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1. FLHIC

HEEMIZ, AL LWERAZALWICERT S L
ZHIE T 5. IBFOEAGMIZ, sequence-to-sequence
(seq2seq) ETNVDREFERFERIZELD, ABIGEVWRED
BEREEZARARETH 3 (1), 2], [3], 4]. ZDLIREFE
B X DEEEDEAEZ EEICHRT 22T, 741
BEou—=>7 [5], (6], [1) BEHZHTNWS. L2rL,
N3G EEOERE’k->TED, HHEEFD
EREHEDHAFEINTVRY., HFHEF B2 RS
FORHME LT, #DEL, BVHR, 745Dk
WL D 5 8. ABREHAMIE, JFRGEZRIT 2 2
T, 7X¥AMHALIFICEESRWED AMS LWEHS
ZENTS. 20 L5nEREAEHZHEAMLTERE,
EROER 7 0 —=> 7 ZiEZ 516 NJlEHE SRR
K%, FZTAMETE, K 1IRT L2, HAOMFEA
P72 Tz FETRIGTE DA & FBELS 2 EASI B3 E A
H % (personalized spontaneous speech synthesis) DL
ZHfET.
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74 7= X o THEEHAZI NS DT, 2%
ENIFEEMCILSZEE ATV, FlZIZ7 4+ 7 —13,
G UTEDGERIERTCH S Z e #HEFITEA (8], MER
HEaa=r—yarRARECT 2 8], [9], [10]. 7=,
74— 3HEFICHHELLER &N, FELTFNT 4
F—%ffi5 T, MEFNRFEOMBICET 25777 (I
W) PRI N SHEAIHE SN TVS [11]. 2ok
5727 4 7 —DREREICBI T 22 TRL, @EEI LD
7 4 7 —OEAHICET 2B IThbATWwS. flZiT,
7 4 7 —DHFEDFER (9], [12] RNE [13] 1FFEEIC L > T
ZEbDIePWMEINTVSE. BEEHRGRICBWTHEA
MEHEBRT 212, Io0EAEZERT ILEND 5.

HIEE R &M E k- 7hk & 72B5E [14], [15], [16], [17] ©
HC%, AdaSpeech 3 [18] &, 7+ 7—DHEFBAZ &L
HRESFR GBI HATWS., EELIX, SHRERET
M, ANENETRBRTFAMNIT 4 7—%2HATSE
TUEEBALTWS, ZLT, 74 7—PHAINLT*
AMPBT7 47— BUERZARLTWS. WAIFFIC,
74 7—1ANRICEET 5. BAGIBEFREHE S E
T 5702iF, SHEFTHRHINT 4+ 57— (FlZ
X, 2.1 BiCIRRZIEATRENE) 28, 7 4 7 —HASTHDE
WIZED XD IR Z T 20 EHLPICT 20BN D 5.
AECTE, AR EREEEEROFEBIET T, 74
AR EOEREFEANET VEREL, ST
AURIER I HSD < BRIV 217 5. |’A1X, 74 7—Tll
MEH R 72 Seq2Seq DEFHEWME TV EENT 5. ZD%E
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(a) Conventional speech synthesis (b) Personalized spontaneous speech synthesis

® 1 EABEREEAR. FaoEAkosEEERT 3 60E (5)
L, REE B IR @A R 2 BiET.
TUE, 74 T7—DRVIGRT F X N2 ORkA IREEHIC
HHXNZZHE7 4 7—%2TFTHIL, ZhEFHALLET*
AN OEREERT 5. EBRNFETIE, 74 7—-0DF
REAEINHIERICHE D WT 7 4 7 —F RS 2. BRI
X, 74 7—%2B0AMER T, BAM (AdaSpeech 3 [18]
CIAER) 720 T K EAMESREEISS 1 2 1R & U Catis

5., REXOERIIULTOEY TH 5.

o EAFBEREESRETNAVEREL, @A77 45—
IEMAB 7 4 7 — DLEBIC X 2 TG 72 SZER I AT %
i75.

o EEWFHIIICK D, 74 7—E, BEEOMEY, |
R, BEAMED FL—FA 7 2MAL, SH%OBEREH
BROWMRD ST TAEE RS

2. PBIEAR

2.1 T4 5—ICEY3ESEFHAE
74713, KiETT =7 8], [9] REEE R [10]

PRS2, BEEFICBVWTERELRLEH 2 R-7.

