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NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

PERCENTAGES OF RECOGNITION (LPC cep 128 points)

RECOGNITION RATE(%)

3

8

80

70

_......Q......g‘.‘:- ¢
‘/

e e T L B

z,

4 Tralning FEMALE(FCF)
! +—¢ & words
B ® --~6 10 words
.7 A---A 20 words
A B of
Q-----0 100 words
distance: LPC Cepstrum, VQ codes: 32
1 1 . L 1 1

2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

PERCENTAGES OF RECOGNITION (LPC cep 128 points)

54: Number of training words vs. recognition rates

(MAO, CEP, 8 codes)

56: Number of training words vs. recognition rates
(MAO, CEP, 32 codes)

(3

(3
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RECOGNITION RATE(%)

Training FEMALE(FCF)
+—e¢ 5 words
@ --=0 10 words
A---A 20 words

cist WLR, VQ codes: 4
4 L L L

2 3 4 ] 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

PERCENTAGES OF RECOGNITION (WLR 128 points)

RECOGNITION RATE(%)

k(4

Tralning
*—¢ 5 words
® --=-9 10 words
A-~=A 20 words

FEMALE(FCF)

Q+ee-Q 100 words
‘dotaneo: WLR, VQ codes: 18
L ! ! !

2 3 4 ] 6 7 8 9 10

NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
PERCENTAGES OF RECOGNITION (WLR 128 polnts)

57: Number of training words vs. recognition rates
(MAO, WLR, 4 codes)

59: Number of training words vs. recognition rates
(MAO, WLR, 16 codes)

RECOGNITION RATE(%)

Training FEMALE(FCF)
¢—¢ 5 words
¢ --~¢ 10 words
A-=-=-A 20 words

(= RS 0 100 words

Lat: WLR, VQ cod! 8
1 [ ] []

2 3 4 5 -] 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

PERCENTAGES OF RECOGNITION (WLR 128 points)

RECOGNITION RATE(%)

70

Tralning
&—¢ § words
¢ --=0 10 words
A-==-A 20 words

FEMALE(FCF)

-8 50 words

Q--+---0 100 words
ciat WLR, VQ codes: 32
[ 1 ! L

2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10

NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
PERCENTAGES OF RECOGNITION (WLR 128 polints)

58: Number of training words vs. recognition rates
(MAO, WLR, 8 codes)

60: Number of training words vs. recognition rates
(MAO, WLR, 32 codes)



B 128 WA RR7 FAHEICX 3HERES

B 128 RZzRAVEARZ FAKEICLDITS

PRIE 4

E _’s,\
& oesf-” .. .
o [ ~ . et [ TRT Y
.m- L
3 0.60
0.55
‘!.7,,‘ ’.,—-I
osol- i LUt S BTN RN R
distance: LPC Copstrum, VQ codes: 4
045} Tralning 100 words MALE(MAQ)
0—0 Eng/Eng
0.40 1 ® —.-@ Englap
m- - -m Jap/Eng
035 - O+ee0 Japllap
0.30 1 1 L ! L ! ! L |
1 2 3 4 5 [} 7 8 9 10

NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Copstrum 128 polnts)

61: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words

(MAO, 4 codes)

= 0.60 -
o
E 055
% 050
045
0.40
035
0.30 |-
O0—0 Eng/Eng
025 ¢ e —--~@ Eng/Jap
-m Jap/Eng
0.20 |- DO Jap/dap
0.15 ! ! L 1 L 1 1 1 [
1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION ({LPC Copstrum 128 points)

62: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words

(MAO, 8 codes)

18

gossl e
E 0.34 }-\'. s‘.'\ @i
= ARN "-..--“‘"--o—----o-"
9 032 .
Q
030l
028 a..,
jl = SUUUEL v SXVERY WRRHEY  TUPONN YRR PTRET (5]
0281°  gstance: LPC Copstrum, VO codes: 16
024 Tralring 100 words MALE(MAO)
o22f- 0—0 Eng/Eng
B ® —.-e Engllap
020 = dop/Eng
0.16 |~ 0 Jap/dap
0.16 [] [ 1 [l 1 (] } 1 1
{ 2 3 4 6 8 1 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Cepstrum 128 points)

63: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words
(MAO, 16 codes)

= 032~

o

E 030

o

% 028

a
026
02¢ |-
022
020}
o180}

0.18 -

0.14
1

. '._._"____.,_.-o-.-.-n\.

