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B craTbe mpeacTaBieHbI pe3yJsbTaThl KCIEPHMEHTAIBHBIX HCCIIEIOBAHHNH METOIOB 00pabOTKH
pEUeBOro CUrHaja Ui apaldHIBUCTHYCCKOTO aHAIIM3a JIOXKHBIX ¥ HCTUHHBIX PEYCBBIX BBICKA3bIBAHHUH.
PaccMoTpeHBI cHCTeMBI JUIS OTIPEACICHIS TUIIA HH(POPMAIIUH, TIPEUTOKEHHBIE KaK B PAMKaX MeX/IyHa-
POIHBIX COPEBHOBAHHI 10 KOMIIbIOTepHOU mnapanuHrauctuke Computational Paralinguistic Challenge
ComParE-2016, Tak u BHe 9TUX cOpeBHOBaHUN. Taxke NPUBEICHO OMUCAHUE PEUEBOM U MHOIOMOJAIIb-
HOW 0a3 JaHHbIX, COJEPIKAILMX JIOXKHbIE ¥ HCTUHHbIC BBICKA3bIBAaHUS Ha aHIIMICKOM si3bIke: Deceptive
Speech Database, B 3amucu KOTOpOH y4acTBOBAIN CTYICHTHI Y HUBEPCUTETAa APH30HBI, ICHCTBOBABIINE
coryacHo cuieHapuro, U Real-Life Trial Deception Detection Dataset, kotopast Osuia coOpana B YHHBEp-
cutere MuYnraHa ¢ UCIIOIb30BAaHUEM 3alMCEH OTKPBITHIX CyneOHBIX ciymaHuil. Ha ocHOBe aHanmmsa u
CpaBHEHHMS Pa3JIMYHBIX ITOJXOIOB K BBUIBJICHUIO JIOKHBIX W MCTHHHBIX PEYEBBIX COOOIICHUH ObLIN
OIpeziesIeHbl METO/Ibl M MX TapaMeTpbl, MOKa3aBIIKMe HAMIYYIIHE Pe3yJIbTaThl OTHOCUTENIBHO 0a30BOM
CHCTEMBI, IIPEeUI0KEHHOH OpraHM3aTOpaMH COPEBHOBAHHH (KOTOpast JOCTUIIIA pe3yJIbTaTa paclo3HaBa-
HHS IO KPUTEPUIO HEB3BEIIEHHOTO cpeHero 3HaueHus noaHoTel UAR = 68,3 %). B pesynbrate 00b-
eIMHEHMs IBYX 0a3 JaHHBIX ObUT MOJIy4eH Oosee cOalaHCUPOBAHHBIN U pa3HOOOPa3HbEIH HAOOP NAHHBIX
ULt 00y4eHus: cucTeMbl 00beMoM B 1253 ayanosanucu. C HCTIONB30BaHHEM OTKPBITOIO IIPOrPAMMHOTO
obecneuenus (Ffmpeg, Praat, openSMILE, WEKA) 6b11 pa3zpaboTan mpoTOTHII CHCTEMBI aBTOMATHYe-
CKOTO OIpeJieIeHNsT JIOXKHOIM nHpopManmu B peyn. Hawryumme pesynbraTsl ObLIM JOCTHTHYTHI ITPU
MCIIOJIb30BAHUU METO/Ia O3TTHHra COBMECTHO ¢ MeTooM k Ommkaiimux cocenerr (UAR = 71,0 %), or-
JensHOro Merona k Ommkaimux coceneit (UAR = 70,4 %), a Taxxe MeTona KIacCU(pUKALMU ITyTeM
perpeccun COBMECTHO ¢ MeTofoM k Ommxkaitmmx coceneit (UAR = 69,5 %). Pa3paborannas cuctema
MOKET OBITH IOJIE3HA B IIPABOOXPAHUTEIEHON U GaHKOBCKOH cepax, IpH HCCIETOBAHUSIX C UCHIONB30-
BaHUEM Honurpada, st IPeAOTBPAILICHUS «TelIeOHHOIO TEPPOPH3May» U T. 1.
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BBEJAEHHWE

