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A Syllabic Segmentation Method for the Korean Continuous Speech
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This paper proposes a syllabic segmentation methed for the korean continuous speech, This method are
formed threc major steps as follows! (1) labeling the vowel, consonanis, silence units and forming the
Token the sequence of speech data using the segmental parameter in the iime domain, pitch, energy,
7CR and PVR, (2) scanning the Token in the structure of korean syllable using the parser designed
by the finite state automata, and (3) re=segmenting the syllable parts witch have two or more syllables
using the pseudo—syllable nucleus information, Experimental results for the capability evaluation toward
the proposed method regarding to the continious words and sentence units are 73,5%, 85.9%, respectively.
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2.3. PVR (Peak Valley Rate)
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Table 1. Segmentation results for the sentence units.
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Table 2. Segmentatmn results for the word units.
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