~ g, "

di LPC Cepstrum, VQ codes: 32 "B
Training 100 words MALE(MAOQ)
0—-0 Eng/Eng
® —-~e@ Engldap
m- - -m Jap/Eng
D0 Japldap

2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Cepstrum 128 points)

64: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words
(MAO, 32 codes)
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w
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distance: WLR, VQ codes: 18

Z oasl  dstance: VAR, VQ codas: 4 3 Tralning 100 words MALE(MAO)
E Training 100 words MALE(MAO) E 028 -
_ o
g 0.42 ... = 026 ,."."""\ » -
2 4 . = [~ I Shndndl - -
CRY"] 2 .. a8 = ~e ST
038 '\_..‘.¢‘~~.~..._.‘.‘__.‘.‘._..,_._. 0241
b~
Y | 022 ~‘I—~--.-..._..--"'."'l---.»-o---l-".
- o

..... g_,,,...a.u----ﬂ""'

034 -
0—o0 Eng/Eng 0—0 Eng/Eng
0323 ® -.~e Engliap 0.18 |- ® -.-@ Engliap
m- - -m Jap/Eng u Jap/Eng
030 - Q-0 Japldap 0.16 - 0 Jap/Jap
0.28 L 1 ! L L L L L L 0.14 L ! L 1 L L ! L L
1 2 3 4 ] ] 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 polinte) RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 points)

65: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words 67: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words

(MAO, 4 codes) (MAO, 16 codes)

z distance: WLR, VQ codes: 8 z 022

O 0384 Training 100 words MALE(MAO) S, L

E PR N & S A et ...

o 034 .. =l B i ot TR

% r '\."_,--‘--__'_ e @mem @aem W 2019

8 o2l r—— <] = B g -
ALY Wiy IR

0.30 0. 178 B e i i B o B essses

- M. m--m oo
Bathht bl SR b Bafaintead o8- distance: WLR, VQ codes: 32

028 Preeees
a ] 045l Training 100 words MALE(MAC)
o2s | ’ o1af 0—0 En,
0—o Eng/Eng oo Engonn
024} ® —.-@ Engliap 0.13§ g/dap
u- - -m Jap/Eng
M- - -m Jap/Eng 0.12{ Q- Japhdap
022 Oeesees 0 Jap/dap ok
0.20 1 ] [l ] 1 ] (] (] [l 0.10 1 { 1 [l 1 1 ] ] ]
1. 2 3 4 & 6 71 8 8 10 1 2 8 4 5 6 1 8 8 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 polnto) RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 points)

66: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words 68: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words
(MAO, 8 codes) (MAO, 32 codes)
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0.85 §-
~
0.60 i~

ossf WUl oReeem -0
. —em-

DISTORTION

040 - Training 100 words FEMALE(FCF)
oask 0—0 Eng/Eng
030 ¢

9251 dstance: LPC Copstrum, VQ codes: 4

020 L L L ) 1 L ! L L

1 2 3 4 s 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Cepstrum 128 points)

=
g

o«
=
2
e

0.36 -
034
032 k-

030
0.28 E=
0.26
0.24
022 -

0.20 &~
0.18 §-
0.18 -

distance: LPC Copstrum, VQ codes: 18
Training 100 words FEMALE(FCF)

B—em.. - --B--R---E
e .- -

0—0 Eng/Eng
o - ~o Eng/dap
m Jap/Eng

0.14
1

2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Cepstrum 128 points)

69: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words 71: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words
(FCF, 16 codes)

(FCF, 4 codes)

=
S 050 §-
E A
o K
B oasp
e ., Wl -—a
- "‘-.* —.___.__-._--l
040 ™ S~

0.30 - 0—0 Eng/Eng
’ ¢ ~~-o Eng/Jap
u Jap/Eng
025
0 JapiJa
chint LPC Cep va. pJap
020 1 ! 1 1 [ 1 ! . !

1 2 3 4 5 [} 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Cepstrum 128 points)

DISTORTION

(-]
b
©
T,

distance: LPC Cepstrum, VQ cod

32
Training 100 words FEMALE(FCF)

2 3 4

7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS

RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (LPC Cepstrum 128 points)

70: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words

(FCF, 8 codes)

72: VQ distortion (CEP) vs. number of input words
(FCF, 32 codes)
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= = 025~ distance: WLR, VQ codes: 16
g o4s - S 024  Training 100 words FEMALE(FCF)
SO0l L . S oz k-
~ ="~ -~ woflc=eRa
& 042 ey 4 I St Bt =
€S cegee-leoc.g--n “a - ‘.. o o r
NPT a 022 g @
o1}
020 |-
019 | - S
RO I G o TERCl] o ST ORRRR , BRI o SUR
PP ]
032}  Tralning 100 words FEMALE(FCF) 018 p- ©0—0 Eng/Eng
030} 0—0 Eng/Eng 017 1- ® --~e Engldap
oz |- ® —:—e Engliap 016} m- - -m Jap/Eng
-m Jsp/Eng Deseees 0 Japlap
0.26 k- seeeee) Japldap 0.15 1
024 ] [l 1 (] 1 | 1 0.14 1 [ 1 [ ] (] [l 1 1
1 2 3 4 & 8 s 10 1 2 3 4 6 8 7 8 9 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 points) RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 polnts)

