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*Detection of perceptual discontinuity between
phoneme boundaries and its application to unit se-
lection in speech synthesis

By Wen Ding and Nick Campbell, (ATR. Interpreting
Telecommunications Research Labs.)
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Figure 1: Descripﬁion of triphone concatenation.
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-;l;able 1: Relationship between vowel categories and

MOS(row represents the preceding vowel of 2nd Tri-
phone, column represents the current vowel of 1st
triphone as'shown in Fig. 1.
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Figure 2: Dendrogram of the regression tree for pre-

diction of MOS (node value).
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Figure 3: Relationship between MOS and the pre-
dicted value by the regression tree for the train data.
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Figure 4: Relationship between MOS and the pre-
dicted value by the regression tree for the test data.
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