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BIE AT, FEINEEERBELEDO R 7Y 27, Deep Neural Network (DNN) % W /-3fi& o
ABDEE " KIET % active learning 28R T 5. AN FETIZ, BEMELMEDTBAa 7Y V7
FERICHE D DNN GEEHOAADFEEZIREL, ZMEEFERICBT 25 EFOME L Hl#EtED
BEMREZHERLTWVS. LrLEsS, Zo¥ERE, FHAa7 Vv 7offEax e, @FEEoiA
AEBROFE A MV EET 5. 18RIETIE, DNN FEEFE DAL DO ICHW % 56 M o ZEN 2 1 LUE
AaA7P—FHEFERAEA TV e IREL, (1) BN TWE 227 2V DNN SEEHEDAALYE &
(2) FEEHDIAAHCROIELIEICH O BEENZOR a7 Y Y e KI8T 5. FEBIFHMEORER LD, 2
BEN AR P EHIBLOOZEEEEFAERET Y ¥ 72 L7z DNN §EEHDIAAEFE T 5 L 2RT.
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1. FLHIC

AEEHEDIAALR, EEDPOLZOFELRIET 279
DOREETHD, AEECHET 2 THERTH L. FHT,
Deep Neural Network (DNN) 125D < speaker encoder IZ
X DB SN 5 DNN GFEHOAA [1) 13, &R [2) %
EEXATIA4E—Yay 3| REDHAINZ X ZI2B W
THEOUBEICKELHML TS, k7, U172 DNN
B DIABTH 5 d-vector [2) 1%, TF A MEFEGH [4]

REHLH 5] REDERI X R 7BV TEREF Db
HHEZHIE T 2700 ERI L LTHHHESATWS
L L5, §E&E#INICHS < DNN GEHEHE DAL, &6
HHEROEBNWLEMUEZEEL TRV, AHZE -
TR LIS WERERBITH D, &R O R EME,
HHEAHE T LOHEE BN O MESL (4], 6] ot
RIENET 5.

C DR L AL, ahEH O EBIZELE 2 E 8
L, ABICE o TR L3 DNN GE#F DAL % EH
TEHRFEERELTWVS [7], 8. ZOFEE, K 1I1TR
Tk, FEMBELNEOTEEHR a7 v e, HEER
a7 ZMHwWw7 DNN G EH DAL DEE M SRS N 5.
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B 1 EBAVESERELUE 2 8 L7z DNN §E A%

FHRa7) TR, FEMEOFENLREMNE LR ITHE
PERa 7752 ERL, HEEORAALDEE T, FHE
B DAL Z FAWTEBZEEEROBLEZ THIT 2 X5
IZ speaker encoder ZFE T 3. ZDFEEELr LT, M
FERa 77O bv, TH1eK, 2L TiT8lh o8
ENB 77 7AW FEEZRELTVS. ZOFEE,
R D d-vector & D & FBIYGEE ML & 5B OHHEE 2 47
% [7], Variational AutoEncoder (VAE) [9] 1230 < Zx¢
ZE 2R (5] 12B T 2EEEIS 7] %2, Tacotron2 [10] 12
#-5< End-to-End 7 B RV Y HILVERERK [11] D5EN
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Spkr. pair pool
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————— | To what degree do these two
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Mm_Mm.o similar?
A‘-" A ?? (=3: dissimilar ~ +3: similar)
84 i
M_M™ .29 “42” n e
- Score (=3’ Audio
H-):7 P+