73: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words 75: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words

(FCF, 4 codes) (FCF, 16 codes)
z 0Mr Z 922 gatance: WLR, Va codes: 32
Eoszfoe y _m E %2 qraining 100 words FEMALE(FCF)
T Mgl - - Soz2l
2 oso} TmeT i PR Y -
S PR S = 0. iadiad Sl inbald T [ Y eyt
Y] SR gint® Ve Lol bt a RIS T it i slir
.= [XTE =
o7}
0.8
0228 Training 100 words FEMALE(FCF) oo ¥
020 |- 0—0 Eng/Eng e4 0—0 Eng/Eng
o1l ® ~-.~o Eng/Jap
@ ~.~o EnglJep d
o8} N- - -m JapEng
~® Jap/Eng 0.12}- QeeeenD Japldap
0.16 |- 0 Jap/Jap 0.11 §-
0.14 1 ] 1 1 1 ] (] ] [] 0.10 [} 1 1 (] ] t 1 (] 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 71 8 © 10 1. 2 8 4 & 8 7 8 8 10
NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS NUMBER OF INPUT WORDS
RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 polnts) RECOGNIZING DISTORTION (WLR 128 polnts)

74: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words 76: VQ distortion (WLR) vs. number of input words
(FCF, 8 codes) (FCF, 32 codes)
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¥ 1: B « EBBOMIIE (B4 : B 14 (MAO), 32 codes, WLR FEHE)

HEROKE X AJIEEER
32 1 2 3 4 5 6 ( 8 9 10
% 5 80.0 { 80.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
& 10 80.0 | 75.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0
B 20 75.0 | 85.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 | 85.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
&5 50 85.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 " 75.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 2: B - EFEOBAIE (8535 : B 14 (MAO), 16 codes, WLR EEff)
HEtEOKE & || AJIEEES
16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
2 5 H 85.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 { 80.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
2| 10 75.0 | 80.0 | 95.0 | 85.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0
-1 20 85.0 1 90.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
&5 50 75.0 1 75.0 1 80.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 { 90.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 95.0
M 100 75.0190.0 1 950 | 950 | 95.0 | 100.0 { 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0
F 3: A - EEEORAIE (8% : B 14 (MAO), 8 codes, WLR FEff)
FEROKE X AJIESEE
8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
¥ S 85.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0
& 10 85.0 ] 75.0 | 70.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 85.0 1 90.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 85.0
;| 20 85.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B& 50 55.0 | 75.0 [ 80.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 100.0
54 100 70.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 4: B - FEEOBAIE (855 : B 14 (MAO), 4 codes, WLR 55i)
FEROKE X AERESL
4 H 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
=4 5 75.0 | 60.0 | 55.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 65.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 75.0 | 70.0
& 10 65.0 | 55.0 | 55.0 | 55.0 | 55.0 | 55.0 | 55.0 | 55.0 | 60.0 | 55.0
B 20 75.0 | 70.0 | 85.0 | 70.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 75.0
&8 50 700 | 65.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 75.0 | 85.0 | 75.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 85.0
4 100 60.0 {1 70.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0




Table/recognition-CEP-MAO.tbl

¥ 1: B - EEOMHIE (FEF - B 14 (MAO), 32 codes, CEP SEE)

HEABOKEX ATIBEEE
32 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
£ 5 80.0 | 90.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 850 | 90.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 95.0
B 10 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
M 20 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 50 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 950 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 |/85.0 | 95.0 [ 95.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
£ 2: B » ZEEEORRIISR (5% : Bt 14 (MAO), 16 codes, CEP FEgE)
HAEROKEX AJIBEE
16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
£ 5 90.0 [ 90.0 | 950 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 10 90.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
M 20 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
& 50 90.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 950 | 950 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
ol 100 75.0 | 80.0 | 950 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 100.0
% 3: B « KBOWIIE (5% : Bt 14 (MAO), 8 codes, CEP Fallk)
HEEOA X X " AJIHEE
8 1 2 3 | 4 | 5 6 | 7 8 9 10
) 5 80.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 65.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 55.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 60.0
B 10 75.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 45.0 | 50.0 | 50.0 | 55.0 | 50.0 | 50.0
54 20 85.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
8 50 75.0 | 60.0 | 55.0 | 60.0 | 55.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 55.0 | 55.0
% 100 70.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 65.0 | 65.0 | 65.0 | 65.0 | 650 | 60.0
% 4: B « ZAEOMBIE (35 : Bk 14 (MAO), 4 codes, CEP ¥5it)
HSROKE S ATIEABEE
4 1 2 3] 4] 5 6 ] 7 | 8 9 10
2 5 65.0 | 65.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 65.0 | 75.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 75.0 | 75.0
B 10 80.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 950 | 95.0
gE 50 75.0 | 75.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 90.0
e 100 60.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 85.0

