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ABSTRACT

In this paper, a Korean word recognition method which usese Neural Network and Hidden
Markov Models(HMM) is proposed to improve a recognition rate with a small amount of learning
data. The method reduces the fluctuation due to personal differences which is a problem to a
HMM recognition system.

In this method, effective recognizer is designed by the complement of each recognition result of
the Hidden Markov Models(HMM) and Neural Network. In order to evaluate this model, word
recognition experiment is carried out for 28 cities which is DDD area names uttered by two male
and a female in twenties. As a result of testing HMM with 8 state, codeword is 64, the recognition
rate 91[%], as a result of testing Neural network (NN) with 64 codeword the recognition rate is 89
[%)]. Finally, as a result of testing NN-HMM with 64 codeword which the best condition in former
tests, the recognition rate is 95[% .

*HEAR BT LEH
Department of Electronic Engineering,
Myong-Ji University
ROCEYE L 92-119 (BE%1992. 4. 7)

1199
www.dbpia.co.kr



HHEAEEER LI 9211 Vol.17 No.11

FHE A7 Atelol FaF BN FuolXuw Azt
st 714 Aele] FoEA Feke WX ek 1 o]
R obAAA 24 A4 V1%l AREA 71 A A}
@ Atolol FAS ¥ 4 ole AEE BAdA 2
A7) shgolch, &4 Aol A 2uel lelE &4
& F3al Adstel B2 upito] F F2 gl
f &S olalstel A3 ol Bt i
% weth 4 Pas sk Taz WA
T UL 72 AGHT DY Gol 914 A gl

N Ao g olashe e Fu e 9%
)\

oﬂ‘lo:

B

vho] Qla) Al 2xglol] A e €]

4 A e Q1A wel wel A $H(pattern
matching)oll 2]k Wial EAAQ) vy, A3 R
ol o3k Wi o g A LR gt o)ed dud

Zo= 1 &9t DWA(Dynamic Time Warping),
VQ(vector Quantization), HMM (Hidden Markov
Model), TDNN(Time Delay Neural Network)'!'=
o] o]l &=t 1FoME HMMeo] & vy
U -3 Aol Qi AR B A7) o] Folx]
i gl HMML 848 EA4IR o vy dlsls v}
F'%"SJ Wl ar, o] ZAQl 4luel A

é o€t 12yt o] HMME £ °“‘~r~
s A= thake] shgr dolelrt e dkar, A)sl
ol A 7F 2 A H 51 2l

1 ¥ Aol = kel sk tloletaM /)
SR %’:5’? A3ty 918t HMMz A 73-8 =
s ARFE she] 3440 Alaslo st NN-
5‘}% C7l'11 =g A<l °“l’*]*%91
Zoum o AnE
&5 AUNUTE B °‘H1°ﬂ*13 Aorel NN-HMM&
o] &3k 54 U Wy olelox HwE ¢35l o] 2k
®EHMM(DHMM)ol & wh, 217 8 23 (Ne-
ural Network : NN)-& o]-8-gF wbyi 3} vl 3 718t
o} o 7lol Al ALE-3E B4 1) tidolz e 28709
DDD A9%& ez ¢y 291, A4 1319l #xt