- = - Listener

2 FEMELEO BRI 7Y VY. ZIHiEE, 5 N07E
FER OGO EBRFMEE —v 25 v O OBELCFHi
35, T v=3¢&L7%.

H#ITERN72 DNN gEEHAA ¥ HTES. —hT, Z

DOFETEX, FEHRa 7V 7OfEEa X b, DNN i

FHDAARELEOFE AR N 2T 570, FHREEBUC

B2 =) T 1 OBUETHENKR-> T3S,

ARETIE, EBIVEEEHEME 2% 8 L7z DNN 5%

BiAAHE & D RIERINCFE T 2 720D active learning %1

35, BFETIE, FEHOFBNZEMUERa 72—

HEFEAERTYS B REL, (1) BllshTws za

7 Z 7z DNN GEEHDIABLO¥EE & (2) dHEHDIAA

HROFUEICHES S BREN ZOFBRAa 7Y V2 K

"3sr2eT, FEaXeEEaXMOmAZRHIELD

DD XVEEEEDIAAZER TS, £, ARTE, £

BRa7 V) B REBEERIET 57 TV SO

B FEBNICHE T 5. ERIVFHEOR R &, R ED

FHRa7 ) ZOE¥Ea R+ ¥ DNN GGEEHEDAAYEY

RrOFEaX bW A ZHEIRL oD, ZEEEEREKET

VYA LR E R R YR TS BRT.

2. FHNEERBELUEZZE L DNN&EE
BHiAH [7], [8]

2.1 FBRROA7V T EMEXITTE

Tk DRERIE [7], [8] TIE, B OZHEEIC X > A
N2 EBNEEEFELE 2 EF L 721750 % Fv T speaker
encoder 2833, N, ZEBRa7 V) 7ICHWSEE
B, S=[s1,--,8i, ,8N.] & Ny x Ny DFELIE R 2
7??5”, 8; = [Si,h Ct 5y Sigs ,SinJT 75_’ i %Eo)gﬁ'%@
N, MR a7 X7 b e F 5. 08 ER s, ; 1%
—v (BLBTVRWY) 225 v GEFIEITWS) OO
ZWD, i HFHL j FEHOFBNGEEMELEZRT. K
BT, 21T ko, “HHY jBFHOFEEHEOHI
ENZFELLTWE 5?7 ML U7 FEFE R
27 OFHIEY UTEMER 27 5, RERT . £,
T80 S EHFMTAI & L, [Rl—5hE N DT %2 7= 3750 A Ak
SEEBFHMIR 27 DRARMEe £ 55, K 3() & (b) i
Fhzh 153 HOMEEE OFLIE R 2 7175 & 2 DI
T2 RS
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(c) Similarity graph embedding
B4 (a) BUERa7RY DAL, (b) BEEER 3 71758
DirA, (c) UL Z 7HDIAAICE-D { DNN FEEEDIA
HDY¥H
2.2 FEHEEREUEICESICEEE
FKalzohETig, BEUER a775oRBEEA L LT,
(1) Ra7{7FHloR 7 bL, (2) Ra 71754k, 21T (3)
Ra7{3H» 68 HE NS 75 7 ORgE R AV % DNN &
FHDAALDEEERIREL TS [7], 8]
2.2.1 FBLEXIT7ARY MILIEDHAH
HER a7 X7 PHDIAATIE, SHEREELZ A
L, YFZaaEOBMER a7 R e TRIT 2 L9512
speaker encoder 2§ 5. FERF QBRI XK
THZbLNI 3.

G 9= G-9) G5 ()

ZZIT, scSeiRrhrhix—ry bofLERaY
N7 kL DNN OFHIFERTH 2. X 4(a) ICHERBEE
Qﬁ%qwﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ?.

2.2.2 FELEXT7ITIIEDAH

UE 2 a 7175 IHDIAA T, 175 S I8 & » TafE
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BIAAZEE DELE W HI# % 5 2 T speaker encoder % %
$5. di = [di(1), - ,di(Na)]" % i FHDFEED Ng X
TLREHDIAAR, D = [dy, -+ ,dy,] ZFET—XIIEE
NZLFEHEDFHEMDIAALE ZL Ng x N, DITAlL T 5.
FEROEELELE, XATHEZL N3,

2

L psy=— = |lKp-S 2
s (D8 = o e Sl @
Kp =Kp — (Kp 0 1y)) (3)
S=5—ly, (4)

ZZT, % ®, 1n, ZLTIN, BZEOhZNTIID 7
EAR=Y R /)L, Hadamard B, ETOEREN 1 TH
% Ny x Ny D15, LT Ny x Ny DHENATHTH 3
2/|11y. — Iy, ||2 134751 Kp — S © HHECHIG L, $H56
BOLGD () A7 — AR IEHULT 2 %E % 5. Kp &
FEEHEDIABD RN THEENS Gram 175 TH 5.

