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BITZ DT ENbnote. 2T, FEDRBE ORBEGIT %Y Lz GP BNEEH
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1Tolz. ZTORER, D—FNNRFGA—=HFET =A MIIL@BET HEBPFEEHEINDIEEZD
nNoH—J, #EEICHWD MR BEOEREFICLDEVAEBEOBMEL KT 5 OICE
HEChHhAZILENRBENT. FNOLOEMED ke ZROKHELOR U2 HET A
REHEBRICHAICE 2 L E2RT

What represents the performer’s unique style?

Keiko Teramura: and Shin-ichi Maeda +

Usapi(Universal Statistical Automated Pianist Impersonator) is a computational model for
rendering expressive music perfornace, especially for piano performance. It is based on Gaussian
process regression which can be regarded as one of (probabilistic) instant-based models. We have
found that Usapi can learn the pianist’s unique style despite of a small number of simple inputs.
Then, we analyzed what characteristics of the pianists’ style Usapi had learned from such simple
inputs. Our experiments show that the etimation of Usapi heavily depends on who plays the
instances while the estimation does not so much depend on the kernel parameter that determines
the proximity measure between intances. Accordingly, we examined the second and third order
statistics of the inputs. A discrimination test of the pianists suggests that these low-order statistics
have a rich information about the pianists’ unique style.
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1. [FU®HIC

HBFIL, ELVEREEZ O D7D & Vo mHBOREMN T E1T- T
W5, FUEHEEREL T THLEBENDE-TL L&, TORMOHIRENEDL S Z LM
HDHDIX, ZOEBPLT URBREOEBFORBEMNTINDEI L THD. ZOHEXRE
WIEECEICE AN L O R W— R RERRE O T F L, HEST LI HIITLH %R
WNEZRE NIRRT 2 RIGEOF T HFRAFET D[11] .

1983 4E[13]LARE, EHEMIC L > T DL ) REMEREEERT HMAENZEKITDOR
TWAN[2,3,4,5,6,16,17, 19,22, 23], IT4F, HKFEB 2 AW T LORE LI,
ZOEAMEICER LIERERRESNTVWABS, 17]. [[liEEh~ra 7E25 vz fAn
ToESPETLVEREL, PADOHBESL T v OEBROBMB T —F 2 FEHIET VR
DEEZER, ESPETNVDORENS T a OEBEOHBNEITZ DI &%, FFHH
YR ZAT O (1T)TIRAER LI EHENEN DR BE IR BT 5L VI BEEZ LTV,
LoL, EHE50ETIVE T L — XL Implication- Realization Model [7]D1fE & W\ o 7281
FER T BB EE T2 2 ERHL VWM EEFAVWA Z taaifel LTEY, T
NDEERBABICIEE> TRV, 226 0N L TTAW 55 E N3
BEOBEROENERBTI2DIZEDORE, BETHT-0IZ 220 TORGHIZR ST
WU,

Fk ~ 1, Gaussian Process (VL T, GP)[1,8]1% 72 if 22K A5 {1 1F & 7 /L Usapi(Universal
Statistical Automated Pianist Impersonator) [14, 15]%$£% L C\ 5. Usapi 1%, FHfl~—
AETNO—FREBIEDN, ANOBELEEZHET 2D —FLERA VTSI
W, bo L b ANRERIT W LB S BihORFEELZZOEEFIAT 20 TIERL,
ANBHEOESITG CEERTE2ITO) LN TES. ZAICE > TANOEREH R
ZALIZIS UCHEGEIC OB T 2 & TSN 2 BECEEPIREIC S W T, HET~
THH EERIC BT D L REFANIET —F PR ON L 2 WIEAIC b el
MzE1TH>ZETROWIBHERESE LN D LIRSS, GP IIMERET LV E L TER
ENsn, ANRELOERMEZRD I — R VEE DT A —Z T LE R R Lo L7
WWESWTHEETE S, 2o XS T —ZIcESWiciatie 2 FI A3 5 Z & T,
FIEETOFEEZHBNIATI ZENTE S, VU FAREROBBEEZANLET D
LT, TEABEAEE LEATFICE AR L RE L7250, T E TOMEIC
X o T Usapi 12> > 7V AAFEMEZ AV CHIEER OMEMEZ2 KM L - EERIE T
DFE - HENTEDLZERDLNSTVD[15]. AT, 0L RFEOHRESE
DIERT — X &8 Uiz Usapi DIREZFDOED L I REVEFIFA L TWVDEOMNITHON
T, FEMZRMRMNTAEAT O .
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2. Usapi(GP ZFWERREMITETIL)

