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Abstract

Research  efforts  have  been  made  for
out-of-vocabulary word rejection to improve the
confidence of speech recognition systems However,
little attention has been paid to non-recognition
sentence rejection. According to the appearance of
correction speech

pronunciation systems using

recognition technology, it is needed to reject
non-recognition sentences to provide users with more
accurate and robust results. In this paper, we
mtroduce standard phoneme based sentence rejection
system with no need of special filler models. Instead
we used word spotting ratio to determine whether
input sentences would be accepted or rejected.
Expernimental results show that we can achieve
comparable performance using only standard phoneme
based recognition network in terms of the average of

FRR and FAR.
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