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Performance Comparison and Verification of Lip Parameter Selection

Methods in the Bimodal Speech Recognition System
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ABSTRACT

The choice of parameters from various lip information and the robustness of exwracting lip parameters play important
roles in the performance of bimodal speech recognition system. In this paper, lip parameters are extracted by using an
automatic extraction algoritin and jnner lip parameters effect on the recognition rate more than outer lip patameters.
Compared with a manual extraction algorithm, the automatic extraction method is evaluated about its robustness.
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Fig. 1. Automatic paremeter extraction.
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Table 2. Recognition rate using automatic
parameter extraction.
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Table 3. Recognition rate using manual
parameter extraction.

0dB | S4B | tOdB

471 31.67
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using automatic parameter extraction.
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