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* Joint adversarial training algorithm of speech recognition and synthesis models for many-to-one voice con-
version using phonetic posteriorgrams by SAITO, Yuki, AKUZAWA, Kei (DeNA Co., Ltd./The University
of Tokyo), and TACHIBANA, Kentaro (DeNA Co., Ltd.).
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2 i ME S 2 HilfI e EB L THEEI NG, G(-) D
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@é ﬁ()tﬁ()@ﬁ%w&k?éii_, R(+)
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N7 G AR E O BB A AL OB D R T X
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GAN Oli Fiz&D < #H7 %, @R/ TR
, SERABHEROEVETHE/ILTED, £Hf—
HRABIZB T2 AME RO MEREVNGFTE 5.
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4.1 EBRFH

AFETIX, 3 DOFHE I — N A% T ERMIL
fliz475. 1 DHIX CSJ (Corpus of Spontaneous
Japanese) I—/NZ [11] TH 0, BMFEH 94748 - X
PEEEH ATORIZ & BE/ u—2, W&, Wit worz
PR LR AR D EF 2 EL. 2D 5B DK 99% D ¥
A G EAME T VEEHO LG 3 — A DM
£9%. 2 D0HIZNICT FENGEa— N2 [12] TH
0, 1 ZOLVEFEIC & 2 EEGEE AR E2 ST,
FRBEHZBEWT, —MEEH L FETI, SRR
RONHIZIE R VPR I N2728, KRETIE,
ZOA—NAZEHEEND 5,174 Fikr EHEERET
WVEEHOHKGEE I —XADO) 235, 3DHIX
ATR TYRNLNFRT—RZR=AD+E vy b C[13] TH
D, BUVEGEH 148 % - ZMEEE 143 2 K BHiA bk
FHREHRRDOEFE 28D, Z05b0RME104 - &
P10 2% 20— S REBO ANGEE L U, 2fgs
DB 2 B AT B0, KFEEDNRT LI
T 1R FREANTUALA0N) WS, FH
T=ROY VTV VTP 16kHz TH D, HH
R %, WORLD A2 —4X [14] ZHWTHiE S 1
TR FO, 39RDANT T AN T MR, LTI

Table 1 EEBRWFHECHWZDNN D7 —FF 27 F ¥

Ermmtr Il R() = R () || BREMRETIV G()

BEHRETTIV R () ConviD(256, 15, 1)
Conv1D(256, 15, 1) ConvlD(512, 5, 2)
Conv1D(512, 5, 2) Conv1D(1024, 5, 2)
Conv1D(1024, 5, 2) DeconvlD(512, 5, 2)
DeconvlD(512, 5, 2) Deconv1D(256, 5, 2)
Deconv1D(256, 5, 2) Conv1D(39, 15, 1)
BERFAEFTIV Rp(-)
Conv1D(43, 15, 1)

KX A VBEETIV Dao(-) FETTETIN Doy (r)

ConviD(512, I, 1)
ConvlD(512, 5, 1)
Conv1D(512, 5, 1)
ConviD(1, 1, 1)

ConviD(512, T, 1)
ConvlD(512, 5, 1)
Conv1D(512, 5, 1)
ConviD(1, 1, 1)

JIAVERRER [15]) TH B, EXR—FHELHTIE, 11k»
5 39IRETDANT TANT LMEEE DNN IZ& -
TR, WEFO IRELEE T 5. JEAMMERERE
0IRDANT TA LT LMREUL, BHTTEEFHOS D%
Aws.

ARTHWSE2TODNN DT —F 727 F v L, K
f77MD 1D convolutional neural networks [16] T &
D, FERAROANRIIEEZ 1287V -0 T 5. K
B E TV Re(+) 1%, 13¥RD MFCC & % O
B o, 256 OTDBHEEREZ ML T 5. X7
HETNV R,(+) &, BIELEEMAWT, 43 tDOH
KB G RFRMEEEZ THT 5. HFEERET IV G()
&, ERFRMERD S HINEEE D 39 KTDANT T
A b7 LMREE FHIT 5. DNN ZERHTIE, FEE
ZRTCZ LT 0, DL ICERES 5. FAA
VIlAIE TV Dac(+) \&, WELEEHNT, 200
RAA Y DO ¥ DM ZERIT 5. FEHRIEE TV
Dy (+) \&, HWEEED AT T AN T LR 8E G(-)
DFRHER %A 5. 2 TO DNN DOFENJEOEM:
{LEA%EIE, leaky rectified linear (LReLU) [17] &9
5. M EOEMEBESIE, FHEEEET IV R() =
R, (Rs(+)) Tl softmax B, Dqc(-) Tl sigmoid B
Beds. wmFEEE<HIZ, 2TODNN DN
JEIZR LT, 2=y MivE#E% 0.5 £ L7z dropout [18]
ZHEMAYT 5. ZEHOPCREELDZDIZ, G(-) DH
1 @ % bk < 2 TOFENJE T batch normalization [19)
M9 5. Table 1 (2 DNN 7—F% 5727 F v D#f
MzxRY. 22T, KFHD “ConvliD(Coy, k, 5)” &
“DeconvlD(Cous, k, 8)” 1ZZFNZ 3 1D convolution
& O 1D deconvolution E XL, Cou, k, slEZEH
THHIF ¥ 2 IVEL, convolution {HE D 7 — )L
A RXEANTA NIETHS.

