HAGEE R G RIC BT 2055 T2 TH MO M & 2 BEEHSGE -
YeAERRERD, muEEZ AT, BRI (RORPE - [RGB T)

1 LI

TA—=T == TEMO#ERICED, 7FAME
AR (text-to-speech: TTS) il AR D& 71250
WHEDEER AR TESL51Ck o7 [1]. LAL
2D & 5 RS TRHMIC A X N 5 & A I IS
DERTH 5. TTS ZMEEERIED A2 5 3 X FHERIR
THHATE2X51CT 2720, Maigpa—,82
A LUNEREZE R LB AN AT LD
BHD TTS ET VORI HEA TN S [2].

WHEEE A I EE 2l LTI Th 21T AR BRI
THEWDBEEND. THENEETR (dialogue-act:
DA) Tt & W [3], MEEHET & o B EBGE % [
HED 3 7 DICEE R E Z RO, B 21X HEHE RG>
AT L, MEEOHRTHEY)R XA I VI THEX —
VERZTINERD L (4. hKIFERICEEN
2R=VTAXVIOREETRIBERIERETH 5.
CDIERITFEGE X — > ORISR - FBED 2 o0
GHETHHT 2 2B EZLNEH, KK TIEK
FHICHEEAEYTTTTS EFADN I DIERERHT 2
T THERNMGEY AT AWK — > DR - B R
TH5ZeRHEET .

F7z, &X— > OHEFE - BB X o THIREESREH (5]
DMEAHEL S Z e HSNTWVWS [6, 7). ARG
BT TTS ETNAZEMHMT 2 Z e TERDO RN
DUEET 0TI 8] S E 2, &X— > OHfRs - i
172 ¥ DIF#RZ R 3 ETABIR T L (DA 70L)
CHRBEREREHAS DR THAT 2 FiRicon
THMET 5.

KT, R—> 74 %7 ARBHREFC
EEE2YT, 7FRAMNEHEGHICBIY2X—VT74
XU OBEBORB A Vb x—varyOFRER
MRFEES %. FastSpeech2 [1] #RX—ZX 74 D TTS &
T LT, DA 7L HWTTI LA RIRRE
FAEASLEF LY, DA IV EAIRBEREHAD
WAREBEAN LETAVERET S, £/, TTS
EFNCIT 2 DA SANAVDANDBE =V T4 F
TICBIZHEEORBICENTH 2% WS 5.

2 BEEAIE

2.1 F—=2FAFx2JICEATBBHROFE
SEEHF LMW a=r—ary®2 32120308
Y24 2V I CREX—VERZ LRI RS
72w, B AL OREETIENT o X - T
R— Y DIZZHWALLTWBD, Tz HEE s
AT LTI T2 DITENGER — > D22 RTFEHN
PH e RZEREMATZ kDN, fHilx
WBHABICBOWTIEZ— 2T 35818550
FO 2T —DRKELSRD, AIRE—IDEL R BH
[[5% % [7).

Table 1 AIREESE O & HBHE

[ ERiEa [ 5~ [ CSI[ KB HEEE |
INEEE L% 62.970 %
FHEF 1 L%H% 27.919 %
AN L%HL% | 8.770 %
F5A 2 L%LH% | 0.330 %
Eﬂ i[?lé Eﬁfgﬁ L%HLH% 0.012 %

IDR—=VTA4 X TOEREFHAT2GmME L
TlX, FaGX — > OBUSKE & MERF - FRIERE D 2 O E
Z6N%. HiETEABTH 2 HFOEFRICE
ENDZER—VTAFITOERPSEENFES AT
LBHRBRZ—VORBEITZA5 L5135, Zh
ZHME L7RIEZ L, EEXECmIbE %2 FH
L7b O EAMEINTNS [4. —HT, SN
VAT LANR—VTAF U TDOERERRT S 2
E TR — > OMfERs - BEEZNGEHEFIMLEL XIS T
BWFE I, FED TTS IZBWTHRENR X —
IV RTHE0E DD TERIMNT AT [9) 23H
B, FLTYVRLMIE > THRER—V2RET S
DIFAEZTIERW. F2T, BN Z— > Ot -
BEOINLVEMNGTZZeNEZOLNS.