[NapanuHTBHCTHKA 3aHUMAaETCS M3YYCHHEM DPa3IIMYHBIX HEBEPOANbHBIX aCIIeK-
TOB PEYM YEJIOBEKA, TAKUX KaK AMOIIMH, WHTOHAIIMU, IICUXO(HU3HOIIOTHICCKUE CO-
CTOSTHHSI, OCOOEHHOCTH TOJIOCa YeNIOBEKA U T. 1. DMOIIMOHAIHLHOE COCTOSHHE YeJI0-
BEKa TECHO CBSI3aHO C €ro (YM3MOJIOTHMYECKMM COCTosiHUEM. Wes pacrio3HaBaHuUs
JI0HOM WH(POPMAIIUH TT0 PEUEBOMY CHTHAITY OITMUPAETCS Ha THIIOTE3Y O TOM, YTO TIPH
MIPOM3HECEHUH JIKH YEJIOBEK HCIBITHIBACT CTPECC, YTO OTPAXKACTCS HA W3MEHECHUU
rapamMeTpoB ero pedn. HecMoTpst Ha TO YTO CYIIECTBYIOIIHE METOMABI SKCIEPTHOTO
OTIpEJICNICHNsI JDKUA C HMCIIOJB30BAHUEM allllapaTHOro mojurpada sBIsIOTCS JA0CTa-
TOYHO TIOMYJISIPHBIMH, OHH MMEIOT PsiI HEINOCTAaTKOB B CBSI3M C TE€M, 4YTO TpeOyer
0COOBIX YCIIOBHI JUIs pabOTBI — 3TO PACIpPOCTPAHSETCS Kak Ha pabodyee MeCTo, TaK U
Ha UCTBITyeMoro. CTOUT TakXKe OTMETUTh, UTO B PA3JIMIHBIX KyJIbTypax HeBepOaib-
HBIC aCIIEKThI peur pasznuyarorcs [1]. 3agaya onpeneneHus] UICTHHHOW WU JIOKHOH
WHQOPMAITNH B PEUEBBIX COOOIIEHUAX SBISETCS aKTyalbHOW, M MHOTHE COBPEMEH-
HBIC UCCIICIOBAHUS MOCBAIICHBI 3a/1aue Pa3pabOoTKH MaTEeMaTUYECKOTO U MPOTPaMM-
HOTO o0ecriedeHns JIsi aBTOMATH3NPOBAHHBIX CHCTEM PACIO3HABAaHWA JDKHA B pedd
YenoBeKa. ABTOMAaTU3MPOBAHHBIC METO/IbI U CPEACTBA IS aHAIM3a apaTUHTBUCTH-
YECKUX SBJICHUN B YCTHOW PEYH OTHOCATCS K 0OJIACTH KOMIIBIOTEPHOW MapaTMHTBU-
ctuku. B HacTosiiee BpeMs HanOoJiee paclpoOCTPAaHEHHBIMU METOJIaMH MOJCIHPO-
BaHMUS W KJIACCHU(HKAIWHU SIBISIOTCS HWCKYyCCTBEHHBIE HEHPOHHBIE CETH, CKPBITHIE
MapKOBCKUE MOJICNIH, METO]] OMOPHBIX BEKTOPOB, MOCIICAOBATEIbHAS MUHUMAILHAS
OTITUMU3AIINS, METOJ k ONKAUTIINX COCEACH, TePEBhs MPUHATHS PEIIeHUH u ap. [2].

1. OIIMCAHHUE CYIIECTBYIOIIUX
IKCHHEPUMEHTAJIbBHBIX CUCTEM
PACIIO3HABAHUSA JTOKHOU UHOOPMALIMU B PEUHN

B mocnegnue roapl ObUIO MPENCTABIEHO HECKOIBKO 3KCIIEPHUMEHTAIbHBIX
CHUCTEM, LIEIbI0 KOTOPBIX OBLIO pacro3HaBaHHUE JIOKHOW MH(OpMAIK B peUuu ye-
JoBeka. boisbplias 4acTe TakMX cHCTEM Oblja MPEJCTaBI€HA Ha COPEBHOBAHUAX
no kKomnbioTepHoi mapanunareuctuke (Computational Paralinguistic Challenge)
ComParE-2016, xoTopbie TPOBOIATCS B paMKax MEXKIyHAPOJHOW KOH(EpPEHIINU
INTERSPEECH ¢ 2009 roma. B 2016 roay BrepBbie Ha COPEBHOBAaHUSIX ObLIA MPE/-
CTaBJICHa T€Ma PAcIO3HABaHUA JUKH B PEUHM, Tlie B KaueCTBE ITOKa3aTeJied OLICHKH
paboThl METOJOB HMCIOJIBb30BAJIaCh HEB3BellleHHas cpenuss noiHoTa (Unweighted
Average Recall, UAR [3]). @opmymna UAR BeIrIssauT ciaeqyromum o0pa3oM:

K A
UAR=1y i
= 2jaAy

rae A — 9To MaTpHIa CITyTHIBAHUA, Al-j — KOJINYECTBO OOBEKTOB KJjlacca I, KJIacCH-

(bunHMpoBaHHBIX KakK j, a K — KOTUYECTBO KJIACCOB.