=)
<
<
Nlo
o
o}n

7} 74z} 5 A F S A ol el 2 & oL W E -kt 3}
FERE ZAds=d AFE-" WE (vector):= 143

Mo Z A (L:near Predictive Coefficient :
LPC)= &},

II. NN-HMME 0|88t S4ol4

1200

1. HlE{ QYR B} DEEXYN

Hejokxisle] g & Y38 dolete Eow
ojof mbt 3ty HwF HASS, A I bit
ratedd Folvzvl v} j1¥1dl 194841 2] Shannonoll
olaf vlotel 9FSu hIgh Groj oA Ate) 1
o e a5} sh, s A8 Aok v}
WA ) an, 19758 Lloydell o) 8l wkahwpgoll o] 3k )
EloF«tst o] v ¥ o) 3, s & AE Al Lo
2 Hy Aol opyet g o] Asl WE R ¥ow
A, wE o] i ks A xpa g o «pabslis HE
Fabstel ol vk Al =FE Uk o] #hg & B 4lel A H
oJebqtH & Slal AREE 0L ARV -S4 e ¢4
"“}’19 2 OAREE I 9lom, 198581 Rabinery= Mg
okz}aler DTWSF 18 A xja] R o 2 A Al Akt
3 ‘Ol‘ﬂ A, lAlgel V1o W o2 AFR-EES]
ohi2 2 Aol w SAAIE 9 -lhl}”lEP‘ & 4]
AEE ﬁ.ﬁi b W o2 AR

v\’ 1ol A= A vhols b EHOTEJF’ gk yHAd
s}ap 2“3 dp oA skt 1 o] shavl 39l A A S o
oletZ shubo] B vhEdul o)w szl
EEbsr W O R 3= clustering7H = it oro) F
27F YeEshe whyon wrhdval ol

(iterative clustering algorithm)¢! K-means il
2] &g Abgatglul. el Komeans 9bali) 20
4t 3 2 ek e] F(local optimal algorlthm)ol Ny
A Ié & % AA]tﬁ]Hoﬂ 0]5}] oj ap,o_ whi=rh 2 7]
*é‘*rl‘?‘lti:;— R S | RS R S R RS
4 gabEl o 2 ak(splitting) i ¢l LBG
devsl darw) e Apgsiodvh Wl ok shel A
AbEShs My EZAFE ol &8 A H ez
Itakura-Saito @] log-likelihood ratio(LLR) #l] &
Aol AFEHE AL, ol & b3 (ko] FojRu}

1
d(X,y):g """" -1.0 (1)

oA 71N, dix,y)+s H)a dlole} xof yo] Aae]il, a,
= Ui E x9] Ay ESA S 1H°IJ— ayv= v A
H yeo] d¥d&Are o) & a, i a9 WA
Folil, Ryd= A “‘M o] 221k Al g E o] T}

D E o] &shd ¥ ¢+ LLR A8 dur®

CEEOES

dur=log [ ¥ Vi(i) Ra(i) ] (2)

www.dbpia.co.kr



# X /Neurall HMM & ] &% a1 o] 914

o7|o) A, Vie Pal 48dSA15 B4 47
ZHatolf 2] (residual energy) 2 33 A7) 4w
Aiolal, Rali)e ¥ EA5HE o] 1)) Ao
Ejo]u},

2. 84 elA ¢ E

2-1. HMM(Hidden Markov Model)

HMM 2¢uelE&e &3 34 2 4 A& 73
sle dnglEo g & AN ER wE A ATt
o &l o &aFe] 34 Q2] A2l go] AFE H 1
Atk HMM 2aiel &o] 7123l Abte &40 8
EE5AHQ Markov 2d g2 rdgd + s 7
A &lo] £H HAH A Markov 2dl e Helulel g
o] 7]% Markov 29 & eI Q1A Ao A=
Ad4d 249 7HE A8 715 Markov 2§ Zo}
Yoz <glAsict Markov X4z A Hidden
Markov 2dl& A}&3b=dl -1 ol &4 el
o] thekdt wistE 835k iAot Hidden
Markov ®Edo]@ o]F FAA<Q i (stochastic
process) 24} A Aol FE EAFHQ A 9} uf
Aefvie} g4 welo] €Al &9 #E(output
probability)ell #& FAIHA M2 o LA EC &
&4 dwle zt BAg dele My #E9 &Y &

Fo 2 Fdste £}, o7]A] hiddeno] g ]9 =
7t &4 e A glo] mdl Foll Fo] Aot

AL wao),

2 Ao ME #EF ABS o] &8 VQ W
FAH 22 st o] AHEE HMM(DHMM) %8 o
£33t AP35t A8 AgE dng Folle A
&-F 38 22 Z(forward-backward algorithm)<)
Baum-Welch ¥¢12]l&& AFgsle gFstdon,
viterbi @ita] Ziflo 2 o148 Sastdc)