2.2 HBAREBICHITIOFKERSH

FIRIES S (phrase-final boundary tone: PBT)
PIRTICHAEDO 7 72 Y FAIRIZBWTAL B Y
FDERRENTH D, X-JToBI [5] 72 ¥ DFEAE T N
VY 2AF—ATHEIRTWS., RHEHTZHE
AR EFNE N TDH D, fMucd Table 1 1T/RT &
S AMBEOERAN DB, ZOGFHAIE—vTAF
YA Ko THADPZENT 5 [6, 7). BlZIX, /N6 [7)
WEIUEERF 1 & ERF 2132 - OiEENZ L,
TR Z — > OHERHZ V. ZoloZHFHD X —
VTFAF T DBERICOWTIEERD D B0, T
NS DOEFFIX PBT 2K/ 9 El%E 5HTHh PBT
MR =V TAFXVTOFRNY L RDBILHRDIPS.
F7- PBT 3 TTS OFFTHICHAINTWS. 1L
5 [8] & TTS E 7 MITH L X-JToBI 7 LT
DI EHEOERERAROBALEERIEL, PBT
ZEUEBIEED S NUBNEREEO AR OWE
WHETEZZZ2RLTWS. X512, S [10]
13 TTS EFLDEERICIZFO 226 Tl L7 PBT T
ST, HERRFICIZ T F R PR E DT F 2 b
FE © FRi22E %A BERT ot h» o PBT 25
HLTHATZ2Z2T, 7¥ZAM250TFHAES
& T PBT ® TTS NOFFHFTREMEZ MFE L TW 5.

3 XWEEITABHRZFALEZTTS ETIIL

AFETIER—V T4 F 2 TOBHRMEBRIET 2
720, REEa—RAAEBEAWTER T — 2 2ERL, &
REEN R — OMIFERIZIEBEOE L HICE X3

*Prosody Improvement by Using Dialog Action Information in Japanese Speech Synthesis. by Masaki
Sato, Shinnosuke Takamichi, Hiroshi Saruwatari (University of Tokyo).
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DERTINVEERTS. 205 OUNIFRERD
WEEfT AR TERE L THAERBORNOEES
RTINARMATDA S~ULY L. EEBTIZZ
DZNVDOENE L WY A FEERET 2. 25
12, B=V 74 %2 7RERERZR EDRMEETAIT X
h T % PBT OMHANZET S [6,7] T ZHF
Z T, DA IRNVIIMATE T 7> M) PBT %
T PBT SRUL%ZE TTS EFMCEHT 2. Fh
WA, PBT 2L LHEDOERES PBT
SARADTHNZ DA SNAVRHHT 22 8 08T
WCOWTHIRIET 5.

3.1 DA SRILOFIA

RIFFETIE, £ TTSETMIBIT S DA FLD
AR % 7R F 72 FastSpeech2 [1] Z DA F NV TS
BRI 2T ARMERS 5. ZDET IR Fig. 11K
3. 2D X ST DA L% FastSpeech2 @ variance
adaptor DERTTIMAZ % Z ¥ TDA UV TS
EREHRT A ZENTE S,

3.2 PBT SRILDFIA

X512, MEETAERE TTS ET LV CHIHAT 2 2
225, PBT @ TTS EF AL TORMHICE 2 28
MAFTEEET 5. PBT SRNIULEHWSETLE
Fig. 212”3, PBT I~V 2 HH T 235813 ZBRED
¥R/ %1TS5. PBT 7L X-JToBI 2 ¥ D IR »
TAF— LA THEEIRTWED, ZLDa— AT
ZFDEIBRITRVERHVSE ZENTERNWI L 2%
Z, FFTANTPBT IS EIATNS a3 —%
A% F =2 LTFO 25 PBT 7N )VEAERT
%3 XK5125 5% PBT S~"\VERBRERERT 2. 20
E7 V% Fig. 2(b) IR 5. L FOZ AT e L
THYEE, Bi-LSTM [12] &, Attentive Pooling [13]
&, MIERE» 5% PBT 7~ L Filldsz HwTH
NL7eF7~ V%, N5 PBT XL D
B RTY b bE—{BRTHE T 5. FastSpeech2 D
FEEE, ZOTF0 254Nz PBT Z\1%
FastSpeech?2 @ variance adaptor DERITHZ 5.