BERIGH t={t,,... 1L}, NHEOFHFENLENICKH LT, CFOREDORI TEET D
D, BHENEEDHA IV T THEETIONERT LD THD. ZOZNETHDHE

FIZEZ DN DHBEREEEIEREL S LITHET 20N HBREMN TOMETH D

Usapi T, i % HOEFOBE 1 % 2 OFFEDOKMBEH x 20T 5. L
TTE, MEBR B ADIT—THDHELTGP OHAEITH. EEER 1AL T
—ThdN, TNEHETIOICHNBE A XTI LV ThHD.

2.1 Gaussian Process(GP)DIEERTE T )L
GP 1%, NAHDO AN CEREER)X={X,,... Xy} & TIUTHIET DB S 5 H S GEEF )
t={t,,.. IO T — X ZFEHE L CTHWTHRZ2ANICK L THEEZTT D .
PLF, SARICIS U CAT — & L WO Om G2 M5, GP 1X, BiS
NOEABEOHRT y={,.. wWHIH A T LM T T T > ) A4 R3RnE iz
bOTHDHERRT. LER-oTEOH A yRG 2ol XICBllasnsHhto
H BRI,
p(tly)=N(tly, o *Iy) 2)
ERTZENTED. Ntly,o IO, Py, H£SBo Ly, OHT T AZHTHY, L 1X
NXN QBT ZERT. —0F, AN xPNE5E2bhiztE0BEOH Ty DHBMERE
pOIX)=N(yI0.Ky) 3)
TRYT. ZIT, KJINXNOHATIITHY, (ma)FERDOEE k, , 1T

a
= = 4
b = kX = o e T B, =%,y @

m>*n

THZ2ZLNBETH. a,B clIV— N kX, X)ZEFRT DT A=K —ThHV, %
NZENacTEDOAT T —, BIIEXMNABERNIEAOME & ARAITHETH. Tk
N7 MVOEEERT. TNOH—FRANTFA—F—a,B,c LRQ)D /A X530’
TR AEHEEIC L TEHEENS.
INLDETANDL, XA ZXDEBRLYVRADOAN % xGxlbtE0BEOHT
B TFTOX ICLTCEESIND.

PO X x) [ ey X ) dy
ptIx"x)  [[p(t|p(y" .y X x)dydy’
K@), Q) L, KOO pO*Ix)bH T ADAERD I ERbD. EEREMN

T T, ZOT Y A OMEHE Ely'| X' DIZHEBOWEME T 5. ZOMHFEIL,

E[y'Ix",D]=ky" (Ky+ 0 I " t (6)

p(y" |xX",D)= 5
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EHEEND. 22T, KYiInBBOER P, x)THEZLND IXNZ hL
Thbd. 728, RODFHEITIXNXN OUITHOHERKLETHY, FHT—FEN
MRENWEZHBEIX IR RERD, FEARFEEL 725, £ Z T, Bayesian Committee
Machine(BCM)[10,18]1% AW C#if15 % 7 v v 7 AT O 75 & L THEEIL T, #
TR Z1TS.

K(6) 5, GPIZ L2 HEMIZBR SN2 H N OBEAMTMICL - TEHEXOGND T &,
F7o, B ICHRTIEAIEL, ANX EXDOIRIEET X, xS CTEHEZLND
ZERLND. ZOXHIZ GPIZEAHEIIFHANR—RZ L DHHEE LT VERE L
—JF, WEHEEOMMAEFIHT B Z & THEHEMERE & 725 7 — 3 VB k(x,,, x,)D
NRIA—FZENAETHD L0 HHE L.

2.2 Usapi Z AAWCEERBHITOBR

Texlx, BT VHELZOMET DEEERBNEEINTNDET —FX—ZAThH D
CrestMusePEDB([23]% FH ) C Usapi IC X A EBEEREMITE2ITo72. 22T, BET D
BoFomsz, PRENPSORENRALVELTRL, TOXLVEHELEKERE
AT 5 FEITERT 2EBE B ICRD LS. UETIE, ZoFom
SOEYEN S D R L % BT dynamics & K 5. dynamics [$FBIAR B ORI L& LW
MEDLEIC1 &2 LS. 12721, dynamics DHETHERIZIX, VN1 L7425 X5 RMiE
T TRy, BEEZEITLEO, ANDEHEFEEWSEREZ1ETH)HE1H
BT dynamics(EDFEE | FHTE BT 200, 81 OT7 ALY X LE2S]. B,
ORI OFICE L CTITEEETO 1 #i 0 dynamics O -l % F ) O HEE ET D 2
DOIRITEBNTE. LR oT, Fifiog x 1L 2 WitHO~7 MLTRIND. £,
FNENDANFMETIEERZTTOER LI TN D.

