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EHINEETH B L EZ 5N S [5]. —4, Hidden Markov
Model (HMM) (250 < EREK [6] 13, e 7138
7] [8] [9] & FIW 2 T & TR/ T A — REHA A HETIZ
HBN, BTLHTFREBEEFRPERLTET VWL LIFF
WL [10].
HFEIX2D00F v 2V EEL CREERELRAS. 1D
Hix, BEPXTIL RV ZZEF Y XN THB. 2D
Hix, FE®I Y hr—Ya v \Wo = BENEHOIES
HmFYANLTHD. FIZIE, BAIEASHRWEETIHEL T
WEDERWTERIEZR L2 DD. £72, KRGl
BWOREZ RIS 2L &, SN OFEH D HEE
BGEDNRDHDILHLWEINTHY, SHEERELELT
% Text-To-Speech (TTS) i & » TGS FH 2GR T 572
Tk, BFTLBFAEIEERRVEEZSNS [11] [12].
ZhiE, BESREZ2AKT 2720 EREF v rIVEIHES
FEF v RIVEMSLUTCIRA B Z L OBEEEZRBL TV,
ARETIE, SHEERZEETRVPBBEERIIMEZ S, A
MOFFLEFROLS T2 ERKT 2 HNE2RET 5.
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BRE[RTIE, SEF v 2V REBRRKRIZ, ESEF v 2
Wz & - TRIEIH R EEZ D Z e D REIC e 5, REHR
BEREREFZ 8T 5720127 WaveNet [13] Z AL
TWa. ZUTC, PHICHEREEER T —XORZHS
T72DIZ, 2DDATY IRk FEARE LTV,
AFEIIULTOED OFERTH 5. & 2 ZTld WaveNet
DEFEIZDNWTHEAR S, 53 ETIFREANTDODVTHENR
5. A4 ZETIIMHERE K UERIZOWTRRS.,
W S T SROMEEZ RS,

2. WaveNet O E

2.1 WaveNet

WaveNet[13] 1&, #@EDEIED S EHARDHEE 2 FHI
94 % Convolutional Neural Network Td 5. WaveNet %
BWEDOERE RIED T — R EmhroRkKOWHEZ FHT 5.
ZTDEE, W x={z1 22 - zr} OFEEMER p(x) IZIX
DM EHEROBETREINS.

p(x) = [ ol | @1y zemn) (1)

K1) &, BEOET — Xz 138 ED RIEDT— X g1z
Ko TEHMITFENTVWEZEZRLTWS., THIOEIZ
T 2 AREDBED T — X 5 R 1ZZEE (receptive
field) DRKE X2 KT, WEEFWT 256, KELZA
BEMBETIBHERD L. I T, M 10D&S7% dilated
causal convolution &\ 5 BAAFEEZFHT 5. dilated
causal convolution 1, EiAAZE IS5, dilation &\
SEIZITROBZ TEARAAEB IR,

2 I WaveNet D3 v b7 — 7 #iE% /"9 . WaveNet
i, #ED Residual block 7* 5HEL I N TEH D, % Residual
block 1T dilated causal convolution Z —[R[EB IR 5.
2HD1Ix1IE, Ix1DT4NVRIZEDBEARAAEZRL T
WA, F£7z, Gated I& gated activation & L TH Y, IX
DEHAEB I >TWVW5.

z = tanh(Wy  * x) © 0(Wy i * X) (2)

U, « BEAMAAEE, © FERM, o) BV IES
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2 WaveNet

RBIERT. £72, Wy & W, ZFPETREREIAAT ¢
NRTHY, kLAY = VTV IR, fLgldThT
N filter & gate #3K9. LT, HAETIL, plaw 7V
TV ALIT& > T8 bit ILETALI NI E, 28 = 256
I ADHHEMEE UTFHIT 5.

2.2 Conditional WaveNet

WaveNet (ZENREE h 2fBIRBEL LT525 2
ETHRMBNENF px | h) 2ETV VI TEHIELNTE
5. 2o, X)) BRONEE#MZ SN,

T
p(X | h) = Hp(l’t ‘ Z1, "'7xt—1vh) (3)

BEIREEICE DI 2B 2745 Z & T, WaveNet D
HOZGFIHTEZENTES. T2, MEEEZEMNL
72B2D Gated Tl&, IRDFFEZB IS,

z =tanh(Wy xx+ Vi pxy) O (Wy pxx+V, o xy) (4)

ZZT, ylRy=f(h) KXo THEHBEHLAUEZIZR
BEITEMINIFFHEEZRT. £/, VxyldZIIT
X1 x1DEAAALERT.