24
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% 1: B - EFEOBFIN (B5% : k14 (FCF), 32 codes, WLR E5j)

HEROKEY || ANBER
32 {1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
z 5 85.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 10 900 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
23 50 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 2: A - EEEOMYE (3% : Z¥E 14 (FCF), 16 codes, WLR FEHE)
FHSROKE X AJIBEEH
16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
% 5 90.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 10 90.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
H 20 85.0 [ 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
&5 50 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
3 100 95.0 | 95.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 3: 8 - REOMIIZE ( 5E : ki 14 (FCF), 8 codes, WLR FEff)
HEROKE & AJBEER
8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
% 5 60.0 | 55.0 [ 55.0 | 65.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 50.0 | 50.0
B 10 80.0 [ 80.0 [ 80.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
-1 20 || 75.0 [ 75.0 [ 90.0 [ 100.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 160.0 | 100.0
5 50 80.0 | 85.0 [ 85.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
b4 100 85.0 [ 85.0 [ 85.0 [ 90.0 [ 95.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 4: B - ZFEOBFIR (8E : kK14 (FCF), 4 codes, WLR 3Bi)
HEROKE & AJIBEE
4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
£ 5 65.0 | 65.0 [ 70.0 [ 70.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 [ 70.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 75.0
B 10 70.0 | 65.0 [ 80.0 [ 85.0 [ 90.0 | 90.0 [ 95.0 | 95.0 [ 90.0 | 95.0
B 20 65.0 [ 65.0 [ 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0
B 50 75.0 | 70.0 | 85.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 [ 90.0 | 90.0 [.95.0 | 90.0 | 95.0
b4 100 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 [ 95.0 | 95.0 [ 95.0 | 95.0




Table/recognition-CEP-FCF.tbl

£ 1: B - EFROBPIR (B : k14 (FCF), 32 codes, CEP 35Hf)

FEROKRE AJIBEEH
32 1| 2] 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
2 5 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 [ 100.0 [ 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 95.0
H 10 80.0 [ 75.0 [ 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0
B 20 85.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 50 85.0 | 95.0 [ 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0
4 100 90.0 { 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
# 2: B « ZEEORAIER (854 : it 14 (FCF), 16 codes, CEP BEff)
FHEAROKE X ATEEER
16 1 | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
¥ 5 80.0 | 70.0 [ 85.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 10 70.0 | 70.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 90.0
B 20 65.0 | 65.0 | 65.0 | 75.0 | 65.0 | 60.0 | 65.0 | 55.0 | 65.0 | 70.0
BB 50 90.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
® 100 75.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 3: B « ZEEOMIIE (35 : &k#:14 (FCF), 8 codes, CEP BEKf)
#EEoRES [ AIHEEE
8 1 [ 2] 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
E2 5 Hso.o 75.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 10 70.0 | 65.0 [ 70.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0
B 20 80.0 | 85.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 85.0 | 85.0
i 50 85.0 | 90.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 85.0 | 80.0 | 95.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 [ 95.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
# 4: B « EEOBIR (FF - kit 14 (FCF), 4 codes, CEP FBEfE)
FrEtROKE X AJIBEE
4 1 [ 2 ] 3 4 5 | 6 7 8§ ] 9| 10
% 5 80.0 | 70.0 | 75.0 | 75.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 90.0
E 10 750 | 75.0 [ 70.0 | 65.0 [ 55.0 [ 65.0 | 60.0 | 65.0 | 65.0 | 65.0
B 20 80.0 | 75.0 | 95.0 | 100.0 [ 90.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0
5 50 H75.0 65.0 [ 80.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 [ 90.0 [ 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0
4 100 |/ 75.0 [ 80.0 [ 85.0 | 85.0 | 85.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 95.0 | 95.0 | 95.0

26



*]

D REFEATICE 3EHIHRE

D EFEEANCCLBHBIMERE

27



Table/MAO-MMS.CEP.256.tbl

¥ 1: REERICoH - EEEOBAE (ANEEE : MMS, 2ET5E4E:MAO, 32 codes, CEP FBEE)