Yyacrtue npuaumanu 20 KOMaH] U3 Pa3HBIX CTpaH Mupa. MHorue paboThI
OBLIH MOCBSIIECHBI BHIOOPY M paboTe ¢ ayauorpu3Hakamu. Tak, aBTOpPbI paboTHI [4]
OTIPEIETISUIA JTMHTBUCTUYECKHE COCTAaBISIONINE, a B padoTe [5] MCHONbh30BAIUCH
aKyCTUKO-IIPOCONYECKUE, JIEKCUUECKUE, CHHTAKCHYeCKHe, (POHOTAKTHUECKUE U
0a30BbIl HA0OP MIPU3HAKOB, MPEIOCTABIEHHBIN oprannzaropamu. C IOMOIIBI0 HAX
OBUIH TIOJIYYCHBI PEe3yJIbTaThl paclo3HaBaHus JOXHBIX cooOmeHuit UAR 74,9 % u
62,2 % COOTBETCTBEHHO.
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HexoTopsle uccienoBaTeny MoaratT, YTO JI0Kb MOXKET ObITh OIpeiesieHa ¢
MTOMOIIBI0 SMOIMOHANBHEIX MpU3HaKoB. K mpumepy, B pabdorax [6, 7] uccneno-
BaJMCh TaKUE MapaMeTpbl, KaK SMOLMOHAJIbHAS HACHIILIECHHOCTh pedn (TeMOp ro-
Joca, TeMII Pe4H, TPOMKOCTb PEeUH ), IEKCUYEeCKHEe, TPaMMaTHIEeCKUE U CHHTaKCH-
yeckue Tpu3Haku. B pabote [7] aBTOpHI UCMONB30BAd MHTEHCUBHOCTD / CHITY
9MOIIMH, BaJCHTHOCTD / TOH, SMOLMOHAIBHYIO PETYIANNI0. [IJIsT CHCTEMBI aBTOPHI
coBMmecTmuim Takne MeTonbl, Kak kNN (k-Nearest Neighbors), SVM (Support
Vector Machines), SMO (Sequential Minimal Optimization), u JOOMINCE ITOITHO-
o1 UAR = 68,9 %.

ABTOpBI paboThl [8] HccnenoBanm UHPOPMATHBHBIE MPU3HAKH, OHHU MPEJIO-
KT BBICOKOYPOBHEBBIN HAOOp MPHU3HAKOB U COBMECTHIIN €r0 ¢ 0a30BbIM, & B CHU-
creMe uconb3oBaan Metoasl SVM u SMO, nobusmmics moaaoTel UAR = 69,3 %.
B pabote [9] ObUTO TIpEmIOKEHO HCITONIB30BaTh BEKTOPHI Dwuirepa 1JIs ONMUCAHUS
HU3KOYPOBHEBBIX IPU3HAKOB B BBICKA3BIBAHUSX, a TAKXKE KACKaJHYI0 HOpMau3a-
ruto u Heiipocetn ELM (Extreme Learning Machine), momy4uB pe3ynbTaT pacro-
3HaBanus JkH UAR = 66,6 %.

ABTOpbl paboTel [10] s pemeHuss TPOOJIEMBl OTpeNeIeHHs! JIO)KHOW WH-
(dopMalMu B pedH HCCIEAOBAIN HECKOJLKO TOAXO0J0B MAIIMHHOTO OOYyYeHHUS.
OHHM UCTIONB30BATIM aKyCTHUECKUE U JIEKCUYECKUE IIPU3HAKU JUII OOYUIEeHUSI MOJie-
M TIy060oKoro o0y4enus u nomyuunu pesynsrat F1 = 63,9 % (F1-mepa). Ilpu uc-
M0JIb30BaHMH METOJIa CIIy4alHOTO Jieca, KOTOPhI OblI 00YUYeH C MCIIOIb30BaHUEM
00bEeJMHEHHBIX AaKyCTUYECKMX M JIEKCHYECKHX MPU3HAKOB, ObUIa MOJyueHa TOY-
HOCTB pacro3HaBanus 76,1 % (precision).

Taxoke u3BecTeH psi paboT Mo ONpeeICHHUIO DK B PEUH, BHIITOTHEHHBIX BHE
COPEBHOBAHHMK 10 KOMIbIOTepHOU mapanmuHrBuctuke ComParE-2016. B pa6o-
Te [11] paccmaTpuBanach NCUXOJOTHYECKasi CTOPOHA JKUA. ABTOpP CUUTAET, YTO
JUKTOPbI MOTYT MCHBITHIBATh Pa3IMYHbIE SMOLUH B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT IPHYHUH, IO
KOTOPBIM JIIOAM JryT. B HcCclenoBaHWU HMCMONB30BAUCH JIEPEBbSl PELICHU U
20 mepekpecTHBIX MpoBepokK (cross-validation), mpu 3TOM OBUI MOJTyYeH Pe3yJIbTaT
pacnioznaBanuss UAR =70 %. B pabote [12] u3ydanuch CBOWCTBAa peyd U OBLIO
BBISBIICHO, YTO IIPU IPOM3HECEHUH JDKHM 3aMETHO YCKOPSIETCS TEMIl PEUM, yMEHb-
IIaeTcsl BpeMsl Havaja OTBETa W JUIMTENBHOCTh Xe3HWTanuil. ABTOpHI paboTs [13]
UCIIOJIB30BaIU IpoOHOE mpeoOpazoBanue Pypbe A norydeHus npusnakos FrCC,
MOJIeJIb TMHEHHOTO AUCKPUMUHAHTHOT'O aHAIIM3a U CKPBIThIE MAPKOBCKHE MOJIEIH,
MOJYYHMB pa3lIM4HbIe Pe3ylbTaThl Paclo3HABAHHS JIOXKHOM MH(pOpMANUU B peyu
MYK4HMH ¥ xeHIuH — 71 % u 70,2 % cootrBercTBeHHO. B paborax [14, 15] aBTOpHI
COBMECTHO C ayIUONPU3HAKaMM HCIOIb30BAIM METAaUH()OPMAIMIO O AUKTOpE
(o1, 3THUYECKAast IPUHAAJIEKHOCTb, JINYHOCTHBIE (PAKTOPBI, POIHOM 13bIK). B x01€e
UCTIBITAaHUM aBTOPBI paboThl [14] momyuunn pesynbrat 61 % npu HCIOIB30BAHUH
meTona Adaboost. [Ipu s3ToM B pabote [15] BISIBIIEHO, YTO METOJI CITYyYaiHOTO Jieca
oKazaJicsi HanboJjiee TOUHBIM TI0 CPABHEHHIO C JEPEBOM PELICHUH U O3TTHHIOM, OH
nmokasain pe3ynbrat UAR = 65,86 %.