3. E’EARA

$eZ 5 A Conditional WaveNet ZfFHLTHH, 2D
DAT Y7 (Step 1 & Step 2) IZLk o THKI N TS,
2 DDAT v FIZHE VT WaveNet DI§iiIE[A U TH 573,
AT 2HBREE L FE T — 208 L 5. BEAFRNORM
Ta 3 ITRT.

3.1 ¥E Step 1

Step 1 1&, SFEHBREEGUCEFZENTE DL ITFEHE
2BV, SHOERRTEZFEETEODAT Y T TH
5. KBUEZBE OFEE (LA “normal” & 3Kid) 7—X &
MWTH¥BE2B 05, MREEe LT, AVARY
ba g o L BEET NV ERAWS. BIE T VX one-of-K
KEZHWTWA. Step 1 TIHEIFIETART “normal” T
H 5D TRENE T XIVIEHEIZ “normal” IZX)5d 5822 D
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#* 1 Experimental conditions

Training data

Corpus

Step 1: The LJ Speech Dataset ( 24 hours)
Step 2: FEHKIEFF 2 — %A (137 minutes)

Sampling freq.

16 kHz

Training data

Step 1: 13,100 utterances (24 hours)
Step 2: 285 utterances (51 minutes)

Training Step1
Speech data Waveform
*A large amount »| WaveNet
*Normal style »|_training
*English
Mel-spectrum eveNet
Extraction «Normal style
. +Englis
Emotional ID
(Generation]
A4
Waveform WaveNet -
Speech|data training Emotional ID
*A small amount
*Normal/Happy/Anger
€ EveNet .| WaveNet |
*Emotions > i
Emotional ID «Specch-like synthesis | ggg

3 Outline of the proposed algorithm

A1 EHETS. Step 1 OBA, R (4) BRD &S 1cH
Waons,

z = tanh(Wf,k * X+ Vf,k * YEID + Uf,k * ymel—spectrum)
QU(Wg,k * X+ Vg,k * YEID + Uf,k * Ymelfspectrum)

Q)

ZZT, yeip WEIEZ VA2 ANEBSORIIZALETHE
BU72175%F U, Ymel-spectrum 1&, AWVAXT ba s
T Lk ANEBEDRIIZEDHE T transposed convolution
Lo TTy TV TV % Blho2152RT. %
7z, 2ZTH, Uxy i 1x1D7 4 VRIZEBEIAA%
*9.

FRERIZE > T, HFT—XOEIZ 20 KEEE L L
7z, BEET—XOEPDRVEE, WaveNet IZ A D &
RS, APRICEUL &S REREHEDIRT S % EKT
HlERPA SN, KREOFHTF—RIZE>T, e
R MVERDOEFEEZELARIZNS. $hbb, KED
BIFERE T — R IINEDEH L VWO T, BRESET —X DA
Tld WaveNet DB 2B 205 2 ZR#EETH L E X
5N5.

3.2 Z& Step 2
Step 2 1%, Step 1 THEHE U /ZEHMREEVIHMEL L TH|
Adsz2eT, ANHOXEFLEZEHAL LI ZHEGFLDD,
R OEIHZ FHT 520D AT Yy T THD. EiESE
BHTF—ReZHIET 2 E T L& H\WT Step 1 T
ZE XN WaveNet EFILVDOFHEHR 2B T3S, Step 2
TlE, ANVART v s T LMFFEFIZHVZW. Step 1 D
&, RG)MOANART Na s T LADHEERWZIRD
FoizEsHAOND.
z =tanh(Wy *x+ Vi * yEID)

(6)
@U(Wg’k *X 4+ Vg * YEID)
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Speech analysis

Window length | 64 msec
Frame shift 16 msec

WaveNet configuration
Iterations Step 1: 770,000 iterations

Step 2: 40,000 iterations

Mini batch size | 4

Optimization Adam][14]

Residual blocks | 30 blocks

Dilations [20,21,22 ..., 29] was repeated three times

Input(Step 1)

Waveform: 256 classes X 7680 samples
Mel-spectrum: 80 band x 30 frames
J&IH 7 ~)L: 3types x 1samples

Input(Step 2)

Waveform: 256 classes X 7680 samples
&I 7 ~)L: 3types X 1samples

Output

256 classes X 1samples

3.3 BEEAK

WaveNet (ZEE T RV ERHIDOT — X k52562
T WaveNet 13 EREMIZZE2EKT 5.