k(dy,dy) k(dy,dn,)
Kp = : : (5)
k(dn,,d1) k(dn.dn,)

ZIT, k(di,d;) 3 d; & d; »HatEINS I — LB
THY, FEEHDAAITHKT 2 FHFRLEINRT 5.
A(b) 1B LS () DR FIER R
2.2.3 HBET S 7EDHIAH
FME 2 S 7HOAA T, @EEEHiRe U, BEUEH
ISP RSN ZHEME S S 7 (K 5) ZREEEL, FHEE
DAADX LFEME TS 7 OWOERETFHTZ L 51C
speaker encoder ¥ H$ 5. ¥EKOEKBEKIZ, XK
ThEzohs.
Ns
L (D,A) =~ Y aijlogpi; (6)
i,j=1,i#j
Ny

- Y (—aij)log(l—pij),

i,j=1,i#j
ZIT, a; FELES S 7 OBHETIIOBEZTH D, B
WER a7 s; ; OMEIEDSNTT T 7 OADERETET
3. AR, HLUER 3 750 E (0,1 ORFICE
B3 2 Z e THLIE Y 7 7 DBHE T Z ER T 5. pij
BEEEHOAAD HEIR SN2 AOERMERTH D, KA
TSR [12] 2BE pij = exp(—||d; — d;|3) T 5.
4(c) W HESRRIRR LEPD) () O EFIEE 7T

3. IRZET 3 active learning

Ak U7z DNN GEEHDIAARFLE R B 2 FBRA a7
Vv T OERERN, FEFEERN, © 2 R ICHHIT 5. K
MTIE, ZOfEEaX FZHIBL 2D, FAVIC DNN &
FHDIAALEFEE T 5720 D active learning ZIEE T 3.
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Foos F004

FO03

B 5 X 3(b) RS 13 HOBBER 2 71755 B H & h 2
777, BEENEHELRL, EBMNELIL ZGHEN
(15, si; > 0) OMICAPRSNTWS. ZITIE, £bE
BN L 238 X D KRWZAR STV 5.
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Annotation Lt e Spkr. encoder
/\ ™ - Unscored %
A ‘A8
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6 FBINFEHEBLELZEZER L 2 DNN EEHDIALD DD
active learning

Active learning [13] IZPHD 7 NN EF— X L ZHD 5

N LT — &2 O THIEE 7V 2 BRINCHEE S

B27DOREATHY, (1) T M EF— R %N E

FNLEB Y (2) FEHRDOET L EH VTR AT T

NETF—REPIET 27 L) EREZHICKIETS 5.

6 I EBIEEE BELUZ 2 Z 8 L 7= DNN f5#H 9
ABD T2 D active learning DFEERKZ RS, I 2T,
N.Co DEEENEZ R a 7 SN Dy & %5 ThOWEE
D, D2HHCTEIL, D, B ENZFEENOFLER 27
ZEBE BRI B S TW RV RES 5.

3.1 RAT7HIFENIFEENERVEEERDAAFE

EHDIAREE T, R a7 S hiGEEN D, D
7 — & % W speaker encoder % E 5. ZDOFEET
X, 22 @iTRT VT DIEKBEBE R/MET 5. Z
Z T, %% active learning D X18 T, speaker encoder ®E
TANRTRA=RIFV Ly P SNFTICERNEH SN S.

3.2 ZROA7MRMFETNTVARVEERDLSDI T UER
7T VERTIX, 73, BRWIZHEE X N7z speaker
encoder HAWT, KIZZA a7 TREFEENZEIRT
SRR FEHE i 7 ) (BB, D, IZ& $N5a5E M
TRROFEMER 7)) ZEKT S, KIZ, oracle (Bl Z1F,
NED7 7 7 —2) LD @OEBIEEOFEE M LT
a7 EITS. ZOMEATIE, Ra 7T REEES
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NOBIHEZRD 5 7 ) BIEOEELZE 2 FD. A
T, 7T VEIEE LT (1) FRIROZELE  RD/NE
W (IS, —viZitWy) GEENTEESE T % Lower-Similarity
First (LSF), (2) LSF ®#IZX}/53 % Higher-Similarity
First (HSF), Z LT (3) PHISNFEALED RS 01380
FEE 0 2 B8 F % Middle-Similarity First (MSF) @ 3 2
ZHS 5.