2. OIIMCAHME 3KCIIEPUMEHTAJIBHBIX BA3 JIAHHBIX,
COAEPKAIUX JIOKHBIE PEYHEBBIE COOBIIEHUSA

B xadecTBe maHHBIX, U SKCIIEPHIMEHTANBHBIX HCCIENOBAHAN OBLIN BBIOpa-
HBI IBe 0a3bl JaHHBIX:

1) Deceptive Speech Database [16], koTopast OblIa IIpeACTaBIICHa HA COPEB-
HOBaHMHU N0 KOMIIbIOTEpHOM napanuHreuctuke ComParE-2016;
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2) Real-Life Trial Deception Detection Dataset [17], co3nanHast panee B YHH-
BepcutreTe Muuurasa.

Peueroii kopnyc Deceptive Speech Database (DSD) 6b11 pa3spaborad B YHH-
Bepcurere Apm3oHbl (CIHIA). DTOT KOPIyC CONEPKUT aynuo3arnucu oomei 1m-
TEITHLHOCTHIO 162 MUHYTHI peYH Ha aHTJIMMCKOM S3BIKE 72 pa3iINdHBIX JTUKTOPOB. B
3aMUCH ayJHOJaHHBIX MPUHUMAJIH y4acTHUEe CTYIEHTHl YHHBEPCHUTETa, OHU OBLIH
paszelieHbl Ha JIBE TPYIIbI, YYaCTHUKUA KOTOPBIX JIOJDKHBI OBUIM UIpaTh POJIH,
oTpesieNIieHHbIe ClieHapreM. Poib KemoB urpainy y4acTHUKY MIEPBOM TPYIINEI, OHU
«yKpanm» BOIIPOCHI M OTBETHI JUIA SK3aMeHa M3 KOMIbIOTepa Ha Kadenpe. Ydact-
HUKW BTOPOU TPYIIIBI UTPATH POJb YECTHBIX CTYJCHTOB, KOTOPhIC BEPHYJIH JOKY-
MEHT B TOT k€ KaOuHeT. C Ka)XIbIM YYACTHHKOM OBLITH TIPOBEACHBI HHTEPBBIO, KO-
TOpPBIE COCTOSUTM M3 HAOOpa OTKPBITBHIX BOIMPOCOB, MOJPa3yMEBAONINX KOPOTKHE
OTBETHI (B OCHOBHOM «Ja» WJIH «HET»). OCHOBHbBIC MapaMeTpbl 3Toi 0a3bl mpe/-
cTaByieHbl B Ta0d. 1. JITUTENbHOCTE OTJCIBHBIX BHICKAa3bIBAaHUI MH()OPMAHTOB Ba-
peupyercs ot 0,1 mo 236 cexkyH.

Tabauya 1
Table 1
IMapameTpsI pedeBoro kopmyca DSD
Parameters of the speech database DSD
Kopmryc OO0yueHune Pa3paboTka TectupoBanue
Kon-Bo quktopoB 26 23 -
(’KEHIIMHBI, MY KIHHBI) (11, 15) (11,12) -
(BUHOBEH, HE BUHOBEH) (14, 12) (10, 13) —
Kon-Bo ayauodaiinon 572 487 497
(BUHOBEH, HE BUHOBEH) (308, 264) (220, 267) -
(JIO’XHBIC, ICTUHHEIE) (182, 390) (130, 357) _
JITUTeTbHOCTD
B3aMMOJIEHCTBHUSA (CEKyHT) 7.6:0.4...220 6.3:1.1...236 6.5:0.1...220
Cpennee: MHUH.-MaKc.
JnuTenpHOCTh peueBbIX
coo0MIeHNH (CEKYHT) 5.1:0.2..214 4.0: 0.1...227 3.8:0.1..211
Cpennee: MHUH.-MaKc.
Kox-Bo gonew 32.2:1...1480 24.5:1...1330 23.9:1...1268
CpenHee: MUH.-MaKc.

