4]
A4, o 3

dgdidta FFE TSI Al & HCI 484

A Study on Speech Recognition System
Using Continuous HMM

[s)
Sang-duck Kim', Geuk Lee’

*Al & HCI Lab, Department of Computer Engineering, Hannam University

a2 %

B =8dAE d&¥ ¥(Continuous) HMM(hidden Markov mode) & 7|ite 8 3ie] #3o] nYdo]
A4 29 A, FEAT Alade a3 HWHE A AR $EE &4 P oA
N 2gd 10718 nYPdold ¥z &4 doly soj2F TRHUG &4 A HAAvEzE
MFCCs(Mel Frequency Cepstral Coefficients)s} #}#(delta) MFCC 22]3 o\ A(energy)& AH&3 At
84 dolel 2% 239 18719 §A} &A(phoneme-like unit : PLU)E 4 E# 2 HMM 29 ¢& &
AR 2§ Y YA(co-articulation)& ZUH 371 H#) Ez}o] E(iriphone) 2L &F A A4
ot stgol B &4 doleig WUde) A @& HAst e4E £4 dolHE ol +

gagon HIFHOE 97.5%2] A4 T & AU

1. A&

A2 Bo dAd AsHY sl A7l B
AFH Adsde IS ¢AA gE(1] AT H
1A dAAE L B Ad2Hn FEA &
£ man-machine interface 7]1&°l 4 A=
2A5in g /hed, €494 7lg9 F24l
W] 44 H43r) g 477 RYF
o}t

g dutyez ALgEHE $4I49 Yoz
HMM(hidden Markov model)o] $1cH3]. HMM&
2494 ¢ 48 YYE 7teddA A HF +5
# A5E Bole d4uYez FAAHA BEHde=
QA &4 A4AFe olEAelo] FuE Ao] A
gy ou Hel 59 FAANA RdEd T §¢E
 AYe Nz 9 844 7P 98 AHgEz QL
 Wyelo4].

HMME &Y(hidden)slol & e d(state

sequence)®] EAH EAE HHEZ oFold B3<
(observation sequence)?l EA3HY EHE Fid
e o|F9 BAY Tz Mol

HMMe #34¥Ee #HHBEFRXE 299 3
wio] wal o] AE ¥ (Discrete) HMM, EASEE
(Semi-Continuous) HMM, 4% Z(Continuous)
HMMo 2 EFHr.

B =FoAE Gaussian mixture AL G EYT
719g ALSEE HMME o83 @39 nydo
A4 Alagde] dA R FHA i AsHgch

2. 448X HMM

ALEX HMMAAE &4 A3d4 58 &
A e g adz AsHc. 2de HI0EHE &
A&7 9 B2 Y AEFol mixture Gaussian X
ZAzo) o# ¢AdHuYGE 7t &l maximum
likelihood W& Atg ¥t Gaussian EF 2x= @
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F71 oy A4 SEUEE MY & dde F
deg Az Ao e $4, FoRF 2ol 5o
SR ot Helde 2E¥ e A
tHsl.

A&HEX HMMS 3¢ el j, Az eolX 98
He 0,8 B2Y FEL OS ADF 2o I
"}

b(0) = '26’,;1\/(01_#,1. Uw), 1<j&N 1)

o7]A ME mixture®] F, cp& AH oA &
HAl mixtured] ¥ 7}F X (weight), N(O.uu Up)
£ Gaussian $EIYE gFolth uust Upt 4F
A jold AAA mixture®d B F¥E (mean
vector)8t 84k & H(covariance matrix)o]i N&
A A el (state) 570 o}

b(O)E #& deolHERYEH Fir AW
Baum-Welch 7§33 (re-estimation) €2 &F& o
&3 2

A48 N, H¥e Holg T, AIYES
ald (=12, N;t=1,2,-,D, FuuEL
B:(D (i=1,2,--,N;t=T,T—1,,0) 831, At
tol X ezt j9 88 7A€ HE HO% 2
o] & gir}

<l Oupie Up) (5
mﬁ;}c;_MO,, Hims U,.)

e k)=l al7)B{7) “

Ig“ alNBLN

del A A BEES (0,878 clEdHe 2D
St E Cp p UpE 2ASE 42 O8% 2
o,

g vl B @

— f_{w‘Tr(l', k) -0,

iy = (CY)
* I

BB 0 w0 )
2 rdi )

3. &4 delg wolx

£ 94 A2ge gastn Hrksty] A Aped
&4 diolg Holxyx A FA BYPE &4 HHf
ZuoglojA ded 10742 FHE dAez =&
@ AFEA $3dA PC sound-card® ol &8 =&
34131, 16kHz waveform© 2 sampling 3lgew,
signed 16 bit2 A3yt