ERROYMZE L LT, 2HEEE T -2 DM 12
BENDEFEFFE LAV 1 TRy 7 OHATFEFIZLD
R(-) 2M59 5. HiFEHORET LT Y XA,
FHEEE 0.01 & U7 AdaGrad [20] TH 5. HHiF
Bk, CSJ I —RRADEET— X UUSNDOFKEE IS
27 V=L T OERRHEIL, 804%TH o7 A
MTIE, ZOEHEBBETNVEZHMWEZLTO 320
FEERIET 5.

Baseline: [EE X7z R(-) ZH\Wz G(-) DFHE [1]

Prop. (GAN): (wgr,wg) = (0.0,0.5) & &E L7z
FKIEIZE D R(+) & G(+) DFEIFFHE

Prop. (DAT-GAN): (wgr,wg) = (0.25,0.5) &%
EUREEIZES R(+) & G(+) DFEIFYH

X - HREBET VI, DO ITEENE 2F %

W5 TRy 7 D%EFIZL OHET S, 1REEDE



Table 2 ZHEFOEHARMEIZET S MOS 2a7 &
95%15 #H X [#]
F2F M2F
Baseline 2703 £ 0.124 2510 £ 0.113
Prop. (GAN) 2.997 + 0.131  2.553 + 0.116
Prop. (DAT-GAN) | 2.953 + 0.125  2.747 + 0.119

Table 3 ZMEHOFHHLWECHT LTV 77 1
YARAT
(a) FIMEHA O FFELEH (F2F) OF5R
Method A Score Method B
Baseline 0.317 vs. 0.683 | Prop. (DAT-GAN)
Prop. (GAN) | 0.387 vs. 0.613 | Prop. (DAT-GAN)
(b) FEMEM D EFEZHS (M2F) OfER
Method A Score Method B
Baseline 0.283 vs. 0.717 | Prop. (DAT-GAN)
Prop. (GAN) | 0.373 vs. 0.627 | Prop. (DAT-GAN)

BTk, HMEEEUNDEEZ S RV EEE T — &
(™) 1M D) 7 s Sy R ATt I NG, 4
TO DNN 29 25t 7V T X A0%, FER%
0.01 & U7- AdaGrad TH 5.

4.2 FHFME

259 RY =X BT AT LEHWT,
ZEFEDOEHRMICET 2 5 B D mean opinion
score (MOS) 7 A b &, FEHHLMEICETSTY 77
LY AXAB T A M EZEMT 5. #EEOBIZX, 20
T304 TOTHS.

4.2.1 ZEEFFEOBAMICET 25ER

Z 2T, BHEREL, TR LITERRENT 60
BTN OEEEE (10 L OEMtEEE, LWEEE
O LMEGE (F2F) & BMEREH & ZMEGE (M2F) O
230 DA, 3FE) OERME 5 B TR 5.
Table 2 I[ZFHikE R %2R, £9, FAMEMOZTHE
#1 (F2F) TIX, “Prop. (GAN)” & “Prop. (DAT-
GAN)” Oj /5% “Baseline” & 0 H ARIZEHNAIT
EEB/BLTWS. LALERARS, B OEHEE
(M2F) Tl%, “Baseline” & “Prop. (GAN)” A3
7 ORIZEREITASNR V. U2, FEEMDE NN
FRHZEAZIZ 0 2 BURIOZEBUIZ B W T, GANIIZED
B EWEMT 57213 TIE, SRS E D #S
FOHRUEDPBRE L LW A REBEI NG, — 5T,
“Prop. (DAT-GAN)” &, fhod 2 FiEX b HEI
BWAaT7E2BEELTEYD, DAT ¥ GAN O 52
B EREIED, BWItEEH ORI S FTIT A
FZHEOBEAMZWEITEZ W REINT.

4.2.2 ZMBFEOFEERBIEICET 25HM

Z ZTI3, Table 2 DFHffifi5RIZED &, (1) “Base-
line” & “Prop. (DAT-GAN), ” £ U T (2) “Prop.
(GAN)” & “Prop. (DAT-GAN)” % t#L, “Prop.
(DAT-GAN)” OEEZREES 5. SHEEBRER, Z
VR MRRRE NI 40 2 TV OEHEEFE (10 40
LZWOGE#, F2F & M2F O 2@ 0 OZH, 2580 O
Fei) oFEERLINE & FEM S 5. S EUVE 2 B4
572DV 77 VY AHERELT, FET-RIIEE
NZVWHWEEED 1 RiHE2zHW5.

Table 3 IZFHlifERZ/mRd. ZDRKD, “Prop.
(DAT-GAN)” 1%, “Baseline” & “Prop. (GAN)” @

WAL CABICEWAITZ2EEALTED, 20
BREOEZEOMSEIZET 2 EMEARI NI,
5 &bHUYIC

ARETIE, SEFEBHEEZAWZSEH —SHEEHD
i GEE D 72 8D D 7 AR - AR E T )L O [RIFRFON
WAIREL, ERNFMEICE D 20EMME R L.
S50, BEREDONAN—NFTA—ROHEOHE
X, RIEMETY VI [21) DEAERMGTT 5.
SiEE: AT, JSPS BHMEE 18722090 DX 1% %
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