1o
)

rr 02', Mm 5

2-2. MZBE 2N

A Az zuHBle ozte] N E 2tee) md Y
i 2dE HMEEES AFANAFTLEM 1Y
w7t e d8e FYPAA Fe R Fo|th ¥
Ao e 483, 0%, 28HFORE FAHR 7

Zo) NEeiEo e ¥sle feed-forwardd 324
ole}, Zt FUE 281} AA=E e = do]
Ego F3lol oa) AAS R, o]RL vy G2 F
7} BEAE 2= Aol (sigmoid function)

of o3 4Fez HHHE)

%=X vi Wi (3-1)
yvi=1/(1+exp(—x)) (3-2)

GE AHESET F A 7S 2dy 3 Hol
o 3 dlolelet &8 dlolElyt FoAXWA 7HEF
(weighting) ukfi 488 5 Avh §4 A4 2 F-
o] 7hE kol #f 7% #¥le] ®e 1‘4 @&E A4
BRSO %}d tl o ey W58 % (ex-
clusive OR Ael) % S17] wjito HAZ MLP/} &
A Ql2) Al zzello)) o] ¥l olw MLP 9] 9¥ dlo]
Hze 54 &4 359 deletrt v 18d &
Ae Fapgrol o3t ¥3rEd S A Al 9
g AIZEERQl BAo] mE T EHo U7 wFo
MLP# 94 Alzbo] 71 &4 Q14 o] &-317] 9l
"1%“: A17bH Q) &4 w x3he 5 glojof i}, o]y

A AE A7 918 MLPe] wigo] TDNN
(Tlme Delay Network)eiti, TDNN2 &4lo] &4
B 4 EHY 7 UAE MLP«} Ao AJ2HH
EXdE EFEHEE G e FozM S4, @of
o & NAES HY T Ui YilFoRA
LVQ(Learning Verctor Quantization)7} it}
LVQ++ Kohoneno] #¢taidi=d 1zt 9] A&
nx Q) VQ“"*]OH A3 Ao g A Q12) Al &~
ol o} 88 3% w2 A ES B

OUTPUT PATTERN

OUTPUT LAYER

wikj)

HIDDEN LAYER

wifi)

INPUT LAYER

INPUT PATTERN

= HRRRE-EELTE Y
Fig. 1. A schematic depiction of a semilinear feedfor-
ward connectionist net,

1201

www.dbpia.co.kr



BEEESEE LI 9211 Vol.17 No.11

#& s 2de ?54211%
A wEder AF% &
2 A #lef Al = Rumelhart ol ,]sﬂ A2
oz 43 (B ck Propagation) & A}-8-&tt},
EHY B Agsede el Aasels f
HEZ o]fofql E} Zo] 3 uwofiA], MnZ ivlA
FUESEHS Si(n) 2.2 ¥, 13 #A e
o ojaf vJepH Hch

18
5}

1]'01:—,: a9
XA

Hog

net;'™ =¥ Wi §in-1) + W™ (33)

<)

1
1-+exp(—net,'"")

Sl(nl —

2 "} 0171*1 n=1,2,3,....Nol 1, W,"& ujo]ol
2(bias) 3 Wy'™ (0<j)¥& slo|ER Bt} Fojl
qAAME (iy)oll thal, Si(0)=in& ata1, 4(3-3), A
(3-4)0l Wb zt =¢] net,'™, §MEH =M B
uko] HHHYESNG P30 A7A wARLE (Ty)
olo] ¢z} e;=[S;™—(Ty) 12 A5+

E,=1/2Y (e)?=1/2Y (§'"—Tp)? (3-5)
S 3z HogsE sk g AnF i
) fUEe] netiro] Tg A&

BEp — §.(n} .
anet,(“’ *61 (3 6)

2 &, o 48 ARgEt AnF o 67e A
gted, An- 15 WA FUES] s7Vg

5l(nfl) :S](nvl)(l __S’(n—])) Z 51(n)WU(n) (377)