DIFT, MABSEFEERICBWTERITRNE 7 4 5 —I1CH

T3 FERFIELRBIC OV TN S.

o FEEI V4 7RI TH B, HIZIXEETI,
“uh” % “um” (AdaSpeech 3 [19] THH) X < HIS
NTWB 0, s % DFERN, IEERNIR T 4 7 —
FEDMEAET % [20). THEMLDFEET S RIS [21], [22]
T, AEXHNRE T2 HAREICIE 160 HEORLR S
7 4 7 —sBDFIET 5 [23)].

o RNERIREN : &7 4 7 —FEOREIZHE T T Z i
TEY, D7 4 7 —FBREZTHHREIEDSRVE
ah3 [24].

o BAM: 74 7 —DMMHIE, HKENEZ T TRLGEH
WWEkoTHELTZ [25]. 747 —DOE [13] & B
FE (9], 120 1FEEEIC Lo TERS Z e PHILENT VS,

2.2 74 F—DEMKEHE
HRSHEAMROERZHIEL, REIR [26]  Seq2seq
D=2 —FF%y b7 —2 [15] B ERWERELSD
3. L2L, ZNUHOMKE 74 7 —FHIEEET, 74
S—EEEBUTFRAINLLOEFRAROAZERHLTY
. 14 3EFEICEREESRICID A, 74 7—F
HHIT-oT0ED, MAEEZEERELTVRY. 74 57—TF
% RS ERIY [16) F 721, BRI [18] 1217 5 M%ETiX, [
FRICEAMEEBICE D HATWRWEITTRL, 74 5—

(© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2022-SLP-140 No.31
2022/3/2

R EBINFHEASRENTH 5. 7 4 7 —ONE, FEH
DFRNTRHE U R5E [27), (28], [29] TI&, &RE S DFE
flidfThbhTwRwy. 25 DEITHZEICN LR A1, 1)
ENMEDF=DDEE R 7 4 T —FEEE W BHE S
FREL, 2) HAR (B) o7+ 7—fALIEEARD
7 4 7 —THNC X % BRE R & SRR RS W T
BEHTS 5 .

747 —DEEIFHEFICEEARZTHROR—Y F
7 4 [15] REAME [30] OFIEICE D & 5 hBEE 5 Z B0
%, MELEWZEYEH 2. 2o, E (EAH) 074
F—RBUERLBERVERZHELTWS. MHLTA
M T, FEEIREOTHEHAY, 74 7—00i#E, H
BESITRETZ 22T, 74 7—PMEAEREICE X
BRI S 22T 5.

3. Fi&

AREITIX, eI zEBRmEflWE, 747 —F

HEECEANEREFEERET LY, (ERLHBEREH

T—RAZOVWTHAT 2. BRAWBZIDETLE a—IRR
PRWT, 4 HiolEEHiZ217 5.

3.1 BREEAHFE

M 212, ADRET 2, @EFKEFEDOT7 4+ 7—TFHlIE
T EEMRTFOEFR ST T D 5K A AR B FE -
BRETFNERT. TOETFME, 74 7—DRVTFR
FrBT7 47— BOERZAMT 5. 74 7—THITI,
fastText [31] 12 & D #5727 ¥ X b OJERERZEHDIAHN
27 MAFEEUR L, bi-directional long short-time memory
(BLSTM) [29] IS X D HEREFRICB I 5714 7 —dhize T
3 2. PR, 3.2 BiThR2 13 BEDO7 47—
FBY, ‘U4 7—fARL OFF 4 EETH L. FAIXZ
DETNDHEDLD, LEHEOEREEILESRE I
NI e 7 4 7 =2 BOIERG L Ol 5, ZiEHD
74 7—07 /) 7—YarsffEa—"2eHws. FHlE
T EEINCHEE LSEMED 7 4« S —ieTHlT 5 2
EHEZONDD, KX TIIHUFZAEEDED 7 1+ 7 —58
ERAT e TIheNET 2. SEHOTHET LD
FHISHROFETDH 5.

ZL T, LD FHETNMTHEE Seq2seq ETMIT LD
BHAZAENTS. ETVOANE LT, HBRELZTTERL, &
BEN T4 T—THIDEIDPERT 2O 7 4 5 —R T
ZHVE. BHERICE2PEFAETVE, RO 3.3 fi
TBRZ 74 5—=D7 /7= a ATEEREHF I — R
ZHWTHEE T 5.