Bropoit peueBoii kopmyc Real-Life Trial Deception Detection Dataset
(RLTDDD) 6but cozmam B 2016 tomy B VYamBepcutere Mmuunrana (CILA).
Junst cOopa naHHBIX OBLIM MCIOJB30BAaHBI aHTJIOSA3BIYHBIE PECYPCHI, MPEI0CTaBIIS-
IOIINE 3aMCH CYAEOHBIX CIYIIaHWH, HA KOTOPBIX MOYKHO ONPEAEIHTH MOBEACHUE
YeJoBeKa MPH NPOU3HECCHUH JIOKHOH M mpaBauBoil mHpopmanmu. Ha ayamo- u
BUICO3AMUCAX OBLIM TOYHO ONpEAETICHBI MOJICYIUMBIA H CBHUIETENb; TOCTATOYHO
YeTKO BHJHBI MX JIMLA Ha MPOTSHKEHUHM OOJBIIEH YacTH 3alucH; KaueCTBO BHJEO
JOCTaTOYHO XOpoIlee, YTOObI ONpeNeIUTh MUMUKY; TAaK)Ke KaueCTBO ayaAnO03aIlH-
cell JOIHKHO OBITH HACTOJIBKO XOPOIINM, YTOOBI CIBIMIATE TOJI0Ca M TOHMMATh, YTO
TOBOPAT JIIOAU. AyAWO- ¥ BUAEO3AMHUCH OB OTMEYEHBI IKCIIEPTOM KaK <«JDKHU-
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BbIE» WM «IIPAaBJWBHIC» HA OCHOBAaHWH BEPIWKTA CyJa: BUHOBEH, HC BUHOBEH HIU
ompaBaaH. Eciu BepIWKT «BUHOBEH», TO ayIuO- W BHUACO3AIHCH, COAEpIKAIINE
JIOKHYIO0 WH(OPMAIINIO, COCTOST M3 3aMMCed TOJICYANMBIX, a BUEO, COACPKAIINE
MPaBIUBYI0 WH(GOPMAIMIO — U3 3alHcedl CBUIETeNel B TeX ke ciuymaHusx. baza
JMAHHBIX comepuT 121 3ammch CyneOHBIX 3acemaHuid, BKIodas 61 mkuByro u 60
npaBauBbiX. CpeiHss MPOIOJIKUTEILHOCTh BUICO3AMUCH IO BCEH 0ase MaHHBIX
coctaBiser 28 cek., 27,7 cex. u 28,3 ceK. A JIOXKHBIX U MPaBIUBBIX BHICKA3HIBA-
HUI, COOTBETCTBEHHO. J|aHHBIE BKIIIOUAIOT ayAHO- M BUAECO3acH 21 KEHIIUHBI U
25 My>X41H, BO3pacT HHPOPMaHTOB HAXOAUTCS MeXTy 16 u 60 romamu.

3. OIMCAHUE ITIPOI'PAMMHOM CUCTEMBI

O6bmas cxema pa3pabOTaHHOH MPOTPaMMHON CHCTEMBI AJIsl aHAJIM3a PeueBOH
nH(OpMAITIH TIpeIcTaBiIcHa Ha puc. 1. B skcmepruMeHTaIbHOM CHCTEME UCTIONb3Y-
eTcs CIIEAYIONIee OTKPHITOE MPOrpaMMHOe 00ecieueHHE:

1) Ffmpeg — nns 3amucu, KOHBEPTUPOBaHHMSA, Nieperaund HUPPOBBIX ayJHo- U
BHJIe03anrcell B pa3nuaHbIX Gopmatax (https://www.ffmpeg.org/);

2) Praat — mporpammHOe cpencTBo st (OHETHUYECKOTO aHaju3a pedn
(http://www.fon.hum.uva.nl/praat/);

3) openSMILE — mporpaMMHBIF WHCTpYMEHTApHUN U BBIYHUCICHUS PACIIU-
pPEHHOTO Habopa aKyCTHUECKHX HU3KOypOBHEBHIX mpm3HakoB (LLD), koTOpsIi co-
crout u3 6373 cympacerMeHTHBIX NPH3HAKOB, BKIIOYAOMIMX 65 0a30BBIX HH3KO-
YPOBHEBBIX MPU3HAKOB U UX (YHKUMOHAJBI, 3TH HU3KOYPOBHEBBIC ITPU3HAKH BKIIIO-
YaroT B €051 MHOYKECTBO XapaKTEPUCTHUK (CHEKTPAIbHBIX, KEIICTPAJIbHbBIX, SHEPTETH-
yeckux U Bokanu3oBaHHbIX) (http://audeering.com/technology/opensmile/);

4) WEKA (Waikato Environment for Knowledge Analysis) — HaGop mpo-
IPaMMHBIX CPEICTB BU3yaJIM3allMU U METOJOB JUIS aHaIM3a AaHHBIX, KiIacCH(UKa-
IIUM U TIporHo3upoBanus [18].

