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Table 1 Significant problems on automatic speech

recognition.
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Fig. 1 Interpretation of a speech recognition system based on a hierarchical model from a view point

of information science.
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Table 2 Recognition of Japanese five vowels by
clustering of speakers.
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Table 3 Recognition results of 100 city names by
simulations.
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Table 4 Relationship between output forms of
phoneme recognitions and word or
sentence recognition rate in arithmetic
expressions.
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Fig. 2 Kinds of input pattern and reference pattern
on pattern matching.
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Table 5 Classification and characteristics of spoken
word recognition methods.
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Table 6 Clustering of spoken words.
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Table 9 Degree of complexity of the grammars
(tasks) corresponding to various parsing

directions.
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Table 10 Relationship between search space size
and recognition rate.
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Table 11 System evaluation of the LITHAN
speech understanding system.
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