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D Utterance-level System-level
MSE LCC SRCC KTAU | MSE LCC SRCC KTAU
BO1 17 12 12 12 18 11 12 12
B02 19 20 20 20 19 20 20 20
B03 21 22 22 22 20 22 22 22
TO1 9 11 9 9 11 14 14 13
TO2 8 9 10 10 10 9 10 10
T04 22 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
TOS 5 6 7 7 8 8 8 9
TO6 13 15 15 15 17 12 11 11
TO7 14 10 11 11 4 4 5 6
TO8 15 17 17 17 15 18 16 16
TO9 16 19 19 19 14 19 19 19
TI10 7 7 6 8 7 7 7 5
T11 3 2 2 3 5 1 1 1
TI2 2 3 3 2 3 6 6 8
TI3 18 16 16 16 22 17 17 18
T14 23 24 24 24 23 23 23 23
T15 24 23 23 23 24 24 24 24
T16 20 18 18 18 16 16 18 17
T17 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 2
TI8 10 8 8 6 12 10 9 6
TI19 4 4 5 5 2 2 2 3
T20 6 5 4 4 9 5 4 4
T21 11 14 13 14 6 13 13 14
T22 12 13 14 13 13 15 15 15
(a) Main track
D Utterance-level System-level
MSE LCC SRCC KTAU | MSE LCC SRCC KTAU
BO1 8 6 10 10 9 5 2 2
B02 11 14 15 15 6 8 9 9
B03 13 16 16 16 8 15 12 13
T02 18 18 17 17 18 18 17 17
TO3 5 4 4 4 4 3 14 12
TOS 10 11 7 7 10 6 2 4
TO6 16 12 11 11 16 12 5 5
TO7 12 9 9 8 13 9 7 7
T10 6 10 8 9 7 14 13 15
TI1 2 1 1 1 2 2 10 8
TI12 7 5 5 6 12 7 11 11
T15 14 15 14 14 15 16 15 15
T17 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 1
T18 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3
T19 4 7 6 5 5 11 6 5
T20 15 13 12 12 14 10 7 9
T21 17 17 18 18 17 17 18 18
T22 9 8 13 13 11 13 16 14
(b) OOD track
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BPE 7387 (mean squared error; MSE), ##fEAH
BAfR%L (linear correlation coefficient; LCC), &
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4. VoiceMOS Challenge 2022 MEDEE

VoiceMOS Challenge 2022 DIf&, 7% A b &
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TFEAHOZ 22712290V T, UTMOS 2 & 2 il
MOS fH & FEFE D FEFAM MOS fEIZDNWT D
WrfTbh g, K41E, ZoaFERERT
BGRTH 2. ZZTHWSRTWS UTMOS @
ETNIE, FFEEHERETHYEINLZETALTD
30, HAGEDESEEN DFHiiico>WTd, UT-
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2https://github.com/sarulab-speech/UTM0S22
3https://github.com/tarepan/SpeechMOS
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TWa. 51, FATHROFERMER [31] 225,
UTMOS AR 7 O EBEHmfE X X < AHEE
T5HD0, HARFHIH L TERWEZ RS HERN
MERLENE. ZhuE, UTMOS BERER DT —
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EEZLND.

512, UTMOS ZFEEERE 7 O FHEIMC
WH LRSS 5. HlZIE, SELo T+
L ¥ TdH % Singing Voice Conversion Chal-
lenge 2023 [36] TIX,UTMOS % Fffif5tED—>
WERALTWS., 2= —i@x [36] DHT,
UTMOS &, MCD % SSL-MOS [19] % ¥ 0#51&
b, FEEFHE MOS S AHBE T2 Z e ER
INTWAS. 52, BERMFADFHIEIC UTMOS
A L2205E [37,38) H 3. [37) DEHLD
HATFEENC B VT, UTMOS %5 PESQ [5] % SI-
SDR, DNSMOS [10] Z¥ OFiEL b b AR F:
BIEHE MOS 2@ HB L 2 Z e BE RS AT
5. ZozZen»s, UTMOS X, FETF—&t€ v
MZEERL TRV K S &, SR H A R
BREDRAZIZBOWTHEMNTH S Z LIRS
na.