XRIZ, Fig. 2(c) D & SITHEH 7 L% bR E
POTHT S, ZZTIRET - Y54 -®’bi7r 7> b
cEEND, BFE - bl - O EFEHRE 07 %
2 M EDOHE DAL % BERT D IANMZ 5. X
12, () WWRT&EI% PBT 7L THIEREMHH LT
Hill 7~ LB FRIL, (b) TERLEIFRLED IR

ALY b —HEETYETS. 253528 T, 7
X2 P DA PBT L2 FHlF 2. ZHEHR
T 5B, Fig 2(e) DX TF R Moo Tl
N7z PBT S ~\L%E TTSANDAN T3, 5T, 7
F 2 MTMA THFETAER D FAH LT PBT 7L
2T 2 Z 2T, PBT 7~0LFHNZEBIT B 06T
ZIEMOFHOEMEEZWGEEST 5. ZOEAE, 7%
2 MREO#DIAA Y BERT [14] O o Flizxd
LT, Z5IZDA I~V DOEDIAADBIMZ L. FHbL
el 7 ¥ 2 MEFME 2 BERT O &5 6Tl %
TRGELRETH B, T2, MEETAERIE PBT
SNV DFRZT TR TTS EFADEHFHTICH
FHAGETHB. 22T, TTSETFTLEZTFAL YL
PBT 5 RAEIT T2 DA SRV THEEMT 2%
TNEEZ L. EBRIFHETIE Z 0BAMECDOWT
HIFET 5.

4 B

4.1 REBREZH
4.1.1 T—ROHUIE

RIFFETIE TTS EFALD¥EEF—R e LTHE
KA =R TH 5 CEJC (Corpus of Everyday
Japanese Conversation) [15] Z Wz, &EHH T —
&% 200ms ML ED pause TRYJ- /=B % 1 FHih e
L, 727t> MIZ CITHEEL L AL FO 2
ER L7, %72 CEJC 3#E 2 8L HE G — %
ATH27D, UTDESRT—ZDRI ) —=>
TEATo Tz, EIME L OFREEREH OB D B 1+
PLEDFEEITH L T speechbrain [16] OHH{¥H €T
M EROCTEHEABRZITo 7. KIZ, NISQA? [17]
TRHE Z L IE A RFARNITR DS A E 2 FHE U 7.
BREEITOWVWT, YKFHEFHO T MOS £72132 D%
FEOYE B PERANFERE DT HI MOS 23 2.0 LUR
DFFHE, HAEMRIIC XD discontinuity A% 0.3 M E
B LUREERA L. BR2LTCEICDS 5
37T HIT KB 4971 FHEE T WV, 2D 55 4203 Hihx
AT — &, 256 FEahz il 7 — &, 512 bz 7 A
FF—=&E L.

REFTIE DA 7L LTX— > OHERF - 38
DTN REEOEED TV EHWZ, ZDIN
WEERT 27280, 7IURY =YY FH—LRD
T —=Z3%WLTHI0HDTNT—ITIKIEL T,
R EH e ZOHFZIRZ L2ITICZ OFRFHRICRGE
R—V MR LZSICHIZA20BELZ S ICHC
ZABDPICE S TITAMNFZ2ITo 7. FLDMER
RAET 7010 T— L F 7 — &k [18] ZHW, &7
N7 — 50 D 7 XNVANFTIN A TERHBIRITH 5
M 10 %2 7 > X ARMERFAL, ZOMEDS
59 EEREELEIRT —IZLBTNLDAY
RHALZ. SHiGEICOZ 5 200EZ2BTEZDOEH
Rz R 7~ e L.

Thttps://huggingface.co/speechbrain/
sepformer-whaml6k-enhancement

2https://github.com/gabrielmittag/NISQA

Shttps://www.lancers. jp/



mel-spectrogram

predicted ground truth

TS

loss t "
astspeech2 T [

embedding

phoneme length human (=S
variance
adaptor

PBT label sg(PBT label)
:

PBT label L[|, reriabe
generator entropy [ || M |
T loss
phoneme beddi standarized base PBT
accent @ log FO generator
t
speech — T

(DA label)

pre-trained
BERT

t
text

+
embedding

PB |
m—

1iN -1
base PBT
predictor

[ embedding |——
B

hand-crafted
text features

synthesized
mel-spectrogram

i 1

predicted
-\inear Fas

speech? |

decoder
expand to

phoneme length

linear

PBT label
predictor

PBT label

attentive
pooling

variance
adaptor

Bi-LSTM

linear

embedding [

S linear

gl

encoder ‘

t
phoneme
accent
t

(DA label)

I
(DA label)

f
text

(a) TTS model (train) (b) PBT label generator

(c) PBT label predictor

text

(DA label) (d) Base PBT

generator/predictor

(e) TTS model (inference)

Fig. 2 DA 7~0L¥ PBT Z~ULEFIHT 2 TTS 7. sg lZARURIEDEIEZEIKT 5.