Gould, Pires DT — & %3 &7~ Usapi T Mozart DT / VF 4 K.545-2™ D
dynamics ZH#EE SR EZK 1 L K222 NFIRT(EFEEITHW RNz oW T
18k 2 1278 T). Usapi OFFHICH WD REICIET A MO K545 2" BAH WS T
WARWZ LICHEETS. 1E2MB0ND LI ICEENLDOERE L TIEIEED
B LMES> TORWICH D 59 Usapi 13, BERL, Hx OEFEEOHMERE X
TEHEEZTDIIENARTEND. ZOXICHEDEREDEEL Y S/ Usapi
BHEBEEOLEO L ) M ARZ TWD O, KEIWCTEVFELS OWEITH.

TRl BRI NT A= FOFEREZIE, 1 FRIO dynamics [3HEEME TIER <, EEROBBEZFA L.
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m— GP of M-G
-+ target pianist:Goulc
o|| — ~target pianist:Pires ]

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
sequence

1 : Gould % % X7z Usapi 1T X 5 HE HZE D — i (dynamics). ZEH#2AS Gould D7

— X &S X Usapi 1T X D HEE RS R (Usapi 132 OB OERT — 2 132 ITHW

TV, SB2S Gould D EFHEE, AHR7AS Pires O FEHEZFEMF O dynamics O & 7~ 9
T

24

P ot M T T T T T T T
220 target pianist:Goulc 7
Py i ‘target pianist:Pires ; |
i
1.8 i i oy —
i i i l L
1.6 4 n i i it
8 il 'i [N oA ‘il
Z14 fi 9 i i i p
: i - j i ! VAR
12 5 ‘ A A/ i ¢ b \J' -
i i AR S 12 ANLEF s p k My
' A MR A A A R
osf Q T ¥ -
o6l \/-"‘/ Vo Ny e W1y, 7 X7 o N T i
04 | | | I | | | | |
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
sequence
0 . . N, ST . . ) - P . =g N . =
2 : Pires &% ¥ 7 Usapi IZ & 5 HEEH 2 (dynamics). FEARD Pires DT —H# %

238 K72 Usapi 18 & 2 HEE#E B (Usapi 13 Z O OHET — Z 132 BITHO TV
V). SRS Gould D FEREZE, AR Pires D EHZEM O dynamics Dl % R4

<

3. EEEDEWZXRIEHFHOIIT

Usapi X, EARPIZIZERRN—ADHEFET L THLOT, FHIZHWDIEFZOL
ODOEVIFIHT D LR DD, TOEWVITFEEICIL > CTESIND I —F 18
FTA—HICHERBEINTWDR[EENRSH H. T T, FEINTEI—FRNVIRNT X —
2L, HEIZHWDFFOZNETNIZEORE, FAENKIREIN TV NN
TEITETIIRERTHAA. UTF, TNOLOERIZONTIERRD.
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F1:EREMFOF L. datasetA [INDEZ Gl T 2 DICHWET A AT —4% k& v b,
datasetB [3/37 A — X FZEHOMEEEITHODICHW T —F Yy hEET.

NT A —H(a,B,c) AR5 (x) FTAMG IRF oD 25 il (x )
ES 78| datasetA T datasetA datasetA
KB 2-1 datasetB THE datasetA datasetA
FBk 2-2 datasetA TH¥ datasetB datasetA

30 EEINEA—FKIWNTA=FICRRENDEANEDIRE

ST Usapi D W — RN T A —F D% 8T 5 HBE 2 AN 2 T
1T-72. £9°, CrestMusePEDB 725 4 L DEEH DT — X Z T —4% (GlgT —%
DOHNFIZOWTIEMER2EZ S E LT XIX/BONTEI—RNRTA—FER2ITR
TEFEBR ). ZOREND, RTA—Fal cDEITIFEAEHEZB TEDLLR NG
OO, BOMEIXHBEEMTRELS BTN EZERDND.