4. FHMEER

FRE ST L B AR 2 B S 5 72 b 12 BB SR 2

BIlikoTz.

LSBT, A O E A & R

MBRIZOWTTARS., T/, TERHEL AW CEET
MEBROEZERBE L UVARETHONI 2B IS,

4.1 ERZMH

RS2 F 1 ITRT. Step 1 TlE, FEF—XL LT

the LJ Speech Dataset [15] Z i L 7=. The LJ Speech
Dataset I, 13,100 fHDZFRE 7 7 1 )b (¥ 24 I§[H) 72 5 #E
KENTHED, ZIEEEE 1 AHHRFED XL F%Z “normal” J&
G CiiA EIF7-EFATH 5. Step 2 TlE, FHEFT—X&L
TRERENa —3 2 [16) Z2fEH 5. FEREE2 -2
FHANGEE P HAGEO X E % 3 FEHO KN (“normal” &
“angry”, “happy”) T LIF 7= EHET—XThD. HK
HWOERT—XORIEN 17T A THY, 3EEEDET
517 Chd. MPFREEDANVARY Sud T AT
AR O I - i DY



BHRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

4.2 FHERBAERE

FEFMERD DI XY TEEE NA Y EETHL
SINTBEEFRT - R EMHHLEZ. 1 XY TiEL LTI
the EMOVO Corpus [17] DF %5, “normal” & “angry”,
“happy” & 7 RIUFIFEN-EHT—XEFHLZ. N1
W& & L Tld Berlin Emotional Speech (EMO-DB) [18] ®
A5, “normal” & “angry”, “happy” & 7 ~UHIF X
ERT—REMAUE. hd, #HTEE TS
DEFETHD. F£72, EEITITEREIEH, S 5 Fah 2 EOM
U, G830 F5E (2 38 x 5 Fih x 3 &) &b, =
/72 30 J63FI28 LT, WORLD A2 — & [19] & MLSA
RaA—X 200 Ik >THMAKES IS, BN, G
TN EREEENTN, WORLD & MSLA &I,
MSLA R I —XTld WORLD IZ & W X /= A~ b
VARG OB L 72 0-39 IRANT T AN T L2 HVWTH
BB Illholz. ZOLE, JV—ALY 7 MEIES5ms &L
7z. MSLA R —XDEEEMR T 4 )V X IZI1E MLSA 7 ¢
VR %W,

FHEHHSEEBIZ AW EHE T — 2%, SEkEB k-
TWAWIEHA (BUF, ORIGINAL) ¥ WORLD, MLSA,
REANZLBEHEF (BLT, WAVENET) O 4 f3HTH
5. WAVENET & 3 fiEHDEE 7 vz X h GRS iz
30 F&&h (10 ¥5hE < 3 &) 2 W5, 728, WAVENET
Z, FHICHWEEERS DN ADEEEORI LA
RITEREZB IRV, I517, 7YX AT 3 sec Al
LR THhs. lEXD, FHEEHMEERICHHET 5SS
%120 FEah & 72 5.

4.3 REZRFHICET 2R
4.3.1 RRFE

B 7 DG R % BT S 5 72 0 1T BUE RRER T A b
BB Iko7. FERC ﬁ%?é%£u42ff kAR 72 120
Kt Thd., SFEF2ELEHT D ESITLT, MR
ik 240 TH . %%%ﬁ?@%i%yﬁAtﬁé.éﬁ
F Y ANDEER< L, FFEF ¥ 2V ORBIFHEHRICE
3572017, ERSNEIIAREEZFELTEIXYT
FEE RAVEEERHSRWSINE L Uz, F£72, EBRSINH
i, SFET XY IhDEOEETH L LEHHEBZ
otz EBBMFIZ 11 ATHY, ERSBMF TGS %
HWT 3 DD (“normal”,
5 REIE % BEIR L 7=,
4.3.2 RRFER

7 2 13 ORIGINAL & MLSA, WORLD, WAVENET O
EEFEROERIT 2R L TWaA. ORIGINAL ¥ MLSA,
WORLD Tl¥, “angry” i& 75%LA EIEL < @I T
5. UL»U, “happy” 1% 40%fEETH 5. ORIGINAL O
FERE D, “happy” I& “normal” &I TWVWEELEZ LN, T
DOHEIZ L DFEHBENMETLTWELEEZONS. — A,