01’}"](51 Sé](n)(ls n))e] ]‘:}'
AOIE Wyoll e AuI¥E b Aol o8 A
=3

2E,  2E, anet'V
2 W, anet,(” 2 W,

:5l(n)sl(n~l) (3'8)

spolol gt W,@el Bats Wulze, 3l HelA S,
(b =124 P,
Rumelharti 9o viebdl @ 3ped et &g 5%
1202

AFg-3) A o E St upolol 2gtol ¥Het Wik
Aahan, Wb E,& HAR st 2 fUE 9
ol £ 9} wol o] 2 grg M2 S A

AWi(n) = —yaEy /2 W), +a &AW, (n—1) (39)

of o), wrHHozr Fi 0”64 Ak, 4
BTN 7% i ool ] 14kel2] gtol 1, 22t of
& (learning rate), *év,-ir(momentum factor) =2
vrﬂ] i Atk WAAE o HYR O AEE N2
o EEkA] oz lh”c'% st gt 9l o
1M 7 < Aemax (Amaxi= S OlEE} upolo 2 ghofl ¥k3h 2

A ol P A Fe F £ e,
o, %ael Holnsl shelolagtel 2u1i

(_J. +6)“}! ‘Cl)'] 9] ‘d"["—:‘ 1I‘L]’

21(3-7) 9] 2E,, /aWe2| t] &2 5,

aE ok
ez § IR 9.
W = LW (3-10)
& AHEE R Atk oA, E=Y i B4 afed
o] Fo Aol ¥l

2-3. NN-HMMO|| 28t CHO{ QA A|AEY
HMMeoll A 7Holabol] o]dF W% S 23] &5
7] S8 M 4= vhetel dlo]abE sk dloleb el )
Qlafoll & 29148 vha Mee 4 izd ¥
ol Miz o] St ot 7}]0,12} o 2|3k ofjui
19l BASG B8 4 5 F HMMa A14
| A g ate i A

del 248 shtel 4'419& g ao] 148 8

7¥zrol Al Ele] A S Hdsto olNEE

How i H
W41 ¢ NN-HMM 241 & A Ala}as) gk,

wodsr ol HMMe] 14 dste} Qe &
Ha5s 9oz ALLE AlAS 2vto] AF net
Mol A4z Mzel 094 Wy FORM ES
2l A7 rd skt Ak HMMe)l A Viterbi

R
o}};ﬂg]?;()_;é o} A] ;\] /],A]- 57_ i]}, gl,r llo] ,Q_Aé_xj{

1\4 ERY) 0] 3lito)

LRaE el giet, e
4 o 8-!:15_— ARz E AN Sl

o R S EL few A
E’

FrhA o) N gEel Q1A 2

www.dbpia.co.kr



# 3 /Neural HMM§ o] 88 a1 who] Q14

£ shte) Alxgo g FAsle] HMM# 4l 7432
v} 9] 30154_4 Fo% 420 Mz E& B4 Az
o) MEFL 43 nYs AHHQ S4AN4E £
CEES ﬂolq o] W& FHe) A Q) A 2w e]
29 5Y¥0E vop AMstE YRS F A
2® 220 g Fo 2 145l ot}

A A 2Y THE, 49 AL 22T
Blokatslo) ofs) mERS WED oo me <luA

2 oA s} AT o) E QE A= HMM# 417 3)

2o oz At shra Q14 g Sal T
2 ATolMe) QY Axg T4 Iy 29 go] ¢
A=

Feature parameters

Codebook

INDEX
HWM
state: 8 F recognition
codeword: 64 word
Prob, Index T
per word
MLP
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of an isolated word recognizer
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Table. 1. Recognition rate of HMM for codeword.
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H 2 48 Fof & HMMe] 14 & (=Y ==4)
Table. 2. Recognition rate of HMM for states.
(codeword=64)
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4 5 6 7

sk} °1°

MA 76 84 89 92 92 |92
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Fig. 3. System Error of the Neural Network,
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Table. 3. Comparison of recognition rates.
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3}2p
" S S
MA 92 90 95
WB t 88 87 B
MC 93 | %0 96
AVG 9 j 49 95