F 2ER 1 TEESNRLEI—F NIRRT A—=FDIE

Parameters B
Performer . HE 1 710 dynamics ¢
Gould (M-G) 0.9997 7.74 315 0.841
Pires(M-P) 0.9995 8.18 7.05 0.890
Ashkenazy(C-A) 0.9997 2.74 10.23 0.893
Richter(B-R) 0.9987 2.42 76.09 0.806

WIZH—=FNINT A= B e ANEZT-LE, RO4-5DFT -2y b THEHEINE
H—FNNT A= OY¥EE 7= & & T Usapi OFALTEIIICZER DB H D 02T~
T2(OATF, B 2-1). EFFET DRIONHME a=1, B=HAITSI, c=1 OHE@IHHE) b
Rt L CoRz. T—% %y bME, FliE EHEEOHILTE L TRT. 2
& 21E, Mozart OF A B 7 =& b Pires NHELZT —XIIM-PDO L HI2HFKT.

Z 2T, Usapi THESNAHEBE L ERBL N EOBRELT VI EFMT 27291 1E
HLRE 75 (Normalized difference, LA F ND & W#597) Z5FH L7

N 2
cP -TP[ —
ND = 2,.(F, - T, P=—

7 D 2 ’ p—
23:2 TP - TP/z N-l

K()D CP, , TP, 1TZNTN nFK B OFHFIHT D Usapi I X DIEEOHEEM & FiR

SoLTP, (7
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FOMERT. N IZFHMIIC AW OF/F 0O E £ T, ND=0 ¥, FEHZEL L
L7EWHEENZSIC BT 52 L EKRL, ND=1 1%, HFIC L b PEBEBOLLEE H
LG ADORELFRILEETHL I L ERBKT S, 2B, MEENE-STHH LR
A2 EETHHEAICIIHES LB OF M EFE T RERND D720, FHEICHVD
B LT = FEBRE LT CEASHARPERELALVELIICLTRT A—H%
BLTAM&2fTolz. TOMBEEZE 3 ITKRT.

KIDHERNOLDLND L HIZ, O NDMEE/NSILSTDH/NT A —2L, T —%
THWEEMEZEEL TWABREF LT A M THWERBAZHEL W AHEST 2 —
B EHRETIEZAR <, C-A @ Chopin D%l % Ashkenazy DT L= L T D/NRXT A —X
ERWEEETHDI RN bholz. T2IEL, FONRFA—FDANEZIT LB END
IREL ot FIHMENS NDERSKEBS N TNDEZ &G, FHIZL-THDL
NIEA—F NV RTA=FF, 7 =2 MIEETAEEZFZE L-bOEEZ LN,

# 3 FEBR2-1 OFER. MWD Usapi DA — R 8T A — & 2RO IHIEH DI
BF— S P LELEDOH—FNNRNTA—FRE N DOEHME, TMHIEICE 2
THELIZEEONDE. i BB TARTA—F 2B R OEEERE T TR

FEMEFIZ WD B — R R T A — &
(datasetB THEEINT= T —FX NIRRT A =X & HKT)
M-G M-P C-A B-R ¥ I3
Gould (M-G) 0.669 0.663 0.659 0.666 0.666 0.723
At — & | Pires(M-P) 0.521 0.519 0.516 0.519 0.519 0.532
(dataset A) | Ashkenazy(C-A) 0.586 0.582 0.582 0.585 0.585 0.592
Richter(B-R) 0.718 0.715 0.713 0.716 0.716 0.745

32 HEICAWDIEFICKBENDEANEDREE
WA, TB—F T A — 2 TN 2t 2 HET 2EBEOLMTCHEEH LZb0E
20, HEERFICHW S I thE OHET — & & L2 O ND i % i~ 7= R (E
BR2-2)DfEREFR 41T T.

FaMoE, HEERFIZHW S EH &GS AV 2800 & THREFRIL, B LTk
LECND ERR /NS D2 ENbND. Usapi 1%, H#EIZHWDHFIZERLS
FEATOTHEEZITIET VL TH DA, KB 2-1 &R 22 OFERELSIXEHNIIK L
TEDEIICEASTEITINTIEA L, FHBEEROEDDHER OEMEZ T 5
DIZEETHDLIZ L aTmBT 5. £, FMT27 —ZI2L-T, ND HOMEXE
BOHEMMPHDLZ b, FHMiT 2T —2y T LICHEDCH L INRRDZ L
DHND.
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£ 4:FBR 22 OFER. FMEEOT -2 ZHET DB N2 FHALMOBEEIZLD
FHNCANE RO ND . Fle ANEX R -2 58 Ml T TR