AEA B4 $4 BI

.33 2 %3 3 A% 4 %4
5 1% 674 7.@% 8 AA
9. #Ad 10 +3A

[ 1188 55

&4 dolg ozt 11W(%&4 59, B7He 6
@)e) @A eAs [E 1o dehe 48 289 107
o 84 WHolE 5¥Y LG 55070 UL ©
gz olFel Aom FAE [E 2s 2o

TE e g 3718
spAHE 5 6
ey 250 300

[# 2] 84 dlelg wolz9 74

4. A=d 74

2 nged 94 Nade %4 5Y ANados
Al EntropicAte] HTK V21& 7ldtez 2&sqch
A Aad FHe 2A BIFE B, de B,
94 Hyoz olfel o Ay UM FHE
£ gg (29 U3t 2
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o HOPN | " ANUD
|

(2% 1] N=" AN F4=

41. 53F&

& 7)ol e, 9EE &4 dA3e dAAE 3
AE ¥ 16kHz/16bit waveforme2 A/D ¥$
#$4E& Ay 4 EAE FE87] A48 49
HATIHE 10msH o] FHPA 20msPole X<
oz FUg 74 Y 4434 HI Ak
4 (Hamming window)& 4% 233 E3F&d
Abgsa gl olg viteg 2z ZyYEz 1&g
F)o] W(FFT) £4& AA 1229] MFCCs(Mel
Frequency Cepstral Coefficients)& $&3l9, A%
28 e Tage Azdo 1239 2} (delta)
MFCC, YR (energy) R 2 ozl 5 & 264
o 4 Aelv|e g F&3td A4 ALgsgi

42 S%gAA

%x7) HMM Ed 8¢ % 992 #4F 82
(phoneme-like unit : PLU) 18748 AA&HA} =
7l (protype) 2de] $1-4H(topology)2 [2¥ 2] 2
o] &4 7]k(phone-based) HMM <4 <UAAI2~E
AM dg Algsm e A B g FHET
Ho] & =(skipe] glE) 3 state left-to-right model
2 Reosdrt.

by() by() b()
[2¥ 2] Simple Left-Right HMM

2de] 7t Adee] ths} Gaussian FLYEUE
ool 7l s 2671e] WF(mean)d FEA
(covariance)& F&3le] Ber|gE A3

g dolHiRyg &€ 1719 HA&29 o
719 sil(silence)2¥ 1708 ¥ # 18709 HMM
298 BE y@d FEA 2EF x| 8€d.

HMM =49 #%4& Baum-Welch #4334 ¢x
gFol s FysojAd, $4 & dwolHE A
o] wtEl 7Y F8#® F k-means 8 LHFY
(clustering) €32|FE AHEA 4 oo 3}
t 8 2H(cluster)d HF 715 X (mixing weight)
€ AR dgerle g 7830

z¢ 4% 8 (co-articulation)® 2dg37] ¢
3 M sl FAMELE HMMEYE EdoE
(context-dependent) E.}o} & (triphone) HMM =9
2 §383n oA ey A3 33€ AN 3
4 HMM R2d€ Q¢

43. A4 44

A4 HAANME g FAoA wE]F HMM
2dg JHAn B3t dolHE ol &AM QAdYE
A | olnf, TP Aol g BY vEY
(grammar network) FEB7} gasir), £ AlAdd
Ae 999E orEYP e FHAY 3td FSN(Finite
State Network)& T4 st}

214 u)E #(recognition network)2 ¢l32 42
S x=g9 Aoz FAL [29 317 2ot

[2¥9 313 A% WESN 72

4 Y = 2 AN ol o3 AH=H
A 3-482 FAY JEYo|th HEY AL o
o] #d(word leveDE 9% o9& 2v] g AY
§ Asolm, I AZL 4 @7t oW 4=
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olFo)X & 71E YEldnh Hslg A3 e -Ay=
TAHAN 42t 84 HMME Jeldc,

agee] ANoNA A4 el (Y 418 o)
A @ 2y (whole word modeling) ¥ &4 ¥
@ (sub~word unit modeling)22 Yoz Ed)
€ =BdME U d92 82 2dy 2 g
LE 48 BEF n2l@ B9 F& Ego)lE g
& AHgEs.

