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Abstract

Hidden Markov Model (HMM) is the most widely
used method in speech recognition. In general, HMM
paramelers are trained to have maximum likelihood
(ML) for training data. This method doesn't take
account of discrimination to other words. To com-
plement this probiem, this paper proposes a word
verificaiion method by re-recognition of the recognized
word and its similar word using the discriminative
function between two words. The similar word is
selected by calculaling the probability of other words
to each TIMM. The recognizer having discrimination
te each waord is realized using the weighting to each
state and the weighting is calculated by genetic
algorithm.
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