H15] (dataset B)
M-G M-P C-A B-R
Gould (M-G) 0.669 0.687 0.677 0.673
AT — & Pires(M-P) 0.538 0.519 0.519 0.581
(dataset A) Ashkenazy(C-A) 0.639 0.635 0.582 0.640
Richter(B-R) 0.745 0.885 0.753 0.716

3.3 dynamics DB BERICIN 5 B AZE DIREE

Usapi X, 5 F O dynamics ZHET DI H7>T, 2 DOANFEM, T72b5
ZTOFE/OFTR L —DORIOFEHFO dynamics OHEEM L 2>A VDTV W b b 59,
HREFZLOWE DTN TETCND I LMD, dynamics DRIZBEMROEEFRIZ L HiE
WZESWTHBEOMMEEZER LHEETo>TCWVWD LB LN, T CTHET
HE/OEERE T LIZEDF O dynamics & D —DRIOFH D dynamics D DD E
DEIICTHEHBEL TWE 2B TR, HEEOMAELZWHRICT S0, L
WA RRDEBEDHEBELTCWDLTFT—F Yy FTHDH M-G & M-P OF — & & #4i
HiZL7ebDEK3IRT. M35 EDFEICBWTY, Bt O dynamics DA
FEFIZHRNZ EBbrD. LLl, LVEBEELS A5 L, dynamics DELH XY HFiTiE
S>THEY, Gould £V Pires DITHINL YV KREL M ITDHERICHDZ ERNbND

4(a),(b)IE, FRIZEFER S 2 TOERKT S dynamics ZHBEHNCEK R LEH O
THD. ZOWRILOT —H % FHitk® dynamics 2355 LUVMEZ & SRllITH & i
BT 28 I N EREE LABLE L0 K 40), (ITRT. ZORML Y
HHITY BANHEEM TRAR > TWAZ ERNbns. k7=, Eililm e & mic
HELET—21%, TR0kt L CFIEMSICOM LTS LR 2 5.

ZIT, ZOWBIEY BEEREEG R EERTNOZTNENTHEASNDIHFET
I L7=. dynamics DT 1 THDEZ EBRDON-o TWVHYD, "R EZROMET R
LB, S EEEEAEMEEMOTNEN THEETAMSLICHBE LEZ, F—4% %
v b M-P & M-G %, AU Mozart D% 8 5% Pires & Gould W EFNFNWE LT
— A ThbHID, ZONHMEEELZEMEEHOZNENTHE L 4 SHFHRIT
Pires & Gould DZNENT8MHELND. TNEAFULDT-DIZFHET T 4 v > v —4H|
BIAT[12]% FAWT 2 T 2B L2 b 0 &K 5 12”7 . ¥ 555 Gould & Pires
DOFEFRIXIFIE IR TCTORECTHEETCE D22 &N b»nD. KFIZRLTE.
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(@) duration=0.125 (b) duration=0.25

(¢) duration=0.5

2 * 2 2t
@ + . o @ k3
14} + g .. g ‘e
15 ME Lt £15 R £ 1.5}
s &7 s st 3 o L
° s < 1o < w1y
= 1 >, * = 1 + = 1} 4 z
= B oy + = i = . %,
z L 3 e ' O
0.5 = 0.5 £ 0.5) # Wit ©
et 4%
0 0 0
0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2
nth dynamics nth dynamics nth dynamics
(d) duration=0.75 (e) duration=1 (f) duration=2
- 2 I 8 2 . ® 7
2 o * 2 3+ £
£1s R I €15 5t £ 1.5 o3
£ o £ \ 3 v 05"
Z . ; e Z . + < . + 3
= = = I P
= + = - Y ¥
% &7 z T S
< < L + g
0.5 + 0.5 05 L3
o 0 0
0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2
nth dynamics nth dynamics nth dynamics

X 3: FEREILOMIBBOFIE 1 F O AL L)

H£=1/32(a), 1/16(b), 1/8(c),

75 1/8(d), 1/4(e), 12 FRF (). TZOD Gould, +723 Pires DT & KT,

(a) Gould’s performance

2 (a-1)