U EDEARBZEAERETNVIC, 747 — BT 5538
FHRFRTEAT 5. flziX, 2.1 HioRE TR E R
T2, 747 —sBOTHKEER, (EO TR
BLTHRVWZ e RBENS. ZHE, BED7 47—
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Synthetic speech | -
including FP IIITI
Seq2seq model trained Encoder
using spontaneous speech —_FP tag
Embedding
I

FP-included text “I'll explain uh the theory” ——
7y

FP prediction model trained |[_FP_prediction model | { Linguistic|

using FP-annotated texts Word embedding {_priors i

T
Fluent text  “I'll explain the theory”

B2 747-FHETAEEREGRETADOMS, HIEEH G
EFN. 4 HITHRND X512, SRRFIHEE 7 1 7 — Tl
HART 5.

BICBI2HDT7 47— T7 1+ 7 —FEOHEICT LD

BEEE 5. 4 HITHMZDANRS.

3.2 7 >—BENRH

TEARZRE SO DI, HA7aEE DRV 2 ZH7%
T4 T7—kB0XI 74 7—BREEEG T IDEND 5.
DY, ZEEOARERrOEERIINEZT 4 F—
D7) T—a s ftEa—R2EHWT, RFECHHME
EOEW» (< 20%) 74 7—%R<. Zduckbh, Tz—)
Mg YD 13 EED 7 4 7 =D R BB ZER L,
BB T2 74 79— %2BBXZ 83 %hN—1L7.

3.3 A—NR7/F7—=3>
HEREFEOERERETANEYE T 5D, P4 X
(3.5-5.0 FffE]) DBEFEHF 2 — A ZWET 2 0EDD 5.
AfETX, FEITY =7 LOBEIEZHEL, Corpus of
Spontaneous Japanese (CSJ [32]) DN —WIZHE- T T F
ArOEERILET /T = ayEITH. a—1RIF,
FEEZEILTFRA MR T4 7—DHEE, 27, IKHEIERZ
CERED. FEOR—LR=IYTAIATHE .

4. SRERRYFE(E
4.1 REBREMH

FalX, 74 7—BEMEL 7 4 7—FllETLVEED
72, CSIIZBIT S 137 #HEDTFRA T —XE AW,
FERMESE O 3.2 HiTHRARZEY TH 5.

F 41X, YouTube L Ciiz7T — X 2 FIHTIEER 2 4D
HAGEGEE ZEE L2 BT — X 16 kHz IR Y >~
PV L 77— a VIFEMFRICEDEML
oo ko7 —%%, %8, Wi, 7 A b7 —XZHEIL
7o, HEEEDEE T — 212X, BX#3.55.0 KO F—
EABEENS. TAMT—RITIF, 20 HOEFFREL T XV
PRV, BEREIZ XY MIEECCHSKD, BXZ
15-30 Mo RxTH 5.
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7 4 7—TFHETNIE, Common Crawl*3 ¥ Wikipedia
THEHEAD fastText [31] &, BLSTM 2258 5. ¥¥
T—x1%, 25 REOBEREEroFIRIINLBLE
35,000 DIESETETH 5. TERERMATICIE Sudachi [33)]
ZHW72. BLSTM ORENEOE, XL, #hzh
1,1024 2 L7z, JA2ORKEZE 05 L T3EEI Y v
VY ZRBEHL, Ny FHA X% 32 2L KRR
1.0x1072 &L, 20Ky 2722201 f5L7z. b
DEMETET AR 400,000 27 v THEHEH .

B G E 7V FastSpeech 2 [2] OREE 2 B2 L 7.
%9, JSUT a— %R [34] (ZHEHAGEFEHEICES 10 I
Mo LTFER) ZHWTHENEEL, 7/ 7—YaYy
ENEREFELEHCTHEE L., 7T EESRHRIY
B OLMFIINBFEIHE - 72, HRGH 2IPKEEICS
HL, 500,000 A7 v FHEEH LR, HEHITLD 2MHED
74 7 =R EERMDIAAEAEL, Tva—XDAN
L7, BRICBWT, BAEZIERBEZ LI EK
L, fifdT2Z2ICEDEREIXA M L.

4.2 ¥

BREBERICBIT 27 4 7—TRIORRZHFNT. 2.1 i
THANRTNEFRIREN 2 BT 2720, 74 7— 2B LGE
DEZCHELTHEL. R 1 CFEO—EZRT. ¥
BENLETVITERTR—THD, EFEARET LD
AT DBPEIZZ.