“angry77 s Céhappyﬁ) 0) l:l:]
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% 2 Confusion matrixes of Experimental results
Confusion matrix of ORIGINAL

Subject-perceived emotions

Correct emotions | Normal Angry Happy
Normal 0.900 0.073 0.027
Angry 0.232 0.750 0.027
Happy 0.523 0.023 0.455

Confusion matrix of MLSA

Subject-perceived emotions

Correct emotions | Normal Angry Happy
Normal 0.909 0.082 0.009
Angry 0.195 0.782  0.023
Happy 0.582 0.045  0.368

Confusion matrix of WORLD

Subject-perceived emotions

Correct emotions | Normal Angry Happy
Normal 0.900 0.082 0.018
Angry 0.150 0.827 0.023
Happy 0.564 0.023 0.414

Confusion matrix of WAVENET

Subject-perceived emotions
Correct emotions | Normal Angry Happy
Normal 0.927 0.050 0.023
Angry 0.300 0.600 0.100
Happy 0.200 0.077 0.723

% 3 Confusion matrix of training data

Subject-perceived emotions
Correct emotions | Normal Angry Happy
Normal 1.000 0.000 0.000
Angry 0.000 0.994  0.006
Happy 0.000 0.011 0.989
WAVENET (2B U T AR & Higd 5 &, “happy” I&

IE2 MR WEER, “angry” 134 LEWIERIZZ > TV 5.
ZD& 5 AR IR0 7 ZFAR S 72012 WAVENET
’iﬁbfﬂ%@@%&ﬁu&TR FaeBIlihot.
FERERIIIRT. FHT WS 2 IR T A D
ERIY, FEHT—XOEBR 7"C WAVENET % “happy”
WL TEEE M ELEZEEX S, ZhiE, WAVENET
M Step 2 TREBERE ORI Z S ERIIZESE L 72 Z & %R
LTW5., /2, 2T —XEvvy e UTIE, BEREDN
TEBRREINYFVERPNTVWBRILHEETHDLE
AB.
4.3.3 EXRERBICL B0

REMEIZ L DB VDB L HERE D 1 DIZEAR TR
(Fundamental frequency: F0) 3% 5. Z Z TIXF0O & FO
DOHMFEE AFO I X > TalEB IR 5. /i
Step 2 THWZ%#E 7 — &mm%ﬁt%@ﬁum%ﬁ)

0):—‘»11
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R4 IR 2AFFOREENE FO 8 LU AF0 OffFHE

FO AFO0
Avg SD Avg SD
normal | 2.366 (217 Hz) | 0.120 | —5.016 Hz/5ms | 33.892
angry | 2.421 (264 Hz) | 0.114 | —5.921 Hz/5ms | 36.786
happy | 2.622 (419 Hz) | 0.097 | —11.977 Hz/5ms | 69.621

x5 AHNEFSOBEEHE FO B LT AF0 DG

FoO AFO0
Avg SD Avg SD
normal | 2.427 (267 Hz) | 0.063 | —0.717 Hz/5ms | 14.469
angry 2.463 (290 Hz) | 0.074 | —2.854 Hz/5ms | 28.900
happy | 2.606 (404 Hz) | 0.082 | —6.559 Hz/5ms | 54.739

