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Further Studies on Acoustic Modeling and Prosodic Modeling for
Mandarin Speech
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Abstract

This report presents our studies on acoustic modeling for Mandarin speech recognition
and on prosodic modeling. In acoustic modeling, we exploit the effect of feature-domain
linear transformation on speech recognition and on speaker adaptation based speech
recognition. In prosodic modeling, we improve the statistical pitch contour model proposed
previousy by considering the coarticulation effect in detail. An application to tone
recognition is also discussed.
Keywor ds: feature transformation, speaker adaptation, pitch modeling, tone recognition
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