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Abstract

This paper presents the preliminary result of the
automatic pronunciation scoring for non-native
English speakers, and shows the developmental
process for an English speech recognizer for the
educational and evaluational purposes. The proposed
speech recognizer, featuring two refined acoustic
model sets, implements the noise-robust data
compensation, phonetic alignment, highly reliable
rejection, key-word and phrase detection,
easy-to-use language modeling toolkit, etc.,, The
developed speech recognizer achieves 0.725 as the
average correlation between the human raters and
the machine scores, based on the speech database

YOUTH for training and K-SEC for test.
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