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Abstract

Recognition rate of Korean digit is lower than that
of other words because it is composed of similar
phonemes. In this paper, a new method is proposed
for the improvement of recognition rate by using the
phoneme boundary information. In addition, the
proposed method rarely increase c¢ost because
phoneme boundary is found by using simple method.

We experimented with speech data of one man and
then obtained results of enhanced speech recognition

rate.
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