#BROKES || ANBEE

32 | 1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
2 5 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
EH 10 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0°
RE 50 90.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
ﬂ 100 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

# 2: HEERcoR « ZEORAIR (AHEEE : MMS, 2BEE:MAO, 16 codes, CEP 5EiE)

HEROKE & AN BEEH

16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
¥ 5 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
3 10 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0
B 20 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
BE 50 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 160.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0
## 100 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

# 3: RFEHEEcol « ZFEOBRIR (ANEEE : MMS, 28EEH:MAO, 8 codes, CEP FElE)

HERORE AN BiEEH

8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
% 5 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
& 10 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
25 50 60.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 H 50.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

# 4 REEMcoR « ZEOBNR (ANEEE - MMS, 2F3EEMAO, 4 codes, CEP BERE)

FEROKE X AJIEEE

4 "71 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
2 5 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 10 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 50 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 40.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 60.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
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29

# 1. BEERcoR « ZEROMBIE (AJNEEE : MMS, FHEH MAO, 32 codes, WLR F5f)

HEROKRE X | ANBER

32 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
E2 5 || 70.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
H 10 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 70.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 90.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 90.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
-3 50 100.0 [ 90.0 |100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
| 100 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

# 2: REEEcol - ZEORAIE (AEES : MMS, #B§EH :MAO, 16 codes, WLR EBff)

HEWOKRE & ATIHEER
16 " 1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
¥ 5 50.0 [ 70.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 [ 90.0 | 90.0
H 10 H7o.o 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
¥ 20 80.0 [ 80.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 |100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B& 50 H7o.o 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 90.0
¥ 100 |[ 90.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
% 3: RiEERicol « KEEOHEISE (ANES : MMS, EHEH MAO, 8 codes, WLR FBEk)
HSROKE & ATIERE
8 1 [ 2| 3] 45 |6 7 8 9 | 10
=3 5 60.0 | 60.0 [ 70.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 90.0
H 10 70.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 [ 90.0 | 80.0 | 80.0
B 20 40.0 | 40.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 [ 90.0 [ 90.0 | 80.0
] 50 70.0 | 60.0 | 60.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 70.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 [ 90.0 | 90.0
| 100 60.0 | 60.0 | 50.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 [ 80.0 [ 80.0 | 70.0
% 4: REEEMcoB - ZEEOWAIE (AHES : MMS, 2HiE%:MAO, 4 codes, WLR BEfi)
HERORE & ANIEEE
4 1 | 2 | 3] 4|5 6 7 8 9 10
¥ 5 50.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 70.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
3 10 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 [ 10.0 | 10.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0
B 20 30.0 | 100 | 100 | 00 [ 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 | 0.0 [ 0.0
&5 50 60.0 [ 40.0 [ 60.0 | 70.0 [ 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 90.0
& | 100 60.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 60.0 [ 60.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 70.0




Table/FCF-FFS.CEP.256.tbl

# 1: REEHEMcol - XEEOMBIE (ANES : FCF, ¥BEEH FFS, 32 codes, CEP i)

HHRORE & AIBEER

. 32 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
#¥ 5 50.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 10.0 | 10.0 | 10.0 | 0.0
& 10 50.0 | 50.0 | 40.0 | 40.0 | 20.0 | 40.0 | 40.0 | 50.0 | 50.0 | 60.0
E 20 60.0 | 50.0 | 40.0 | 50.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 40.0 | 40.0 | 40.0 | 30.0
B 50 30.0 | 10.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0
# 100 30.0 | 20.0 | 40.0 | 30.0 | 40.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0

% 2: RiEERcoR « XIEORFIR (AHEES : FCF, ¥EEE# FFS, 16 codes, CEP FEff)

BEROKE X | ATBEN

16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
% 5 40.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 ] 30.0 | 20.0 | 100 | 10.0 | 10.0 | 10.0 | 10.0
H 10 50.0 | 40.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 200 | 0.0 | 10.0 | 10.0| 0.0 0.0
H 20 40.0 | 40.0 | 50.0 { 40.0 | 40.0 | 40.0 | 50.0 | 50.0 | 60.0 | 60.0
BE 50 300} 0.0 {200 0.0 | 100§ 0.0 0.0 | 10.0 | 0.0 | 10.0
4 100 300 0.0 | 10.0 | 10.0 | 20.0 { 20.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

30

# 3: RS0l - ZEEOMAIR (AJES : FCF, 2BEEH FFS, 8 codes, CEP Z5if)

HEIRORE & AJIEEEH

8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
¥ 5 40.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 50.0 | 50.0 | 30.0 | 40.0 | 50.0
H 10 70.0 | 80.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 60.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 90.0
i1 20 80.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
i) 50 40.0 | 50.0 | 60.0 | 70.0 | 70.0 | 90.0 | $0.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0
# 100 70.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 [ 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 90.0 [ 90.0 | 90.0

