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that the standard deviation of the combination (not shown in this
graph) was found to be considerably lower. More robust performance
can therefore be expected from the exploitation of all cues. This
combined prosodic performance measure was then compared with a
spc~leer'indepcndent word hypotheslzcr developed at CMU. It mould
be mentionned, that this word hypothcsizcr was only a preliminary
version of a more advanced word hypothesizcr that is currently under
development, Fig.6 shows that the ranle of the combined prosodic KSs
is actually lower than the phonetic word hypothesizer. Finally.
combination of prosodic and phonetic KSs leads to substantially
reduced nypothesization rank. It can be' seen that adding prosodic
information to the phonetic word hypothcsizcr reduced the average
rank of die correct word hypothesis to about 113.

confusable word hypotheses are conceivable and work along these lines
is In progress.
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