i
( MuoroMoaanbHbI > Briuncnenue BriGop O0yuenue Knacenpukais

Kopnyc NpH3NAKOB napameTpos Mojeneit
f Knacew ,n_"

T

Mpeaobtpadorka Peueroii
Koprnyc

Puc. 1. Obmias cxema pa3pabOTaHHOH IKCIIEPUMEHTATBHON CUCTEMBI aHAIN3a
ayIMOJaHHBIX

Fig. 1. A general diagram of the developed experimental system for the analysis
of audio data

B nmanmHOM HcclieoOBaHWM MPOBOIUTCA padoTa TONBKO C ayAHOJAaHHBIMU,
KOTOpBIE OBUIM H3BJIEYEHBI W3 MHOTOMOJanbHOro kKopmyca RLTDDD. [lanee
OHM ObulM 0OpaboTaHbl Hpu momou Praat, rae skcmepToM OBUIM BBIPE3aHBI
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(hpasel «uHTEpBBIOEPOBY. TakuM 00pazoM ObLIO ToydeHo 195 aymumosammcei,
KOTOpbIe OBTH TIOMEUYEHBI COTIACHO WH(OpMAINH, MpeACcTaBIeHHON B aHHOTa-
1uu K 0a3e AaHHBIX. Beero s uccnenoBanus ObUIM UCIIONB30BaHbl 1253 ayauo-
3ammcH.

Brruncnenne ayauonpru3HaKOB MPOBOIMIOCH C MCIOIB30BAHUEM IPOTPAMM-
Horo uHcTpyMeHTapusi openSMILE (kondurypanus Habopa Mpu3HAKOB JJISL CO-
peBHOBaHMH 10 KomnbloTepHOM napanunreuctiuke ComParE 2013 roaa [19]). Bri-
XOJHBIMU JaHHBIMU SBISIFOTCS (haiinel ¢opmara Attribute-Relation File Format
(ARFF), B KOTOpBIX CHavaja ONPEACIIeTCS TUI 3arpy KaeMbIX TaHHBIX (MeTamaH-
HBIE), a IOTOM yKa3bIBAIOTCS CaMH JAaHHBIE B BUJE BEKTOPOB IPU3HAKOB.

Ha mocnennem stame Mcmonb3yercss MpOTPaMMHBIN MHCTPYMEHTapuil Kiac-
cudukarmn WEKA, kyna 3arpy»karoTcst Ipu3Haky, BEIYHCICHHEIE paHee. JJis mpo-
BEJICHHUS DKCIEPUMEHTOB ObUIM BbIOpPAHBI CICAYIOIIME METOABI KJIacCU(UKAIIUU
naHHbIX, peann3zoBanHele B WEKA: 1) SMO (Sequential Minimal Optimization)
[20]; 2) kNN (k-Nearest Neighbor); 3) Bagging; 4) Decision Tree; 5) Random For-
est; 6) Adaboost [21]; 7) SGD (Stochastic Gradient Descent) [22]; 8) OneR (One
Rule); 9) PART (PART decision list) [23]; 10) Random Tree; 11) CvR (Classifica-
tion via Regression) [24].

4. PE3YJIBTATBI SKCIIEPUMEHTAJIbHBIX
NCCIIEJOBAHUU

s mpoBeeHUs] SKCIIEPUMEHTOB OBLIM HCIIOJIB30BaHbl METOABI MEPEKPECT-
Hoit mpomepku (N-fold cross-validation, B gamHOM ciydae ObuTa BEIOpaHa
10-kpaTHas mepeKkpecTHas MPOBEPKa) M MEXKKOPIYCHBIM aHamu3 (Cross-corpus
analysis). IlepBblii MeTon 3akiitoyaeTcss B TOM, YTO HMCXOAHas BbIOOpka N pa3
(N-fold cross-validation) pa3OuBaeTcst Ha JBE ITOABBIOOPKHU: OOYYAIONIYIO U TECTO-
ByI0. 3aTeM JUIsl KaXKJ0T0 pa30MeHus MPOU3BOANTCS 00yUeHHE MOJIEIH, @ TOYHOCTb
KJIaccu(pUKalUN OLEHUBACTCA Ha OOBEKTax TECTOBOW BHIOOPKH U 3aTEM yCpeIHs-
ercsa 1o BceM N 3KcIepUMEHTaM. BBl Takke UCIOJIb30BaH MEXKOPITYCHBIM aHa-
nu3, T. €. 00y4EeHHEe METOAOB IIPOMCXOAMIIO Ha OAHOM pedeBoil O6ase, a TeCTUpOBa-
JIOCh Ha JpYTroM.

