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Abstract  This paper reports current status of the SLP working group establised in October 2001 on the noisy
speech recognition. The working group aims to develop standards, common corpus, and noisy speech recognition
system in conjunction with Europian ETSI AURORA evaluation projects.
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e Training Set

— Clean-condition training: 8440 %35 Clean

(HEEEZOR ) TIMIT 7— %

— Multi-condition training: EFCT —# ICfE4
DHEZE4D SNR TRASEH 0.

* MF © subway, babble, car, exhibition

* SNR: 5,10,15,20, Clean

o Test Set
— Set A FBT 5 LE-HDMET (subway,
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— Set BH#ET— 5 L RULLMT (restaurant,
street, airport, station)
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Test set SNR: -5,0,5,10,15,20,Clean
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* Pre-emphasis  0.97
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1: Baseline results for clean- and multi-condition training
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1. Well matched training and testing: V¥ X7 1) =~
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e 8kHz multi-condition training
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2: Performance comparison of Aurora2 evaluation
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