3.3 ER

8 £ ¥ % active learning ¥, Human-In-The-Loop
(HITL) [14] @ DNN GE#F DA AZEE & UTHRT =
5. ZOBEPS, NEOHMFEFMICHD < FH MDY
B (H121F, DNN R—2 D # % N T & 22 72
SHERR R v b T —2 [15]) OEBGHARTE 3.

4. KERBVEHE

4.1 REREH

AT, FxDWERE (7], [8] & AEkIZ, JNAS a—X
A [16] D 153 4D HAR N HEEEE M O BLUE R 2 7174
SEHWE., BEF—ZDY 7Y 7RI 16 kHz,
TJL—AL¥7 ME5ms &L, ART MILREE LT
STRAIGHT 734t [17] i2 X D 1§57z 39 RD X VT TR
b7 aREE, BIEREE Y L TR Fo, 5 WD IER
HAMEFERE (18] Z w7z, DNN #EEKIIX, K 3(b) 12w
T “FO0L” 205 “F013” @D 13 BLIAD 140 DT — XD 5
5, AEMELEOFH A a7 Y IV EERED 5
FHEEEIRL 2FEED 9 ElR W,
4.1.1 DNN EEIEHAAZHDOEM

ARETIE, 22 i TRz 3 oDEEE EME { 22
TRY Wb, 2a74TE, 257 Y HDIAAR) RHELE
Speaker encoder ® DNN 7 —¥% 77 F ¥ 1%, RIVEHK 4,
FEALE O TEMHALEIENC tanh BEECE W 7= Feed-Forward %
3y hU—Z Y LTHELE. 1E?S 3EZTORNE
D=y MIE 256, FEEHEDAADHHICHWS 4 JEH
ORENED =y FUX 8 ¥ L7=. Speaker encoder ® A
X, 1R S 39 KDANT T AT LMREE Z OBIHEE
BROMBENZ e Lz, ¥FERX, AJREEEZ
0, 71 k2 X5 CEHL L. RO RE kI
i, FEE%E 0.01 & Lz AdaGrad [19] & AWz,
FUER a7 X7 FUVHDIABIZED < FEE (“Sim.
(vec)”) Ti&, BUERa 7174 S D&MD % [—1, +1] D
PN E % & S ICIEREL, 2=y MEOE 140, TEMEAL
BEHUE tanh BIE . T2 HWE R BIML7-. HMEZR a7
ITHEDIAAIHED  FH (“Sim. (mat)”) TlE, H—*
VBEEUZ sigmoid A= AR L, FARO R a7 IEH
L%fT-o 7. FUEZ 5 7HDAARICHED  #H (“Sim.
(graph)”) Tl&, Ra 7% [0, 1] ODEPNIZINE 2 & 5 ITIEMH
LU THBIE Y S 7 OBHETYI 2 ER L 7. &g DD
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scored (PS)

scored (FS)

7 Active learning 123517 % (a) Fully Scored (FS) & (b) Par-
tially Scored (PS) DF%E

AR, BEGEEDOERFEOERXEICE T 3 R E

PHEOLNZEDIABLDFE e UTHE L 7.

