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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we have studied Continvous Speech Recognition System of Speaker Adaptation using MAPE (Maximurn
A Posteriori Probability Estimation) which can adapt any small amount of adaptation specch data. Speaker adaptation is
performed by the method of MAPE after Concatenation training which is making sentence unit HMM linked by syllable
unit HMM and Viterbi segmentation classifies speech datz t0 be adaptation into segmentation of syllable unit data
awiomatically withont band labelling. For car control speech, the recognition emates of adaptation of HMM was 77.18%
which is approximately 6% improvement dver that of unadapted HMM.(in case of O(n)DP)
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Table 3, recognition rate of speaker adaptation using O(n)DP.
(In cac of CHMM).
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