B kauecTBe nokasateneil OLEHKH pabOThl METOIOB HCIIOIb30BaIaCh TOYHOCTh
pacno3HaBaHus (Accuracy) W HeB3BeleHHas! cpemnass monmHora UAR. Drta mepa
UCTIONIL3YETCS U JaHHBIX ¢ HecOAaJaHCUPOBAHHBIMU KJIACCAMH M SIBISETCS Cpel-
HUM 3HAaY€HUEM IOJHOTHI, BEIYUCIIIEMBIM JIJIsl K&KAOTO Kiacca. Tak, pe3ysbTarThl
HEePEeKPECTHOI MPOBEPKH MpeAcTaBieHsl B Tabn. 2 (roe Acc. — TouHocTh, UAR —
TIOJTHOTA), & PE3yJIbTaThl MEKKOPITYCHOTO aHaan3a — B Ta0. 3.

B xone mepekpecTHON NMPOBEPKH B OCHOBHOM OBUIM HCIIOJBL30BaHBI CTaH-
JapTHbIe mapameTpbl MeTonoB kinaccupukamu WEKA, onHako mocne mpoBene-
HUSI JIONOJIHUTEIBHBIX HCCIENOBAHUI MapaMeTpbl HEKOTOPBIX KIacCU(PHKATOPOB
(Bagging, CvR, Adaboost, kKNN) Obutit n3MeHeHsb!I (Ta0u. 4).

W3 Tabn. 2 MOXHO BUAETH, YTO HAWIIyUIINE PE3YJbTATHI 110 KPUTEPHUIO Kaue-
CTBA PAaCIO3HABAHUS HA COBMELEHHOM Ha0Ope JaHHBIX MOKA3aJIU CIEYIOLINE Me-
TOMBI: O3rTUHT ¢ MeTooM k Ommkaiimux cocenert (UAR = 71,0 %), 3arem meTon k
Ommkalux coceei, a Takke METOA Kiaccu(UKAMK MyTEeM PErpecchH ¢ METO-
oM k ommkaimux coceneit (UAR = 69,55 %).
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Tabauya 2

Table 2

Pe3yJII>TaTl>I CPaAaBHCHHUHA METOJA0B MAPATUHIBUCTHUYECCKOT0 aHAIN3a ayTUOAAHHBIX
AJIA Pacno3HaABAHUHA UCTHHHOCTH / TOKHOCTH peUYeBbIX CcOoO00IIeHn i

Results of comparison of paralinguistic analysis methods of audio data for the recog-
nition of truth/deception of spoken messages

Basa mammsix DSD Basa manseIx CoBMeCTHO
Meton RLTDDD DSD + RLTDDD
Acc.,% | UAR,% | Acc,% | UAR,% | Acc.,% | UAR,%
Bagging + kNN 70,3 66,8 76,3 76,2 72,8 71,0
kNN 70,4 67,0 76,3 76,3 71,4 70,4
CvR + kNN 70,4 67,0 76,3 76,3 71,4 69,6
Adaboost + SMO 76,4 68,4 69,0 68,9 71,9 68,5
SMO 76,4 70 69,0 68,9 71,9 68,5
SGD 76,3 70 66,5 66,4 71,8 68,3
Random Forest 72,5 55,2 79,4 79,3 71,4 59,6
Decision Tree 63,0 54,3 69,6 69,5 63,9 58,2
Random Tree 61,3 55,3 63,9 63,7 64,8 58,2
PART 64 56,2 66,5 66,4 63,6 58,2
OneR 65,2 51,8 74,7 74,6 59,4 50,5
Tabnuya 3
Table 3
MesKKOPIYCHBI aHAJIH3
Database-to-database analysis
DSD — RLTDDD RLTDDD — DSD
Merton
Acc., % UAR, % Acc., % UAR, %

Bagging 48,5 50,0 60,1 50,6

kNN 423 42,2 52,9 47,2

CvR 50,0 50,9 67,9 48,6

Adaboost 47,4 50,0 69,6 54,9

SMO 52,0 53,8 58,9 49,2

SGD 46,4 48,7 54,4 49,4

Random Forest 46,4 48,9 49,0 44 4

Decision Tree 459 46,9 45,0 48,6

Random Tree 49,0 49,3 61,9 54,4

PART 46,9 48,9 423 47,7

OneR 47,9 49.8 55,7 47,7
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Tabauya 4
Table 4

CpaBHeHHe H3MEHEHHUi B HACTPOHKAX MEeTO/I0B KIaccupruKanuu

Comparison of changes in settings of the classification methods

Meroj knaccudukanuu

CraHpapTHbIe TapaMeTphl

N3meHeHHble TapaMeTpbl

OO0y4eHne Ha KIaccupuka-

OO0yueHue Ha KIaccupuKa-

Bagging tope REPTree Tope KNN
CvR OO0yuenne Ha kiaccuduka- | OOGydenue Ha kiaccuduka-
Tope M5P tope kNN
Adaboost OOyuenue Ha kiaccuduka- | OOydyenue Ha kiaccuduka-

tope DecisionStump

Tope SMO

kNN (B skcriepuMeHTax ¢

KomnunuectsBo k coceneii = 1

Komunuectso k coceneii = 4

00BEIMHEHHBIMU JaHHBIMH)