4.1.2 ZEESELEROEY

AT, ZaEERERET LYY LT, BRFREE
(Phonetic PosteriorGram: PPG) [20] & FEEHDIAA TSR
1372 VAE [5] Z w7z, PPG ZFll$ 2 DNN D7 —
F77F vid, BIER4, RIWEOTEMERIEIC tanh BE
Be iz Feed-Forward B v b7 — 27 & U THEER L 7=,
RO =y MK, £ TOET1024 £ L7%. DNNOD
ANNFEEEEDIAADDD LR U TH D, speaker encoder
DFEBRFICHWEFHEDOB L Z 50 XF20EAEHW
T, 43 X7LD PPG 2H#EET 2 L5 12¥E L. FEHoT
ARy 7803100 £ L7z, VAE ® DNN 7 =% 727 F ¥ 13,
encoder ¥ decoder 2» 5K & 1% Feed-Forward 2 % »
MY —2 ¥ L7z. Encoder %, iEMH(LEEEUC ReLU % W
72 BOBNEERD, ANTr 72T MR Y 208N
R & 43 KITD PPG DFEERZ bvh 5 64 KITDE
EAR BT 2 X5 L. H1ECE 2 BORM
EBoL=y MU ZENZFHN 128, 64 & L7z. Decoder i,
encoder ¥ MFFDRNEEFH, BELR, PPG, ii&EH
DIABDIEE R FAD S, AVT TR T MEHE ZD
R EZETT S LI L. ZEOT Ry /¥
25 2 L7z, BREFRIEZOERICIE, 1 X025 39 XD
ANT TAN T LR, BREFED 0 RXNVT TR L7 A
RE, FO, FEFEBIEREEZ .

4.1.3 Active learning D&

Active learning T3, 7(b) ITRFT XS1Z, 140%D
FEEEE 28 AR 0% BE 704 WaEIL, Big
RO THEEMBLER a7 3B A TH RN E NS
BEPOFEERB L. AETE, 1) Ra7ffrzh
FeEiE N 2 vz 1 K v 7 @ DNN G#EHOIAARER &
(2) FEHINFEEREDAAZA W 2 B REL
7z. Active learning O IEEIEIX 115 & L, #F&RIEEHED 2
TV BUIEBRINC 43 LEGE L 7z,

ARETIX, % T 3 active learning DEFMEE, 2.2 HiT
BRI BB (“Sim. (%)) BITHALICFHML /2. 22T,
3.2 TtbR7= 32D 7 Y ¥l (“LSF”, “HSF,” “MSF”) I1Z
fZ, active learning Z V312, K 7(a) & (b) ITRT A



BIRUEF MRS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

a 7R TZENZ I speaker encoder & 115 TR v 7225
X7z Fully Scored (“FS”) & Partially Scored (“PS”) %
gL 7.

4.2 ZHEHFE

REFHMGE LT, FHEEDIAADNZ FWT Y i%ahE 0
BEHCELLT0 205052 HET 5 2 EDEE
7LD Area Under the ROC Curve (AUC) [21] ZETHE L
7z. AUCIZ0.5 %5 1.0 DfEZED, HA3 1ISET UL
WEE KD FEEREV 2MESEETATH 2 Z L ZBIKRT
5. RFETIE, %3 3 active learning DK X D ZD
AUC 3D K SIS 2 00 % FHii L 7.

X 8 IZFHlifE R AR T, CORFORMR L FEZH
ZICFS” & “PS” DIREED S active learning & FWVFIC
speaker encoder % 115 TR v 78 X E 7R D REN IR
AUC 2T 3. =T, “LSF,” “HSF,” 2 LT “MSF”
D7 TV ¥IE % FH W T active learning %17 o 7o i #i& G R
D AUC I, “FS” LB —HLRWV. T, mER
WHBHS M2 BMUER 73T R TOFET—HT 55,
active learning {2 & D speaker encoder (&5 72 % B TiE
BRI O FBNBREUEZ LB L0 TH 5. FHlifE R
5, ¥, active learning {281} 3 7 =V ¥I&IX, AUC @
WEICKRELSHET 2 DR TE S, g, “MSF” %
W7z active learning I, FEEDBENKS T, AUC D
WHEICHAMTH 2 DR TES. £, “Sim. (vec)”
& “Sim. (graph)” {ZB1F % active learning {Z, “PS” £ D
HEWV AUC 2P R WRERETER L TED, 2o
WFEEFEE R L OX) (“Seen-Seen”) ¥ FEHFHE-RHIFEE D
Xf (“Seen-Unseen”) OMi T THEL TS Z e Hbh 5.
—7C, “Sim. (mat)” {% “Seen-Seen” @4 — AT AUC %
WELTWABD, “Seen-Unseen” D7 — A THLLTWVWS
ZEHTERTE, ZO¥BENHWS T —RITBLKET
LHEMICHZ Z e ERRL TN,

