
Baseline (ISL RT04s STT system)

Bridging gaps, etc.

Performed to match the granularity of the ref segmentation

Vocal Interaction Transition Modeling

• The above assumes uniform transition probabilities
• A participant-independent model:

P( Ψ[t+1] | Ψ[t] ) ≈ P( ║Ψ[t+1] ║,║Ψ[t+1] x Ψ[t] ║|║Ψ[t] ║)

The transition probability is a function of:

1. How many participants were speaking at time t;
2. How many participants were speaking at time t+1; and
3. How many of them are the same.

Acoustic Model Training

•3 techniques for reusing or creating data mass for training

•Each vocal interaction state is modeled with a one Gaussian

Feature Extraction

•2 simple features per participant

TEST AUDIO
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