Table 2 RS 2 FEAD—HE. DAZANT2HE  Tabled A2 bAx—arOFBEICET 2 XAB
X, FEZHORRIZ&DA” 24135, 7272L PBT % 7 2 h DFER.
P NP e R 7 S0 GRCE . L SR S S—— —— L -
= z 3 Vs oLabe . VS. . . X
EE; — [ Niifel I PBT(toxt&DA) vs NoLabel | 0.472 vs. 0.528 | 1.15 x 10~ 1
Toxt PBT(toxt) PBT (text)&DA vs NoLabel | 0.488 vs. 0.512 | 4.86 x 10~ !
text & DA PBT (text&DA)
FO PBT(F0)
Table 5 X—>74 %> Z7OHKMICET 2 AB 7
- g = jo A b DFER.
Table 3 7 F 2 MRHE YL DA 719560 PBT e [ — )
7LD FRIKGE. DA vs NoLabel | 0.516 vs. 0.484 | 3.78 x 10~ !
l Input [ acc reC_ prec F PBT (text&DA) vs NoLabel | 0.550 vs. 0.450 | 4.64 x 103
[ Without DA Tabels [ 0.787 0.667 0.732  0.682 ] PBT (text)&DA vs NoLabel | 0.482 vs. 0.518 | 3.23 x 10~ !
[ With DA Tabels | 0.792__0.669 _0.731___0.682 ||

4.1.2 EFILEH

AEEBRTIE, PBT L2 LT Tablel 5B R
B, BRI, ERTREHEO 3 7 7RV, £
3 Fig. 2(b) IZ7RT & 57 FO 55 PBT 7~V %21k
K3 % PBT 7N VARSZFEE L. ZHUdklT
BFZE [10] & kD CST [19] a—R2ZHWEET
LNTH3. ZOEMRRIZ~Z 0 YT 4.2%TH D,
FATHRTOEB T RT —HDO—BRH 87.7%TH
% [20] St ER B TRWHETDHSLEER
%. TTSE7 /& LTI FastSpeech?2 [1] @ PyTorch
TORBHFEEEYE W, 7% 2 b % pyopenjtalk® 12 & -
THRICEMLTASAL, 82 L. BEREKE
FastSpeech2 [1] LB TH 5. K a—XIZITHAFIF
BEA HIFI-GAN 21) 2 L7z, 2RI (¢) 1R § &
S PBT 7N TFHIBRZFE L. 2 2 TIEEHATF
B A BERTCOH I T ¥ A MRBEOEDIAA %
Mz 7FRXAMVRHEEL LTEIERZ - 772 -
fmad (part-of-speech: POS) #7277 7 & >~ MjHD
-8 BHOAR - WKBET D7 7k v AL
B - Hil2 B %A BERT O 1% Wiz,

4.2 REBER

LD X 5T VM TEBEIT-o 72, IR L
E 7 L% Table 2 IZFEiR L 72

%9, DA SNUH PBT IO FHIFEE DA L
WKHET 3D EBAET 5. DA SN FHIBSOREE %
Table 3 12/RF. I 2T ace WRXIEMER, rec ITHEE,

4nttps://github.com/Wataru-Nakata/
FastSpeech2-JSUT/tree/master/config/JSUT

Shttps://github.com/r9y9/pyopenjtalk

Shttps://huggingface.co/cl-tohoku/
bert-base-japanese

sk

prec IZHEEER, FIEFEOZAEN~ 7 0 gL R
T ERIFEFRRICBW TN R SEDS R o0,
DA S~ PBT LD FHRIFEE 2 K% 3k
LW ERLT.

P A= a YOHEREMICET 3 XAB 72
PeXR=VTAXY TOERMECET 2 ABT A M,
NoLabel, DA, PBT(text&DA), PBT(text)&DA @
AODEFIMIEMLT-. B—2 T4 F 27 DHERME
W32 AB 7 AN, 7AMT—ZD 55 106 5
FEZERH LT 1 U EORGERMD D 2 iR 2 5
FHOJRE L M RO GHE R ZfE L, —HOREE
R LU CIHMEZ L. £ AB TR MK
B 10 F2EELRE. 3L br—2ard
BEHERZOOVWTREEDETLIR—XF7L Y DH
BEhENE SN hotz2. —F T, Table 5 05X —
VTA XU OWTIEPBT 5L OFHIC DA 5
~NVEFHT 2 ET L TH S PBT (text&DA) HE
WCR—RA 54 Ve U CEIREINZ. ZOEY.
SXFETAERE W TTFHlX N7z PBT 7LD A
HCEDERBTREDOX—V T4 F 2 7OBEARMENM
EF 3z R I NI,