4.3 EHEHE

Active learning 2 ® speaker encoder 2> 5155415 DNN
FEEHDAAE FWz VAE XN—ZZFEEERERET LD
FEEHMIZEM L 72, AT, RAGEE 13 % (“F0017-
“F013”) OFE A Z W 3EEBIG D & E O HRME L &
FHEOMEZ, 5 BRED Mean Opinion Score (MOS) 7 & T
¥ Degradation MOS (DMOS) 7 & M2 & b 22 i
L7z, ZOFHIiTIX, “FS” & “PS” O%¥E %D DNN i
EFHDAA L, 7T VY LT “MSF” ZHW\WT, iz
5 RAREEK (30, 60, 90) TH T X7z active learning %D
DNN fEEHDIAAZ B L2, Z D active learning D X
BEEZX, Zheh2RoBELER a7 D 62.5%, 5%, £
LTC87.5% B L7z 2 e ioHisd 5. FHEi&EIZ SV K
Vo2 Y AIC kWD BN 50 HTHD, 650 (50 FiE/
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®1 AREFOEAMICET 5 MOS . £o 2%1HIZ, 2a7ff
ENFmENOBEEEZERT 5. KFD MOS fHEiE p > 0.05
T “FS” Y HEENRVI L ZEKT 3

Sim. (vec)  Sim. (mat) Sim. (graph)

PS 50.0% 2.91+0.14 2.984+0.13 2.9440.14
MSF  62.5% 2.99+0.12 2.974+0.13 3.114+0.13
75.0% | 3.11+0.13 3.02+0.13 3.12+0.14

87.5% | 3.1840.13 3.04+0.13 3.13+£0.14

FS 100% 3.19+0.13 3.02+0.12 3.18+0.13

£ 2 ANEFOMEEFELMICET 2 DMOS fd. R0 2 FIHIK, 2
ayftEhiFEROEEZERT 2. KFO DMOS fHik
p > 0.05 T “FS” * HEAEPRVWI L E2EKT S

Sim. (vec)  Sim. (mat) Sim. (graph)

PS 50.0% 2.85+0.14 2.90+0.13 2.86+0.13
MSF  62.5% | 2.95+0.14 2.93+0.13 3.03+0.13
75.0% | 3.04+0.14 3.00+0.13 3.02+0.13

87.5% | 3.05+0.14 3.03+0.13 3.06+0.13

FS 100% 3.14£0.14 2.98+0.13 3.08£0.14

HE x 133E) HOEFEY Y IADHR S T 2 X AT
HENZ 209 Y IV ORERFMEL 7. A5toOFHlit v b
3 (MOS or DMOS) x 50 FHii#%0) = 100 TH o 7.
1rR22IZENLZNMOS 7 A+ & DMOS 72 + D
ERERT. FHMERID, “MSF” i “FS” & FRIfEED
BRERMEZ, XDPRVBRAa 7 TERLTVWS Z
EWMEERTE 5. BIh, #8439 5 active learning 1%, F#l
2a7 Yy 7OfE¥Ea R e DNN EEHEDAALEE /KD
FFEaX bZEIB LD, ZEEEHRENETY VI
WU ERREEETE 2 REEZRE L. —/5T,
“Sim. (mat)” OFHEFERICEH ST 22, “PS,” “FS,” ZL
T “MSF” OICAEEEIIMRTERY. ZOFEKE LT,
B 8(b)(2) WRTEEAHEAIEZ SN 5.

5. BHOIC

ARG TlE, FBIRVEEE BELE 2 &8 L7z DNN & H
BiAH%E X DRI HEE T 272D D active learning %
REL, EBWFHMIC LD Z0EMEEZ R L. 5K,
active learning 12851 % 7 T VR E DN =0T X —
RO BHET 5.

HHEE L RIFZEO—ERIX, JSPS BHFE 18722090 D BIAK,
M U#EHE SCOPE(Z %S 182103104) DZEAL% 21T H
L7z,

BEH
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