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A study on the automatic
recognition of Korean vowel

Abstract

In this study, the system is proposed which
can be used for recognition of Korean single
vowels "F ,4 ,L,T,—, ,H,4.,4,", and auto-
matic recognition 1s processed using g-computer.
3 men of not-being-studied are participated in
this experiment.

Using the period of vowels, one part of the
steady state is selected for high speed recog-
nition, and amplitude comparison method, LPC,
PARCOR, and Formant are used for parameter of
recognition. Formant 1is obtained by peak picking
method using LPC, and then vowels are recognized
by amplitude comparison method, LPC, PARCOR, and
Formant.

As a result, Recognition rates are 90.1% for
amplitude comparison method, 93.1% for LPC, 100%
for PARCOR, 88.8% for using formant.
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Fig. 3 Experiment Block Diagram for Speech Recognition
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