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Abstract

This paper describes a speech recognition system for ten isolated spoken digits.

In this system, acoustic parameters such as zero crossing rate, log energy and three formant
frequencies estimated by linear prediction method were extracted for classification and/or
recognition purpose(s). The former two parameters were used for the classification of unvoiced
consonants and the latter one for the recognition of vowels and voiced consonants.

Promising recognition results were obtained in this experiment for ten digit utterances

spoken by a male speaker.
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