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Intelligibility Assessment of Synthesized Speech by Rule)
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Abstract

As a result of recent progress in speech synthesis techniques, the those new services using new
techniques are going to introduce into the telephone communication system. In setting standards,
voice quality is obviously an important criterion. It is very important to develope a quality evalu-
ation method of synthesized speech for the diagnostic assessment of system algorithm, and fair
comparison of assessment values.

This paper has described several basic concepts and criterions for quality assessment (intelligib-
ility) of synthesized speech by rule, and then a word selection method and the word list to be
used in word intelligibility test were proposed. Finally, a test method for word intelligibility
is described.
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Table 2. Classification of intelligibility test.
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