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Abstract

In this paper, we present some of experimental
results developed in computer-based English

Pronunciation  Correction System for Korean
speakers. The aim of the system is to detect
incorrectly pronounced phonemes in spoken words
and to give correction comment to users.

Speech data were collected from 254 native
speakers and 411 Koreans, then used for phoneme
modeling and test. We built two types of acoustic
phoneme models: native speaker model and Korean
speaker model. We also built langugage models to

reflect Koreans’ occurred

commonly
mispronunications. The detection rate was over 90%
in insertion/deletion/replacement of phonemes, but
we got under 75% detection rate in diphthong split

and accents.
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