BB, EEMNRFHIIZARTETVRN,
UTMOS % FH DM N — 7 THHA LB
FiicowTihts <. £7, BHNRERC
X0, UTMOS IZi3—EDFEEMF DR H 5 Z &
ZHEEELTWA. D% b, HUSEFTIEREIT
AR DI FRE A D BERE IOV T O
UTMOS 2 a7k, #f&ECk-TRRZ %
MEELTVWE., ZhEEE 7T —RICEEh 258
DIFEMEDRDICEZ2DDTHELEZLNEH,
D& REERFMEIZARER a7 2 FHIT 3
UTMOS ®HMD ETI3FE L RWRHETH 5.
¥/, BOEFELRY, BREEFICOVTE, BA
BEETHo THRWTHR a7 2R HADIE S
nTW3., X512, UTMOS EIZENZZ2 a7
L TCIREBIEBNR TS, D% ) FEFHE R a
7 OHEEEEVWD DD, iz za 7 e LT
DEFEEIELS RVWEEZLNS. UTMOSIZX
2 A EBEEE I S S8R0 - R 2 b &
BT & 2—F, Eilo kS RFEcEEL - L
T, BHEANRE AT OFHIiCHRT 2 08035 5.
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UTMOS 1%, 3 filcli7ofE 42 RFHEIC KD,
HEF-REEND FX A4 D MOS FHICE
LTCRIEFICEWERELZER L TWs., —4 T, #
7% D HERCERRRESR R L 2 FFER Y, RHMOD R X
A ¥ ~N\D zero-shot 2 FHIMRERGET 5 Z & 23,
I ICHEBERSHBROMETHS. UTMOS D XS
12, SSL model DEEFE¥EEZ1TS 22T, KRHD
FXA L TEDEWERERHEHTE 52
PRENTWVWS [19] 23, AL LT in-domain O
FTHIMERE © IXTRBED D 5. Z D X 5 7 REE D
5, VoiceMOS Challenge 2023 [39] i, out-of-
domain DFHENC 7 + —HALTWS. 7T VR
EANREERHEAGNRES, /A4 Y —&H, &4
DO NER R EOFHEiicOWT, &=y b
RX A4 >D MOS 7 A& 87— X gt x
NI WEAET Challenge 23747z, 2@ Chal-
lenge IZ[ANT T, #AfidH H MOS THIFE & #hfizg
LU HEREHIEFZE DA 7Y v RRFE [22] R,
BEIRERFOET Y ¥ 7R HWTFE [40] .
A RTFIEDPREIN. 352, EZFICL PR
Wrowrse 23] TlE, 7F X MEKOFHERED o
BEEZRL, SRESZ AV 2 BEFHEITFEL 12
RLTED, Y=rFy bdRHALTVE L Z0
WFETIX, HEHEED D HEAERHEZH NS DO,
UTMOS 2I3EWTIRAZ R 7 TO¥E RIThiW
Z 22k - T, MOS THIE T D out-of-domain
FHOMESICY 7a—FLT0wa. ZDk51Z,
FEIED 2L — R — RIZ[AF T zero-shot R E A H
BB OMREZ E T 2 A, SBRETET
HEIIRDIEEZOND.

F 7z, BURO BEIEHMIE, REESCHRA TERE
NifiAs LIFER O BAMFLZ R 751k
YEoTWh. —AHT, FED=2—FLVERA
MO TIE, BXDEK [41] RHFEDEK [42]
R, XDFERLEFRGRE A ZIZANT T25EH3
T Tnwa. LEA-T, BEOEHFHMMD £
7z, 5%, XDREVWERAERZ R 7 b E &
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T HEFHES 2720, RXOGHERL, ZOH
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4https://github.com/Takaaki-Saeki/DiscreteSpee
chMetrics
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WETHD. £, AREHDOEARMELINCD, JE
FEORBISIONGEE LTOERMR Y, EHAK
ETNADRPREAT ZRA D XK BDICH
DY T, BERMlOFHIETEE B IR LT S
BH5.

XU, TRl MOS OFERD, AJTERD
YO LS BFHEICE SO Wb DTH BT RS
LPHHADERETH 5. 0D X5 HHAE MOS
FHIOEREZ M LxE, HFEE A 712 MOS 7
HETFVEBHTE 208 5 2 EER RS
ZDIZIDEEZLND. IHIZ, HAFET
HilfE T = 2 MOS FHID KNPy 7 TH S.
BLRD UTMOS 13 BARMEICEE§ 2 F8IEHE MOS
EFT 2L EEoTVEAH, YD XS RIEEIC
DWTOFMIZITS 2 EHARZETHIETE 2 X
Sz, KD EREHEZINECE 2 EZ LN
%. J4E, audio language model @ text prompt
WCEoT, BARRRAZIZOWTHBBEERERLT
FHOBEFFHEIZ1T 5 FE [43] IRRSNATHD,
HREFER— 2 O BEEHl 512 D FE AR &
NLrEvI7TH5.

6. ¥ ¢ &

ARETIE, VoiceMOS Challenge 2022 TG
U FHIEREZ R L 7o &S 7 S E o B BT
> 27 5 UTMOS I22oWTikR7=. UTMOS i3,
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