L A& 5. 4% 9 43
i 2. Out of Vocabulary (OOV) A A 4 5.1. Filler 2d¢& o] &% OOV AA
L3 AT e QARG AA wy Ad
4. WA LLF+A 5.2. Antidigit 228 o]&% AT
4.1. £7 LLRE °| &% Adx &4 W4 e Q1 Am AA 49

d3o] AALA QA ANH B3
2

=3 dALF #4347

<z E>

42. A LLR¥} 2-best 7]ute] A st 53 dAHF % 48
Likelihood o] FRE o|&§ Alg 6 HE
T &3 ey

<Abstract>

Utterance Verification and Substitution Error Correction In
Korean Connected Digit Recognition

Du Kyung Jung, Hwa Jeon Song, Ho-Young Jung, Hyung Soon Kim

Utterance verification aims at rejecting both out-of-vocabulary (OOV) utterances and
low-confidence-scored in-vocabulary (IV) utterances. For utterance verification on Korean
connected digit recognition task, we investigate several methods to construct filler and
anti-digit models. In particular, we propose a substitution error correction method based on
2-best decoding results. In this method, when Ist candidate is rejected, 2nd candidate is
selected if it is accepted by a specific hypothesis test, instead of simply rejecting the Ist
one. Experimental results show that the proposed method outperforms the conventional log
likelihood ratio (LLR) test method.

Keywords: utterance verification, connected digit recognition
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