06

o (@2)

o
N

11 dynamics

nth dynamics

(b) Pires’s performance

NENTS)) - RRC

1t dynamics

nth dynarmics

4 : Pires, Gould D {7 dynamics O Hij %8 O #A7 X (a-1, b-1) & U(p ,q) T
\ZHRRTE EA8 % O A X (a-2, b-2).O 28 Gould, +73 Pires D ZFE % F9°
LRI Pires & Gould DIERENL/LND 8 iy DT — & KIZENE N IER 5
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Z Y UL T2 GG O xR OS5 A
L, HROBBRIZENDS OLEICE
FE RT3 & D T KRB L 72 B
DOHPEERAZ R LTS, EHICHM5D
Lo RBBN o N N TAD Z L
BT B 7212, Leave one out CTakBIIRD
HBiHEIT-72. T7hbb, 8T —
ZEDHIL 1y ET A NRICKERE, ®E
Do 70T —% 805 LFDAIZ X 5 al
2IRTCZEM~DHE L ZDZERICBIT S a2 e
WMBEEDTFT —Z L DH T ANAHDYE T
XD EITV, XA XFBIEITH &0 9 FF
flifE¥%E 8§ th &2 TTITVWZE DY E & 5

+

5 1’)7\%?5(0 . éfiér’fﬁ%%@ IiFD/—B\ c:lt %)
2 RICEH ~D B4 . OB Gould, +7° Pires
o N N DFEFERT FEEMIBET TN END
oL ZA8TINDFBMENDH D Z Enb .
JA‘ B >, HE E‘\'\ \)\I ;'\ .
Moo, THED, FiD dynamics (=5 SPECR B, g LR AN BB SRR & T

T 5451 L BEIC X o T Pires & Gould DIHZEDMAENKRILEND Z ENbhoiz
4. XE&&H

AR TILGP A HWICHERNEMIT T, EAORKKETHLFE TELZL0HAMBIC
DNTHFL, E7 = MOBAZEERET IRHEEIZOWVWTRELIT o2, EBR»
5, Mozart O3 % 724 5 Pires & Gould DEWE, #3554 D dynamics D2
{EOHEFITHNTND Z &R SN, FRICHTHR O dynamics SHHBE T 2 £l Hm & 2
WHEHZT2HEFHOENEFNTHHEN I OB EEETRBAAERTH D Z ENRE
iz, TAVE THBERMGEMARICI T 28 A O BEZSH R E T kI, [11,20,9]
WL TRESNTWVDN, AR TR LEFIIS T TOBORBTHY D,
FRBIROBLED SIXHMEICME AN EEZRH TE D Z L BRE I, AFERR T, Mozart
DXL % 1 ZE L7~ Pires & Gould @ 8 fi-5 oD F — % T UMEEMiN T X Zepvo 7248,
A5t%, WEBT2EFESCKIMOT —F Ly FEHEPCLEZ L X0H RBEOMEm A &M
WKHLNDDICOWTRET LW, Fi2, RN SIRT—T 4 Fa2l—T 3
VINEBRHEOMMEEFTEERBERTH D ZEARBEINTWENR, EET 5EHD
dynamics DG EE A5 2 L CHBZEIZL DT —T 4 Fab—a v OEFRDH L
NTETWVWAHHEERHD. ZORFEHEIC OV THRFTEZITV 2.

—7, BEEREMTEITOBA» O, FHASN—RLDREMNT 21T 0 HE 148
WEREZLEOFEFICHE LI D A THE 4T ) LB RBRSND L &I, I—
ANRNG A =R DOFEFICBWTCEEBEOENARICET R TCOEEEDOT — X% F
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LOTHEELTHEDLRWZ ENRBEIN. £, dynamics ZHEE T D BICIX, A%
@ dynamics CTHIBA9 2 FM & EHART D HBDONT DX EHHATH 2 &N TE DR
EFIERICANREICINZA D2 LT, EVFEAOHBRFE AR X L EERE T NA]
RRICRDIENEZLD. 5%, TNOLOMAEZME X7~ Usapi O RIZHELY fHAH
720,

SE Xk
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Dataset THRE 1Edh & Hh % 2 ith ID(in CrestMusePEDB)
M-G G. Gould V.A. Mozart 8 22,27-29,43-45, 64
M-P M. J. Pires V. A. Mozart 8 1,62,63,67,70-72, 82
C-A V. Ashkenazy F. Chopin 15 32,33, 36-38,53-60, 78, 87,
B-R S. Richter J.S. Bach 11 6,7,12,13,15-21

M-G & M-P (X Mozart DR UE#h TH BB IR VR L OFEN R D720, HE
T—HE L THBRRDIERT —H Lo TWVHERBENGENTND.
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