X 4: RiFAERBcoR - EEOBRFIE (ANEEE : FCF, 2HEEE FFS, 4 codes, CEP 5%)

HERORE X AJIEEE

4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
¥ 5 40.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 40.0 | 40.0 | 10.0 | 30.0 | 50.0
) 10 50.0 | 40.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 10.0
H 20 40.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 20.0 | 0.0 | 10.0 | 10.0 } 20.0 | 0.0 | 10.0
& 50 300|201} 00]00])00])00]100] 00 ] 00| 0.0
# 100 30.0 | 30.0 ) 10.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 30.0 { 40.0 | 10.0 | 20.0 | 10.0
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Table/FCF-FFS.WLR.256.tbl

#* 1: BEElcoR « EEORBIR (ANEEE : FCF, 2¥EFE5#H:FFS, 32 codes, WLR FEgE)

HEARORE X AJIHEEH

32 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
o3 5 70.0 | 70.0 | 50.0 { 60.0 | 80.0 | 70.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 { 90.0
8 10 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 80.0 | 80.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
& 50 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
54 100 80.0 | 100.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

5 2. REERICcOH - XREOMBIE (AJNEEE : FOF, ZHEEH FFS, 16 codes, WLR BBff)

HSARORE X ATIBEER
16 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
5 30.0 | 30.0 ( 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 30.0 | 30.0
& 10 100.0 | 80.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
H 20 80.0 | 80.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
i} 50 50.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0
3 100 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

R 3: REEHCO « FEROMAIE (AJEEE : FCF, #BEEE FFS, 8 codes, WLR B5H)

FEROKE & ATIEEER

8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
% 5 30.0 | 20.0 { 20.0 { 200 | 20.0 | 20.0 | 20.0 § 20.0 | 30.0 { 30.0
3 10 80.0 | 70.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0
B 20 80.0 | 80.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
i 50 60.0 | 80.0 { 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
4 100 60.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

R 4: REEMCoH « KBRS (ANEEE : FCF, FHEE FFS, 4 codes, WLR #5if)

FERORE & AJIEEEH

4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
# 5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
= 10 0.0 0.0 0.0 60.0 | 90.0 | 80.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 90.0 | 100.0
1 20 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
i 50 80.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 { 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
# 100 100.0 | 90.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
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15p)

Apr 5 09:12 1991  Page 1 "/Aocujnant;

T TFTRH»BF4+LZ2IIPVRU 774 L0  1991/04/04 H.Fujivara

bin/
ddrev
fs
fsconv.exe:
nkf
tailcut
fsconv/

src/

doc/
ddrev.doc :
fs.doc

languages :

letest. doc:

tailcut.doc:

newpaul/

README
document

paul/
log

mtlist_%

work*/

source/

bilingual/

FCF/
engl
japa

MAO/
engl
japa
multi_lingua
english/
japanese

test
document

: fs DFEFFa

: binary tools BT + L2 F V)

BEEAR7 /5 4 daocut OB dd (/bin/dDEHAVWTERAR
X¥¢ 3 A (csh)

s YUY SEABREE S 5L fsconv.exe x AV THENEH

77402 F 4L 2 PUBKICEAEREERT S Y = L (csh)
7V /ARBEE S0/ 5 A (binary)

: MFEa—-FEH#2—F + UFT 1 —(binary)
Tt 7 ANLEUBFHIEE S = b (esh)

;-&/7') SYEAEEEE v/ 5 A fsconv.exe DY —RIEMF ¢+ L

A
F*aAY b7 740 BHFecL2 Y

ddrev 0)!*#:. v
v

fL\—-r-r

ﬁwyﬁyf) FEqNBBIIBEISLIFX A b
FUILIZPVEBREOETFOLD, THO7 40V ®RE2FRLETEA
letest O F&% a2 A >~ b