NoFP &, ANNTFRMNZT7 4 7—%FFT, MGk
HFEEEWRT 5. PredFP 1%, CSJ] a— 2B 3%
7 4 7 —DERMEREIICT 4 7% 7 Y X LHAT
%. PredFP-TruePos I&, BED7 47— EZZMRL,
ZOMBEIZBEITZ7 4 7 —iEDAZTHT 5. TrueFP
X, B0V 47—l BOMA2zZRT 5 (Thbb,
TrueFP ® 7 4 7 —fATF A MZ, HOTF 2 L5%ELR
—¥T5).

PLETHlRZFHEE WV, GRE RIS 2 FEEHibZ
Tolz. BABENANEHEEROERZHNE LTWS7%
¥, HAME (naturalness) 72174 <A (individuality)
FRHMIFEE Y U CHWe. £z, 74 7 —OEERAE [11]
THY, T 27-DICBERENHNED L S0Dian
H? ) RRTFHEIEETDH 5, BEHESS) (listening effort)
WZDOWTHEHML 7.

DUFCIEFHCHR7ZVER D, FHliEX % AB, XAB 7%
P35, EAED XAB 72 M2BIF 5 “X7 X, ground-
truth OHH GEHEDOBARER) 287, 7 A M, &
it 30 NOBERFEDSSM L 7. KHEHF X, AB7 X T
1310 M, XAB 7R FTIX 8 fHHOE R Y >~ 723 i L

*1 https://sites.google.com/g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp/

yuta-matsunaga/publications/spon_utokyo_lecture
https://youtube.com/playlist?list=
PLHxBhbJJasnfX60BrkTygP8we61wEcRha

*2
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*3 https://commoncrawl.org/
*4 https://github.com/Wataru-Nakata/FastSpeech2-JSUT/
tree/master/config/JSUT, commit 549edd9 (model-jdit),

fa0aed5 (model, train), 8131cff (preprocess).
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£ 1 FHECEVCHET 2 Fiko—%

Name FP word Position Example
NoFP - - I’ll explain the theory.
RandFP Random Random I’ll explain the theory uh.
PredFP Predicted Predicted I’ll uh explain the theory.
PredFP-TruePos Predicted Ground-truth  I'll explain um the theory.
TrueFP | Ground-truth  Ground-truth T’ll explain uh the theory.

& 2 NOFP ¥ TrueFP % g U 7= TR ARS8

R 4 PredFP ¥ TrueFP % HiR L 7z 183 R

o Score . Score
Criterion Spk. p-value Criterion Spk. p-value
NoFP vs. TrueFP PredFP vs. TrueFP
A 0.573 vs. 0.427 3.13 X 10~* A 0.557 vs. 0.443 5.45 X 1073
Naturalness Naturalness
B 0.627 vs. 0.373 3.07 X 10~10 B 0.553 vs. 0.447 8.93 X 1073
. . A 0.550 vs. 0.450 2.85 X 1072 L . A 0.442 vs. 0.558 1.05 X 1072
Individuality Individuality
B 0.579 vs. 0.421 4.98 X 10—+ B 0.500 vs. 0.500 1.00
. . A 0.563 vs. 0.437 1.88 X 1073 . . A 0.553 vs. 0.447 8.93 X 1073
Listening effort Listening effort
B 0.580 vs. 0.420 8.27 X 1075 B 0.543 vs. 0.457 3.38 X 1072

& 3 PredFP ¥ RandFP % g U 7= FE AR R

o Score
Criterion Spk. p-value
PredFP vs. RandFP

A 0.837 vs. 0.163 <1071

Naturalness
B 0.840 vs. 0.160 <10~10
A 0.758 vs. 0.242 <1071

Individuality
B 0.863 vs. 0.137 <10—10
. . A 0.770 vs. 0.230 <1071

Listening effort

B 0.783 vs. 0.217 <10—10

2. BREYYIMIE, 20 DEFRELI XY LKL T A
Y E 5T R LITERL.
4.2.1 741 Z—EROFHE

FL13FT, ARERICBY 2 AR, A, BEEEE
NH, BRENEZT 4 F—IZEDXIITHBERZT 0%
PFEL. 22T, 74 7—THIETLVOMREIC X 2 E
BT 72D, BEOT 4 7 —(MBLiEETHWS. K212,
“NoFP” & “TrueFP” % Lt#g U7z EBIFHl DGR Z R T .
KFE, p<0.05 THREXKENDI A7 THD. ZDOKRID
&, LD AB 72+, XAB 7R F DFERDEICHE VT
LA TH . ETOEEIZOWT, 74 7—%2EOHEH
IDB T4 7—DRVEREOHPRBWERIZR > TV,
IhED, BEARETAN I 4 S —%RERBLTD, 74
7 —kERBLEVEGE L HENTHERIUWE LRV 2239
»5.
4.2.2 741 7—FRDF

