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e STEP 1: Uniform segmentation for monophone (Context

Independent (CI) phone) seed model

e STEP 2: Monophone model training of mixture 1 with
Viterbi Baum-Welch algorithm

e STEP 3: Forced alignment for multiple pronunciation

e STEP 4: Monophone model training of mixture 3 with

Viterbi Baum-Welch algorithm, mixture =3

e STEP §: Triphone (Context Dependent (CD) phone) cloning

from 1 mixture monophone

e STEP 8 : Triphone seed model training with given alignment
file

e STEP 9 : Triphone model training with Viterbi Baum-Welch
algorithm
o STEP 10 : Triphone tying

e STEP 11 : Tied-triphone model training of mixture 2 to 16

with Viterbi Baum-Welch training
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