tailcut O FF a2 A ¥ b

: BRBEBRS Y 5 A nevw_test, newt DIEPWF+ L 2 MY

: EBEMERY L recog DFEF a2 A Y b
P TDF4 L2 PVICETAEEFES LAY

THDF4LZ2 PV REFNZI N7 r 4L ITBEALTIE, THOFF
yirEBROZE

: BRMER S 5 L letetst RUEDDOY —RF+ L2+

t BF 4L 2 MY vwork¥ REFND3FF LAY F2BEFa-FEHRLT

Z7r4NIIET YL

: mt (magnetic tape) O * KBEUTIHZMNF+ L2 FPYTIREETH

5377400 Y R}

LS ENEFNDODTF 4L 2 PYTOFRF LAY F 7740288
:*ﬁﬂ%r ZEMF L2 MY

c BBOBETF—2BHFT4Lv 2
: BEFFOZTEF—2F4+ L2
ish/ : WBOHOF—42F4+L 27 MY
nese/ : BABOF—%2F4+ L2+ Y
: BENMOODEBEBETF—2F1L 27 b Y
ish/ : RBOHF—2F7F4L 2+
nese/ : BEBHNF—2F 4+ L2+
1/ t XEOBEHETF—2BATF«v 7Y
: WEBOHOF—2F4+L 7MY
/ c BEABoF—25F4+0L 27 MY

: ERBEMERT L2 Y
tCDF4 L2 PV REENBDI 774 LIICETEIFF LAV
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(5p)
Apr 5 09:12 1991 Page 2
P age ~/ [{gcu_mwt

result/ c BEBER7rAIAVBHIToL 20D

document T CDFLLIMPVEEETNBAEF 7740 IZBT B3 F+ 2 A
M

dist/ : RBER distortionBKIAT L2 MY

splot/ : PSSR Y splot A7 74 BBF4oL 24y

comp/ t A-F 7y 7RUSRBIFENDRVIRIIBBERNZICH
TEI3BR7r4LF+sL 2 Y

dist/ : distortion KBTI BE 71 LT+ 27 Y
percent/ : BEBBIMETIHR7 74 LTF4L 2+ Y
tex/ : RBNRE BREL tex BRA7r I LEBHT«L 2 MY
vector : 2= F7y 2RBMATF«Lv 2 b
bilingual/ : HBRE#MOa—-F7y 27BF14L 21
FCF/ s BEFCFOa—F7 vy 25412 0bY
MAO/ s BENMOODIA—-F T 2F42 L2 M)

pulti_lingualt/ : XBEERBoO2—-FF79v 2BHF1+v 21

EOF
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Apr 4 16:36 1991  Page 1 ‘/nwpwl/[{gwmemb

“/newpaul KEFEFNhB37 74 ARBETBIFF2 A 1991/04/04 H.Fujiwara

new_test : EHBEM 2/ 5 4 256 point AI—EEEH

new_test128 : EBREB S 54 128 point A—EEER

newt HEEM S a7 5 4 256 point SIHEEH

new_letest : EBRM S0 5 4 paul EANE- N LEBEBI>D /s SanTi
—BETITHEZINR, W22 DBEBVEEVEL, 70k, FHL
BWHRBWVWIES S,

para tnevt BEFTEARNSGA—2—-7 741008
new_test AR T3, STHE2HIBRT I LAV

%, [cfl] : new_letest, new_test, new_testl28, newt OV —R 7 AL N

EOF
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25) '
Apr 4 16:37 1991 Page 1| (éP 7&51/10W6ﬂ't

“/test REETNB37 4L DB 1991/04/03 H.Fujiwara

file_treat.doc :

getresult

getresult.c
rec

reco
td

ts

reco 3 XU new_test(newt) KT 3774 LOBMYFVIZHFVT
o % B

: rec, reco RXDHADIh-BBMER7 4406 distortion

FHEERD S

t ENDY —R
: BEBBBR 9S54 newt Blesh 1on0a—FF9 2, 1H20ER

KT, HfoEScRMzE s

: EBBEMS 2/ 5 4 new_test flesh A—HBHBIRFVWT, 2208

BoBRmEIed

: EREBRERHcsh 1202 —F7» 2, 1>0B@iIzfFwT. &

BomEcHBmseE?

: EERMERMcsh A—BHKAVT, 2>20BBOREBEILS

ENRZhDcshHDEFHEIZ, ZhZhO 74 LD FFatvy b7 740G doc)d s

Bocil
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5p)
~/test / file-treal . dic

Apr 4 17:13 1991 Page 1

reco(rec) R U nev_test( newt ) T B3F—2BUTFREF7 740 E2DEXFOR
l,\

¥ PrecoTit, 2, BRMAL BT, EDEFET—ZDA->1T+ L2727 FY LIsER»
REOEXHISABEHD 7 A LB, WH2D7 74 N2ERTEIHIEBETS

o

LKiZnew_testTit, recol AREAEF—2DF+ L7 FUEHEBELT, SLIRETFYRYV
BRBIAVEI 77 AILEBE2TRTHAETINEND S,

recoTCIZEHERXTRPEINS A —2NHBBIZHN B3N, Is TW-oBIZER L7714 00LMH0 '