REBECBI 274 7—FHOMRERRZ -0, F#l
A & D “PredFP” ¥ “RandFP” 2L 7=, #£ 31
WREZRT. RTOHEEIIOWT, SYRLRT 45—
HAZINEGE LR, 74 7—FRICE > TAREHD
Tl EREICHELE. chih, BREEESHRICBWT
74 7 —THDBMBRNTH 2 Z e 0h 5.
4.2.3 74 7—OME L BETR O

74 7—DMBLEETFHILE-ARSERYL, HED7 45—

(© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

R 5 PredFP-TruePos & TrueFP % i U 7= =81 5iffisG SR

Score
Criterion Spk. | PredFP- -value
P re vs. TrueFP P
TruePos
A 0.460 vs. 0.540 5.02 X 1072
Naturalness
B 0.450 vs. 0.550 1.43 X 102
A 0.421 vs. 0.579 4.98 X 10~4
Individuality
B 0.462 vs. 0.538 1.01 X 1071
Listening A 0.480 vs. 0.520 3.28 X 107!
effort B 0.420 vs. 0.580 8.27 X 1075

MEBXUEBEMHL-ARE R 2L 2. & 4
12, “PredFP” ¥ “TrueFP” % HL#g U7z EEIFEM DGR %
RY. TrueFP &, 5% A OEAMFGCBVWTERICE
{FHii X 7228, PredFP 132 COFHETHAME, BEHZSS
MoV THRICE S FHMiX Nz, Zhs ofRE, 74
7 —%TFHT 3 Z & TahEOMEN: 2 XBRR < BARME L BE
WEhER LB TELZ 7, BAKD XS %25
BREDIEEIIOWTE, FEERED 7 4 7—HVTT
PRVWIEZRLTWVWS,
4.2.4 74 5—OHETFADTM@E

7 47— XD IEMICTHEIT 2 2 0FEEEEFIND
728, “PredFP-TruePos” ¥ “TrueFP” %#I#L7z. #£ 5
WKRERERT. £ERZ L, 2 TOFMEEZICBWT, A
HOETED 7 4 7—EBBXUEEMEHALZAPEERE
WKRWEHiE 72D, & 5 —J7 DFEE THFOFHE & 7% - T
W53, ZUE, 74 7—ONEIPBHIOGEER, 74 T7—
EETHT 2L BED T 4 7 —FEE V3 BSIEED
METZIEERELTWS., £oT, 74 7—EDOT
K2 EXE2 22T, AREROFHGiZA EXE2 2
EMTEL RN
4.2.5 74 5—ONEF RO

7 47— DMENE KRG DM S 2 3 HEETAND
72, “PredFP” & “PredFP-TruePos” &Lt L7=. £ 6
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& 6 PredFP ¥ PredFP-TruePos % Lt# U 7= 8IS R

Score
Criterion Spk. PredFP- p-value
PredFP vs.
TruePos
A 0.590 vs. 0.410 9.16 X 10~ 6
Naturalness
B 0.603 vs. 0.397 3.27 X 1077
A 0.604 vs. 0.396 4.16 X 10~6
Individuality
B 0.600 vs. 0.400 1.01 X 105
Listening A 0.603 vs. 0.397 3.27 X 1077
effort B 0.570 vs. 0.430 5.84 X 10~4

& 7 NoFP ¥ PredFP % i U 7= 8 FEAffiAS SR

o Score
Criterion Spk. p-value
NoFP vs. PredFP

A 0.490 vs. 0.510 6.25 X 10~1

Naturalness
B 0.493 vs. 0.507 7.44 X 10!
A 0.596 vs. 0.404 2.36 X 1075

Individuality
B 0.550 vs. 0.450 2.85 X 102
A 0.583 vs. 0.417 4.08 X 1075

Listening effort
B 0.507 vs. 0.493 7.44 X 1071

WREREZRT. RERZ 2, 2TRBVWTTHENZT 4
S—RFRALLAPARCEVIEMiz-oTBD, BED
74 7—MEEZAVEEITE, EA%EERT 301
THATHBHZEZRLTWVAS.