3AKIIOYEHHUE

B crarpe mpezncTaBieHBl pe3yNbTaThl SKCIEPUMEHTAIHLHOTO HCCIIETOBAHUS
M0 aBTOMaTHYECKOMY PacliO3HABAHUIO UCTHHHOM / TOXKHON WH(pOpMAINH B PEUH.
Jis skcepuMeHTOB ObLIM BBIOpaHbl Hambosee MomyJsipHble U d()(EeKTUBHEIE
METO/BI KIacCH(PHKAIIMU W ONITHMHU3UPOBAHBI UX ITapaMeTpPBl, MPHU KOTOPHIX TaH-
HBIE€ METOJbl TOKAa3bIBAIOT HAWIYYIIYIO TOYHOCTB / TOJHOTY PAaclO3HABAHHMS.
OKCIepruMeHTHI TPOBOJMIINCH HA MaTepuaax, NpeACTaBICHHbBIX B IBYX PEUYEBBIX
0a3ax mannbIX Deceptive Speech Database u Real-Life Trial Detection Deception
Dataset. [Ipu 3TOM 151 pabOTHI CO BTOPBIM HaOOPOM JaHHBIX HEOOXOIUMO OBLIO
peIBapUTENbHO HM3BJIECYL ayAHOJaHHBIE M3 MYJIbTHUMEIUHHOTO KOpIyca W pas-
METHUTH UX.

[IpuBeneHs! pe3ynbTaThl pabOTHl M CPAaBHEHHSI METOJIOB KIIACCU(UKAITUN KaK
OTJENBHO Ha KaKA0M Habope JaHHBIX, Tak U Ha 00bequHEeHHOM Habope. Hawmyu-
IKe pe3yabTaThl 10 KPUTEPHUIO KaUueCTBa PAcIO3HABAHHS HA COBMELICHHOM Habope
JIAHHBIX TTOKAa3aJH CIEeIyIONIHNe METObI: O3TTHHT C METOJIOM k OJIMKaWIuX coce-
neit (UAR = 71,0 %), meton & ommxkaiiniux coceneit (UAR = 70,4 %), a Takxke me-
TOJT KJIACCU(DUKAIMH ITyTEM PErPEeCCHH ¢ METOIOM k Ommkanmmx coceneit (UAR =
= 69,55 %). Mo>HO 3aMeTUTh, YTO 0O0BEINHEHHE IBYX 0a3 NaHHBIX IMOJOKHUTEITHHO
CKa3aJioch Ha pe3ysbTaTax KiaccH(UKalWW, TMOCKOJBKY YOAJIOCh PACIIUPHUTh U
Ppa3Ho00pa3uTh 00YUAIOIIH HAOOD.

[IpennoskeHHBII TPOTOTUI MPOTPAMMHON CHCTEMBI B JTaTbHEHIIIEM BO3MOXK-
HO WCIONB30BAaTh JJII aBTOMATHYECKOTO DACIIO3HABAHUS MPAaBAWBOMN / TOKHOM
WHpOpMAIMK B PEUYH UYEIOBEKa B TaKUX cepax, Kak OMOMeTpHUECKUe HCCIe0-
BaHUs Ha nojurpade, NpeaoTBpalieHHe TeIePOHHOTO KTEPPOpU3Ma»; B OaHKOB-
cKol chepe B x0/1e MPOBEACHUS UHTEPBBIO JUIsI PACCMOTPEHHSI BOTIPOCOB O BBIJA-
4ye KPeJAUTOB U T. [I.
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Abstract

In this paper we present experimental results of research on speech processing methods
for paralinguistic analysis of deceptive and truthful speech utterances. It includes a short survey
of recently developed deception detection systems that were used in the framework of the
Computational Paralinguistics Challenge ComParE-2016 and in other situations. In addition,
we present speech and multimodal databases that contain both truthful and deceptive utterances
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in English: Deception Speech Database that was collected in the University of Arizona and
consists of audio recordings of students’ speech (they acted according to the scenario) and Re-
al-Life Trial Deception Detection Dataset that was collected in the University of Michigan us-
ing recordings of real-life trial videos that are publicly available. Based on this analysis and
comparison of several various methods with optimal parameters the best methods and parame-
ters were found. These methods showed better results than the baseline system proposed for the
competition (its performance in terms of Unweighted Average Recall measure UAR was
68.3 %).The dataset for training was obtained by combining both databases. Thereby it is more
balanced and manifold (the total number of audio files was 1253). An automatic system for de-
ception detection was developed using these methods and open source software (Ffmpeg, Praat,
openSMILE, WEKA). The highest performance was obtained using a combination of Bagging
and k-Nearest Neighbor classifiers with UAR = 71.0 %. Also, high results were obtained using
a single k-Nearest Neighbor classifier (UAR = 70.4 %), and a combination of Classification via
Regression with k-Nearest Neighbor classifiers (UAR = 69.5 %). The developed system may be
used for law enforcement and banking areas, biometric research with polygraph devices, pre-
vention of telephone terrorism, etc.

Keywords: Computational paralinguistics, speech technology, deception detection in
speech, machine learning, classification, experimental study, bagging, k-Nearest Neighbor
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