RIZZDE—VTA4 Xy Z7OTBFMMRERZEEL
SMREES 5720, —xfEgEIc &K D PBT OFEIC X
2 FHEFHMEANDOFE Y PBT SN2 DA SRILE
WA L7560 r iR, Zh 24 Table 6,
Table 7 WHEREZ/R L. 22 TRZERETR 107 4,
105 %423 12 13 2EIZ LT, FRED 2 fHIC & D FF
filiz U7=. Table 6 DFERM? S, X=X T4 V¥ g
LTPBT IRV EZANTSE3DDETNVTR—VT
A4 X Z7oAREDNE EL. —5T, FO 254
L721Ef#® PBT % F\ 2% PBT(F0) DETAD T ¥
A +H 5 PBT 2 FHI3 % PBT (text) & © & i



Table 6 ZX—>T7A4F>Z7DOEHRMICET 3 PBT
DOREEIC L 3 —EKR. BT z B2 £ 7.

[ E7A% [ No.. [ ..FO) [..DA)[..text)[ ¥ |
NoLabel —0.082] 0.059 [—0.117[—0.047
PBT(F0) 0.082 —0.094| 0.094[ 0.027

PBT(text&DA)[—0.059 | 0.094 —0.106 [—0.023
PBT (text) 0.117[—0.094| 0.106 0.043

Table 7 Z2—2 74X Z7DOBEARMICET 2 DA &
PBT@ﬂﬁki%*ﬂ&f ﬂ@mz@%ﬁi

[ E7F [ No.. ..DA) [..&DA] ¥ |
NoLabel 0. 024 0.036 ] 0.024] 0.028

DA —0.024 —0.060 | 0.048[-0.012

PBT (text&DA) —0.036 | 0.060 —0.060 | —0.012
PBT (text&DA)&DA[—0.024 [ —0.048 | 0.060 —0.004

RERLTEBD, PBT OBEDM L2k > TIXAR
HHPLE SN e IR I NIz, F7z, Table 7
DRERDP I KRERENHASNT, DA FNLEE
# FastSpeech2 @ encoder DHITIC AT L TW3E
TMEIR =V TA X TOAREEZEE LR o 7.
F/z, oD —NEBIEDFER®D 5 5 NoLabel &
PBT (text&DA) Z fhE L TW 3 IHHIZA L NoLabel
DIFHEIRENE L, Z DFERI Table 5 OFER 7
JELTW3., ZHhid Table 5 DFHIE D2 2 %5
D, Table 6, Table 7 TD 2 EFLDAEDFH/NE W
Z &5 Table 5 DFERD T HZ L MEDE O & HIBT
X270, XOFMRFHESLETHLEZIONS.
WIZIC AB 7 A b EAT o 72 5%E 7L O BBFHiE R
% Table 8 IZ"3. HBFHHDOIERE L LT FO RMSE
[cent], gross pitch error (GPE) [22], mean cepstral
distortion (MCD) [23] @ 3 DO FiEEH W=, Lt
BXWRY Lz 3 20FTFLETH, FO RMSE ©
GPE TR—=X 54 »% k[ H, PBT(text&DA) &
PBT (text)&DA & MCD IZDOWTHR—=X T4 V%
EFl572. ZDHTHHEIT PBT (text&DA) 1Z£TD
IEEIRDEDP o772, ZORERIZ DA SR HW
5 THAMERZWET S EHNTE, DA I~L
DAL LTPBT LD FHNC DA SRL%E
FIHS 2 ZePRVWIEZ/RLTVWS. 24X PBT
Z ROV TTS EF LD SERED TR TH
D, B=2 74X 7REMDER L WS W TRIE
WA PBT Zl L CRHHINZ Z e BRB LTV 5.

5 fhim

AWRFETIX, X — > OHERF - 58I » EHRE R ICBE
BT AIERE WS Z 2 TTTS EFLDA &V b
2= avRR—UTAF U TOEBREERET S
ZeERBEE L. #EOXEHTAERD A1EE
Wat L, SETARBREH W TAREE RS2 Tl
LT TTS ETNMIANT 2FENEH N L - T
4 ¥ 70BN KEFHMOERZNE L. £,
AIRBREFDANBE -0 T4 XV TDIEEICE
MTH25ZeHREINT.

HEE A0 —E8IE, JSPS BHFE 21H04900 ¥
21H05054 DB DEFEE T ERE L 7=.

Table 8 &F FIL 0D KAk .

Method FORMSE GPE _ MCD
NoLabel 346.79 _ 0.239 11.62
DA 34318 0.233 11.66
PBT(text&DA) | 340.15 _ 0.228 11.43
PBT(text)&DA | 34458 0236 11.57
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