9 AnE Y HMM3 27829 olg 914
3ok NNHMMo o9 21408 ol hy shap
o} 1ol o4 shatel A4 E Aol B AL B4
gem, 9214 rAol 2 o] WA sk nk ve 3
oo Ak AL BFAUL ol e o] o4
§}"<}'E u 4§1-,(}-9‘]- /lo‘] EHES‘:_ ? ‘JS’E

Aed ol AHtd o7 MAAE FrE¥er ¥
2 ANEHE AEF ASES vEhi D ot & 5

ek,
N.g &

2 o] A NNHMM s &
o ER A SN AL H
AbE G914 Alzsge ANy 1
3} o) 4 £ HMMuth of 4[%]9] Q14§ Mg
F9lelal 44 B2 ol &% wn o 6(%)
o Q18 AU A, ol AY Ask:

o 9914 A 200] RN Aok

cozM w& AN ES UehdS AT ol
§ 94U Aade 2ol sguolgE As Y
QA e A ), Eitwel vl Q4 A zEo
H3be o Aus e 08 AES 48
_’[‘_ Ol%{[{}_

2, NN-HMMS #e] dapshel thiegle)ss
deoz goma Alzgel P HH g e

S E ek

www.dbpia.co.kr



%L /Neural HMM & o] 8¢ 1@ eo] Q14

A, AF A HMME & Q4§ 9t 1
. a4 moo] whEA] W w aey NN HMM &
& og HolBEA Be ANEAE AL+ AL
£ 2144 Haw e 71Es] HMMs 1
A 7k3} 3ol 7} Qlgieh.

A®, NN-HMM-E& HMM# A 4sgdoe] 4%
W Agol olatel oizre] el o8 2.4
Fol Brh AP 2N 2L AL IUL

H.\?Ar‘o

&

e

o]
(L

R

1. A.Waibel st al. “Phoneme recognition using
time-delay neural networks”.IEEE Trans, A-
coust., Speech,Signal Processing,vol.37, Mar.
1989, pp. 328-339

2. K. C. Pan, F. K. Soong, L. R. Rabiner, “A vec-
tor-quantization-based preprocessor for speaker-
independent isolated word recognition,” IEEE
Trans. Acoust., Speech, Signal Processing,
vol. ASSP-33, NO.3, pp.546-553, 1985

3. J. G. Wilpon, L. R, Rabiner, “A modified K-
means clustering algoithm for use in isolated
word recognition, "IEEE Trans, Acoust. Speech,

2 % (Yeun Soo Kim) IE®H
19634 10A 58 %
19894 2H : A ASH ThbkE
EFTR (TS L)
19924 85 : BImAPK KBk B
TIT8H X (T4
+)

Signal Processing., Vol. ASSP-33,No.3pp. 587-595,
1985

4. Y. Linde, A.Buzo, R. M. Gary, “An algorithm

go vector quantization design,” IEEE Trans.
Communication, Vol. COM-28, pp.84-108, 1980

5. L. R. Rabiner, “On the application od vector

quantization and hidden Markov models to
speaker independent isolated word hidden
Markov models to speaker independent
isolated word recognition,” BSTJ, Vol.62,No.4,
Apr,1983

6. L. R. Rabiner, “A Tutorial on Hidden Markov
Models and Selected Applications in Speech
Recgnition,” Proceedings of IEEE, Vol.77 No.2,
Fed.1989

7. R. P. Lippman, “An introduction to computing
with neural nets.”, IEEE ASSP Magazine,
Apr. 1987

8. B. R. Kammerer, W. A. Kupper, “Experiment
for isolated-word recognition with sigle and two
layer perceptrons,” Neural Networks, Vol.3,
Pp.693-706, 1990

% 8 $B(Chang Seok Kim) F# B
19384 9H 188 %
1968 29 W@ uistw H7) g8t
3 E2HQ(FFAD
1972 290 - QA& st A
71387 EQ(38H
A})
1985 29 - WAt ek A
Ay (38
Ah)
1985 3¥U ~ @A) : BN FHohe} HAFEH g

1205

www.dbpia.co.kr