WAVENET % & & &R 7 300 F&a5 (%80 100 #55) %
Wb, BIF, Step 2 THWAFETF—X %2 3—1X2FH
A, WAVENET % & A E & A A L IS,
T L AR DR FO D (R4 B X OV AFO
DL R AE 2 T Th& 4, R5ITRT. K4 ek
5HD Avg I3 F¥ME, SD IR %/RT. 72720, FO
DSEYIE & AR B BB LT s B L., #4
LERFNS, BEIEDFODEHMEIZEWTIEa -8R
FREAREREIEWEE o TS, UL, FO O
HFAZIZBWTIE, BRGHEO IR — RAFHL D E/
WL oTWDE. —J, AF0 OEIMH & (R 212
%bfi,:—Azamwﬁﬁéﬁgﬁibﬁﬁﬁ®%ﬁ
ERREVMERD DD, LHL, ERETEORBEI LD
AF0 O & AR 2 O K /NERIE I — R AEF L FH L
E2IThoTVWAE. AF0 D EEEIZEWTIE, KEWIEIZ
normal, angry, happy 72> TH Y, AF0 DRI
HWVTIX, KEWEIZ happy, angry, normal & 725 T\
5. AF0 X FO DIEE 2EK L TWA DT AF0 D REEHE (R 2
NREVES, THEOFIZF0DABREILRH D Z L 2R
LTWa., I—RNAFFED “happy” 13K 4 £ D FO DAL
BAHRL N2 eDbn D, FRRICAREED “happy” H3%
5 &0 FODRAREMNL N LADND
AREFEIT I - RAEFEORBEZRIIHEEHTETWS
DIFTIERWD, BEHO NIRRT hTws Z
P FO OFEEINE N Z & 72 EEA I EETE TV
2eEZoNG. FRZa—R"2AEFD “happy” 1A D &
L HARTFODEWHARENZD, EREHICBEVTD
mmeimmﬁﬁtm&fFowgm#ﬁmrmé e
D=8, BIERHERTIX WAVENET ® “happy” D IEf#
RBPREL moTWEEEZIOHND.

a—N

4.4 BAMICET HER
4.4.1 HBRAE
ARG E O HRME 2T 5720

Z Mean Opinion Score
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170RIGINAL MLSA WORLDWAVENET

B 4 Average MOS score for all emotions

L Ll

ORIGINAL MLSA WORLDWAVENET ORIGINAL MLSA WORLDWAVENET ORIGINAL MLSA WORLDWAVENET

MOS

(a) angry (b)normal (c) haDDy

5 MOS score for each emotion

(MOS) TAMEB o7z, EBRBINE LML - FEE
T—RIE43 LFEREEL, ThEN 11 AL 240 FKEETH
5. EBRSIMEF LTI LT 5 BE (5: FEIZAMD
HOLDITEZIAS, 4 ANHOFEDOXSICEHIZS, 3:¥
H55THERY, 2HREDXSICHZ X5, 1IEFITHE
TOXOICHIZ?) CaMliz B Itz £z, 5Bl
DOHEIXEEOFEI L I2B ko7, Thbb, b5
F512B8 LT, ORIGINAL, WORLD, MLSA, WAVENET
DHFRPE T VRN, EBRSMEN 5 BB CHZEL,
Z D%, MOBFEICEL TEEBRIZE IR 7x.
4.4.2 ZEBRER

X4 CHARMICET 2EROMEZEZRT. 27720, K
43R ARCBI DT RTOKBEOEYIMERZRLT WS,
2, TI-N—FBREFEXMERT. HRERS L,
ORIGINAL ® MOS D% LH 5 TH B LIXES 0
Z e oh B, WORLD ik ORIGINAL % 434 L THE72 /%

TA=RDP OB/ EB IR aRETHDB. —4h,
WAVENET IZ/&IE Z NV DAPOERI N EFHTH 5.

LA L, WORLD & WAVENET ® MOS fED 7 &3 H
THD. INEFRELFRNZBEEHEIZOVWT EFSEHL
TWEZEEZRLTVWS.

5%, HAELOREEEOEBRMEREZRLTW
5. K5 &H, “angry” & “happy” (2B L T WORLD &
WAVENET Ofiz K& A1k v, LA L, “normal” 124
U TIRHBHZENKE W, ZHIEEIZ “angry” & “happy”
DARY MVRFERF RN BN CRAREMDR D 5720
WORLD O & AR TH - 7-7-beHEZ5NE. 2

XU T, “normal” &, RUEARZ(EVDIRND, D
WEEx D, REDLVWAERERPERINTWZL
FEZohb.
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5 &bHUWIC

AFETIX, WaveNet Z W2 SEHEWE & R WVAUK
EIERIIMEA B E2ERT S HREZRELZ. BELAHRIT
2DODATY THh 575, Step 1 TIRERREHRT —XIZ
Lo TEHERDOREMD % FH L, Step 2 TIIADRDOEIGH
FF—RIC &> CRRIERBI AL TS, EhakHR Lo, #
FHRNIEEEBREZEETRIEERECEHEZERTET
WBHEEZLNDE., X557, SHEOMREIZEL TIZARMD
Kb L-EH e RAETH 5.

SHOMEL UT, FRLRBHEADORIGRFE T — X &
CEBRTFROME L DBBREHSMIZT S I EHBZEITS
nb.
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