmoid 7EFHAMFFEBET MR EBARNE, W
¥ Sigmoid FMERE ST A2, 24 B B 4 A8 AT 4
AR ALRE S, T MK 7EiX =FS R
AT e, HEIFSMERE

5 4 T AR R T S FHESE A RN
AE. FTLE H MBLLE 2307 # 4T BUS IR A1
W EE R, HY4 MBLLE 1 MK AH45 6 BHRBIHR
Bt AR 97.82% . TEOCRIE TR IH: — &2
AR S AT B AR FT D B 4 b R A 75 i A8 IR
FerEs TORASSCIR B MK ZERRAERER 7 T A 5 4

# 5 BBPAERFRRECT H R

Kernel Accuracy (%)
==y
HIFFIE. function | MFCC GMCC MBLLE
B 3 4 T &SEAE MRS B8 ROC PCA 92.75 95.65 96.37
28 WA IBEHA IR B MBLLE 25 455 Sigmoid 83.33 84.06 97.10
BAETR B P AR, Rbf 92.75 95.65 97.10
lgl‘ 4 é]A:f'EH T:I:%{[E%%ﬁ MFCC, GMCC jﬁ] MBLLE MK 93.48 97.10 97.82
SVM% 2K 2R OC Hh 25 NativeBayes 7 25 2% FIROC il £
]0 ]O PUNSCOUETTINS: SECITTCICUNE. LT e
0.8 0.8
% 06 %06t
& =
04 04
.................. MECC 1 ee
0.2 GMCC 0.2 —Y(0 8
............. LLE LLE
MBLLE MBLLE
oLL ' - ' - 0 ' ~ '
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
R BA R BRI 2R
BF Tree 7 45 FFIROC 1 £
1.0
0.8
Hooef ]
2
04
.................. MFCC
0.2 GMCC
............. LLE
MBLLE
0 ; i I I
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
BRI 2R

Bl 3 ARZHKE T #2240 ROC Mk
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100 MFCC 100 GMCC
95t
90
g g 85+
l”:’z EE 80
0 p—— e} } 75 o —-— T Y\
O Sigmoid @ Sigmoid
sy L e RBF 0% Qs RBF
—8— MK —&8— MK
70 - - . - : . 65 - - - - - -
2 4 6 8 10 12 2 4 6 8 10 12
YEEY i
100 MBLLE
S
=
1S
L SOE 3
06 weenierrenes PCA
@ Sigmoid
""" ©--- RBF
—8— MK
85
2 4 6 8 10 12
s
Bl 4 RARFEREAE SVM 7324 T #RA 45 R
HITERE, SERGUHEMIR I A BF 2 R B B JE A
==t . .
@1!11 o ?’3 % X Ej*

4 45

%ot P AR IR B R R AE SRR AE 19 SR B
P, RIEANBE IR 5 R LR, ¥
Gammatone W73 S8 £ 41 3B LA 0 18] 2 57 o A &6
AHH T MBLLE FIESH. FHRAERER TR
MIZE R R, KA SCHR H #9 MBLLE (1R 31 Z AR Xt
T MFCC #l LLE T BFWiEs. &3 HH MK
AT KPCA #HATRERI, RAILR R MK Hi%
GiA% PR BOR B = IR 42 T, o MBLLE f1 MK
S BAERA R TR 2 97.82% .

A H) MBLLE 300 Hoth 55 A= PR AR 4
KM EYES, MEREILEGESHIRAIEE —EN
SEME, HSEOERGET N A FHERA RS
FRRER R . AR A T AR AR 5 R A Ik
LR, (URMRF AR ERREF SR, T
— W2 RO IR TR B ) LR R 2. SR
TR AT SR, AT 2% S B R
e T — M7 E .
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