4.2.6 74 7—Z2BUTRBOFED

INFTOFMEiICEVTERE N7 4 F—ZHOTW
ZFREOHFTRDIE “PredFP” ¥, 74 7—%& 70
FIETHS “NoFP” ZH#g L7z, £ 7 1ERETRT. HA
HERRSBTITBWT, 74 7— 2@ X RVFENFREIC
EWVWFHEiE 7o TWa. FRERMICOVWTE, 714 7—
EFRILER LIZFEDNT 4 27— LOFE L FAFEDHR
LioTWVWA.

4.2.7 #ExETE

BRI, MENFHISEERZ S L7z, ok X b MoK
W “PredFP-TruePos” ZFR44 L, HEKD 728 ground-truth
i BAREHELEMU. BN, RSN L 5 B
F&d Mean Opinion Score (MOS) 7 & t %, AL L
ground-truth O HFFE 2 S L 7z 5 BFE Degradation MOS
(DMOS) 7 A b EHEM LTz, FHBRICIEEF 100 £ DEEHL
ERSINL 7. SBEECE X, MOS 7 & hT 15 fil, DMOS
TAMT 12 fHOERY > TV ZaHii L 7.

K BICHRZRT. JOMRIE, ThETOTIV77L
VATATORERE—HLTWS. iR ER (NoFP) O
2273 3.033ETHD, BAMEDO R 2 7 IIHEDH
ALTEFR LD D EDRY. £, ERGLREREOR a7
(PredFP % TrueFP %2 ¥) WG ER Lt AERIDb H
378, BREFRGHROEAMEDOWEIC X DARFERKE
DMEREDM EF 5 Z e R I T,

(© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan
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& 8 GME D Mean opinion score (MOS). “conf” 1% 95% {5

HE XA,
Criterion Method Mean =+ conf
NoFP 3.291 4+ 0.094
TrueFP 3.028 + 0.095
Naturalness PredFP 3.274 4+ 0.096
RandFP 1.865 £ 0.090
Ground-truth | 4.294 4+ 0.091
NoFP 3.170 + 0.109
Individual TrueFP 3.192 + 0.109
PredFP 3.115 £ 0.112
RandFP 2.061 £+ 0.111
NoFP 3.043 + 0.101
TrueFP 2.884 + 0.097
Listening effort PredFP 3.035 4+ 0.100
RandFP 1.800 + 0.101
Ground-truth | 3.974 4+ 0.091

4.3 ER

AREITIX, 4.2 8T > LFHEEBRICOWTEET 5.
9, 421 HiTHBRZ XD, MNE, EBLBHITEDT 4
T—EHVIGE, 74 7—FRHVRVEEXLDLERE
FEOMEMNMEL, ZAUILEITHSE [15]) ORER e —H T 5.
o2, 74 7—DNELEZTRILEKRT 2HEIE, B
ONBELFED 7 4 7—%2MHT257ELD b BAREDEN
TWe. 74 9—=%THIT24HEIE, CS]a—ATHEE
LA EEZEELRWTFHETAERHVTWS., FO X
I REEHEIMFED 7 4« 7 —THNE, FAEEEZERLZT 4
I—THEDDEREHOBAREZM LXE, 74 F5—%
AV WFELAFORARELZER T2 TES. —
7, AR OWTIX, EOMELFEDT 4 7—%HWVT
BEOFE A B3N ERICE,P 272, ZDOZ Y
Po, S, EAEEZEMCERLEZY 4 7—THlETV
PHETZT, @mWVEAAEBEBRED 7 4 7 —E AT
HEIC B Z e RIB X NS,

5. &R

Baxl, 74 7-TFHlZECEANBRER AR EIRE
L7z, SiBPMARRCHESE 7 4 5 —FTHONEREFHN,
SHOMAEEZEZER L - BRERGRDOERD 720 D J71H
MERL. 5%, BREFAROEAMEREDOM L B

HFAE O — 2O HEERICI D HO D ERD 3.

BEE O AREFZEIE, JST &— > > a v MRS EE
JPMJIMS2011 OXIB%ZFI 726 DTY.

BEXH

[1]  J. Shen, R. Pang, R. J. Weiss, M. Schuster, N. Jaitly,
Z. Yang, Z. Chen, Y. Zhang, Y. Wang, R. Skerrv-Ryan,
R. A. Saurous, Y. Agiomvrgiannakis, and Y. Wu, “Nat-
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