FEHHERVOTC, EED 774 A2 AVTRZERMEIETLII &N, LV,
FhHinew_ testD 7 r A LV BIBETIR,. EED 771022, BRIEETIZIC L
REEZINR, BLD7 74 LEBENRNFTA—RELTERATRORAELLT, WEIHTE
Bths,

EOF
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(sp’
Apr 4 17:17 1991 Page | ~[test [ vec. cloc

csh recRBI¥+ 3 F*2 2 b

[HHE]
HBEIN:, HDAVIERF 7+ PRSI I—2—%FVT, HEEZRLIIN—FHD
B#rvs,

(BEAZE]

RS A= —DHREBENDHIBELE D IDLT, FAGNTVEHETLRKATIA—2—7
T"l’%#m?éo

V—2RF4sL 2 bVdhhrs, BHOBFHEF—22ET.
ZEOY—RHMERINBZIA—F T o 28, A—=F7 v 28T+ v 2 bV IXHB3H0IE
L. Eﬁﬁ‘hlﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁﬁlﬂ\ &‘Tﬂ‘i#m?éo

Bodote, DB3VERERENA—-FZ v 21k, 7—2F s 2 bYIZab—&h,
newtiZ5x 6 3,

newtOWMh%, V&L L2 T3,

[(ERHHFERUVERA]

B FEIErecllBITTAIA—2—2BETE, TOAFA—2— T EBHEBZIN,
ZOREETF7rALPOHAZHGVTRERELSE,

recit7—=27F 4L 2 b VOHBERZFNODDRTEIZEINE ST, HEORBHNTET
H b,

(RS A—2—DFRETF 7+ +{#1]
-h ¢ help menu

-e : executable filename [SHOME/newpaul/newt]

-¢ : number of code £32]

~-d : distance ’ fol

-1 ¢ number of learn [11

-n ¢ number of test [1]

-0 : output filename [baseVQconfusion]

-p ¢ path for the data files [HOME/source/bilingual/FCF]
-sh: number of shifting £128]

-sl: learn start [(11

-st: test start (101]

-t ¢ test data directory C/datal0/biem/robin/bilingual /FFS]
-y ¢ vector directory. CHOME/vector/bilingual/FCF]

-w ¢ work directory Ccurrent directory]
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(%’
Apr 4 17:17 1991  Page 1 F"’/—test/re[_o (,'{00

csh recolcf§+ 3 Fx 2 A~}

[#EE]
BEIN, HBBAVRF 740 MDA A—2—%HVT, 2»BERBOBRBWET 5,

(BFAB]

RS =2 —DPEDHZI2BLLEIIIPDOT, EALNTVWBRHETIKIAIA—8—7
14’)1«%#&?6.,

V=ZRF4 v 2tr)ndahe, BHOEBF—22ET,
EDYV—ZAPLERENBZA—F 7o 2R, I—F7 v 27BAT+Lv 72 1rVHINE
L. Eﬁﬁ‘ﬂli%ﬂi‘ﬁﬁ‘f‘\ fd.‘”ﬂl:ff?ﬁ‘?‘éo

Hobhotey, B30V RERENIaA—-F 7 v 2iE, 7—2F 1+ 2 PYIZar—&h,
new_testitEx 65N 35,

new_testDHHDE. VEFLI L2 MT B,
ﬁﬁu\:—Ffw9&%%0ﬂ9x-a—%§?%ﬁ%%ﬁwr\%M?4v9bu
KEBER7T,

(BB FERUVERA] :

B FEILrecolk T TAIA—2—%2BET D, TORNTA— 2 —THBHE BN,
ZORKETF 7+ POHERFVTRREREZESR,

recold7—2F 4 L7 PUDHERIDODIDIRT I LRI >T, BEORBATET
5,

[AF A= —DBKLF 7 +0 +{H]
~h ¢ help menu

-e : executable filename [SHOME/newpaul/nevw_test]

-¢ : number of code [32]

-d ¢ distance Col

-1 : number of learn [1]

-0 : output filename [baseVQconfusion]

-p : path for the data files [HOME/source/bilingual /FCF]
-sh: number of shifting [128]

-sl: learn start [1]

-st: test start [101]

-t ¢ number of test [1]

-v : vector directory CHOME/vector/bilingual/FCF]

-w ¢ work directory Ccurrent directory]
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HAHEBNTI3HAR,. FANAI—-F 79 72V F*—LLTHHEE2TE7—-2F4+L 2

VEFHELTRI3MLEAHS (ALLUMRVF—LLTLES D) ,

HoT, ts2HDLZMUMTAL—-LT7—2F 4L 7 FYVGMORKEX2EBLTRE,, 20D
BESIKTEINITH D
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°
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