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Abstract

This paper proposes a confidence measure employed
for utterance verification in noisy environments.
Most of conventional approaches estimate the proper

threshold of confidence measure and apply the value
As
such, their performance may degrade for noisy
speech since the threshold can be changed in noisy

to utterance rejection In recognition process.

environments. This paper presents further robust

based the
confidence measure. The isolated word recognition
based experimental results demonstrate that the
proposed = method

approaches as utterance verifier.

confidence measure on multi—pass

outperforms conventional
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