AP Ay
(isolated word recognition)

SOl 2WY 8L 2UY
(whole word modeling)  (sub-word unit modeling)

Y S 8 20 ENEQB*EH
( independent model) pendent model)

LN

monphone model biphone mode! triphone model

(24 4] 2% dof 94 a9

EgflojE 2Ye 24 2yt do uso g&¢
e AdHozm w9t Ao UAW, L2
2% B dgd g@yoz A 1 47 AEs
A WolAA sz AWAe] g 2d Helvgg
F3%7] A8 E 4 EgolE Y ¢ ol AR
o &% dolgl7t Fx oo frl olelg Hlo)E
FE @Y U A Pyos Zulo] gL vE
Ezlo]E 249& Ho]¥&(transition probability)

2 HAvlEE FHEA S tied-state ETGO]E
€ e Fo. old Herlge E4L FTHEA
} < 2zt Rde] wdY e "olAH s 8
22 2939 Wi 2 48 A=A
ZR3se Ao Fasr)

RN FHEFE nYDo] UY ANAHME
52}01%4 7 2R g 9o} state tying 33
& AAA @3 vtz Q4 APe sHsag.

U At @5 % A8 A4 FHANA BE 3
< A4 ¥ o Hdo YEL JHAE A=
(maximum likelihood state sequence)?] & & gt B
ot 54 <A Agk(threshold) o g WolzlE ZHZof
e FH4E FASEE S Viterbi beam
search& S8 & =FMe JdAFZS 200
o7 FAu},

A v e dolg A3 YA o] ol

m iﬂu

7t 2t RdolX QS € likelihood #& AAbgo).
2 3R 71 £ likelihood € 7Hxls 2ol
YA E dojz APt

5. 4% € 4%

A47) 4% Hrhe [E 315 gol &e] A8 ¥
dolElsh sterel Felatx e st wHE Ho)
B2 Urol 27 sesic.

Holg 1 dHolg 2

Go ¥ @ge
57 ¢4 doly

gtgo] FAY dolg

(¥ 3] F718 &4 deold

B7HE &4 violEld] Y & A2de A4y
23& [E 4)9 2.

T2 dlolg] 1 | HolE 2| average
Correct(%) 100 23] 975
Accurate(%) 100 943 97.15
Deletion 0 0 0
Substitution 0 15 75
Insertion 0 2 1
Number 250 300 total 550

[E 4] 94 49 @3

ggol FAqd &4 vlolHE oY <14 Ay
ZFAE F 250709 @] F 250(100%)0 25 A Y
A A4t

Bl Az e AV BHF 24 dHolH
& o83 A4 Jd¥L ¥ " F 30079 @ F
28571(95.00%)& <4, °1F 28371(94.33%)8& A
Al 143t

[# 4]°)M Correct= H7H8 ©ol 3 P83 A4
g ©@ol9 QA4 goln], Accurater Correcto] s #
a3t 3719 @09 +§ AP QA golot,

Correct®t Accuratet Th& =48 $3 Auslo
At
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Correct=-=5=L x 100% ®)

Accurate= *ﬂr—%—}—u x100% )]

9 [E 4]0l dERoe] dgol Fo@ dHolH
o] A go] o Fdx g& dolge ANE
B} ¢ 5% A= ++EE ¢ 4 Uk 3 9L
2& g4 doles Wt dojE Alolef vio]a
& XET 5& 879 o], 3zt W] dE ¢
Aol Ao], RAAEYEAN HAFELERDY Ho] F
o] led ol AdE AFAHA Y¥& v

we}a oo i@ MEMYPoes Lo g 4ol
HE ALgsld $88 dadels s d4d 3 5
Pedg dAAN2RE AHEstE e SRR H S
A 7= 3A A & (speaker adaptation)6] 71&9] ¥
4o] gadd

6. 28 9 #AA

B FdME A48 ¥ HMME 7oz @2
o] YT A4 AN2gg A, FHHUL. 2¥Y
ol Q14 Alad HdAE A% AEA HE &
A H#o] TodoM 10718 deolg MR ol &
Ao silg TEF 18719 RASLE FE3Q
t}. o] NE HE(sub-word)& B E #o FAS
A HMM 298 44891, do e =§ Y
q4e 2da 3}y 98 Efo|E 2dz 8333y
o},

599 FA%7 A4S 250702 A £E9 g
go] 242 o838 FAS4L HMM E¥-g ¥4
A}

BHgoll By 250709 &4 wiolE g o F
stz ke At WA 300719 &4 delHE
olgs A47 Hs HdEE FYIied A=
100%9] QAEL BAT FAE 5% AAES
R 1=

B RN FEE Q4 A2de Fe 843
n#sA gt wey 7 Al2dg AFA €73
7 e AAg AL AHAE FHe 7hay
o Ay A FUH Na2EE FHF ot

Uolsld e AA2HA ST disty Sdezy
B alg] AHD B (keyword)EE HEH

g Ao} - H & (keyword spotting) 71 &€ o] &3l E
4 Evle F&EHA G d3N A4 248 ¢
¥ 4 A& stand-alones] FPJAA Aladde] of
¢ A7 a3
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