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Hidden Markov Model-Based English Singing Voice Synthesis
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H5FEL AL THEHENRYIV I 7EFIV (Hidden Markov Model; HMM) 12352 { $EREHH A% 122 T
#HRZ, HMM #EEH Y AT 413, FREAOHET— 512300 T, o1 LoARY My, KBNS, ©
77— F% HMM IZX D FEBEICETMELTEBE, AREEIEAR L 72 WilkFE O A DT HMM % i
L, HFEXERTS. CNFETIE, HREOEELSHTFTFEENT S VAT LADPRES N, 1 —FICL 5%
HEROBOR—=A N E LTHHSNTETn.S, KX TIRIDYAT L%, WiEOHFEZERTEL L)1
PERT B 72012, FFEHFFEMO I Y T 7 A P EREFRL, IEOERF & EEOR G 2 Ief T 5 FEEIRET 5.
ZH - FEEEMERRIC X VAR AR L, F70, AARBRAEGHR & OLBEELIT.

F—7—F EFEHFEH, HMM 4G, HMM #7545

1. ¥ z2» %

32— F L BHWTTEROWZEE T S ATh
NTHY, RIETIE, VOCALOID [1] Dl & Hv
TG 7 b 2 T ARSI, ALCFIE NS
Lo TETVE, T2, — DAL OFBMEN
EELIZONT, LYHIC, HFEEHVFORT,
HFELMERDLELIEDTELRR LY AT LDOE
ENETE o Cwh. EB, UTAU [2] S 0#5E G o
7207 =7 My TIIBWTIE, 2 —FAER
L7724 DWHTFTIATITIUNRHENRTVWEL, FH L
72T, Fex Oif7Es IV — 71, HMM 1250 s
A3 BIRELA. FEVAML =V a VO
WEB #—¥E X [4],[5] % —#ABHLTHEY, ThIT
12 OI—FITFFEN TN 5.

B, —BICHVWON TV ARELAR Y AT LD%
U, HALEII S 5 VI FE SR L I 5 &
ERFREFMETA T4 7D WT WD, FFlsE
BoOEEERTRTE, 50 Lo/ INTHE
T =4 2FZ R IH5EL, LT F A MILE
THEFZER, EETHZ812XD, SHEEAHT 5.

T W RIS, ARl
Nagoya Institute of Technology, Gokiso-cho, Showa-ku,
Nagoya-shi, 466—-8555 Japan

a) E-mail: nkazu@sp.nitech.ac.jp

1572 BFIEREEFSHNFE D Vol J97-D No. 10

UL, HMM #5&MOIE L % - 72 HMM 555
AR, BRI A WIATO X ) e
LD,

(1) GZoNHFEFRT—FICEITTETVEHE)
FETHILIZLY, TEEBEOF DR REEA Y A
WEREERCHHATAEREEMTHIENTE S,
(2) HBWMAZVEOFET -5 TEmBEREH %
ERTAHIENTE L.

(38) FTHFET—F2TVIALDYAT AICHEMT S
WEDR T2, BETHD.

(4) HMM OEFNI8T X — 5 % #EYIEET 2
LD, MABFOEREFEHLILENTES.
2 (4) 13 HMM &H 88 N0 BE LB RO —D
Thh, EBIC [FxrM5] sigsnT k6], [7%
RS | SEEMMFE T, [FE2E2 ] BAFFS)
HEDPRESNTN S,

HMM #= G R0CE, fFil & 2 L7235 o
Rz HMM 12X ) E7 VLT 5. A7 My, FEK
Bk, ¥7I— s ERBICETVET 2R E -
ThBY, FHEIEIIELY, EREEEOZEN Y — 1
FoTEREINBEFLNNL—vay, F—Nva— b
DT TR, EHICHTIRFEDOI LI V7
HEISE T 5720, 8/, %/ VEOHBAS A
EZLHEBTLIENTED,

HAGEOH G ECFIH S NS L9112k D

pp. 1572-1581 ©—#tHEAEFIEREEFS 2014



S PNV T T E TS  BEEHGE A

D05 5N, ARFELUIOHGE bHDbEL LI TE
B I E - FOEBOEIILLY, F7-,
Fp o N & SHFE G AFIATE S L9127k 5 L HIRF
TE %, ZO70IIEHTE AR D% 5 RER TG AL
ETHY, TOHE—FL LT, WRLEEE LTER
L CTWABIFEIIIET 5 2 &, JEwIca Mt Ev
EHEZOND . KL TIIHTED G NG TS AW %
T B72012, SHUAEEIMR KRN 2 T TH
% HMM H A AW OB D BB A ST
ERETD.

DT, 2. THMM #HjEEK S AT HI2DWT, 3.
T BAFA DT OWT, 4. TIEREEL %
B YRR SIRICDOWT, B, TIZEMEEER I DWW Tk
N, REIC6. TEREFLED D,

2. HMM #EEKRT X T L

HMM #HAE GRS AT LA OMEZK 1 1RT. 2
DY AT LIFEFE - GWIEO DD/ — | THEL S
na.

2.1 % B

HMM DFEBE D 729012, #HiFT— 5 R= A0 5 %
TEYEBE A M T 5. JEBAR2 PLIZ3ZANVT T A
7o, WEEARRES, 77— 8T A=8 (IR
g, FWE) [9], ThHD8T X —F DEIEE %
HAwWTEBY), HMM 12135 22 EORERSAil2 3D
W72 HMM (Multi-Space Probability Distribution
HMM; MSD-HMM) [10] # VT3, EF VD%
BIIERHEALTIT O A, FHEHRR AR S E LR &%

———
( Singing voice Singing voice signal
Spectral Excitation Vibrato
parameter parameter parameter
Musical extraction extraction extraction
Tr::rltng < scorer; Mel-cepstrum | Fo Vibrato
Training of HMMs
(Extracted parameters and state duration)
Context-dependent
HMMs
~
-
Musical
score
| Conversion |—)| Parameter generation from HMMs |
Synthesis,
4 part =< Mel-cepstrum Vibrato
Excitation generation
MLSA filter Synthesized
“ singing voice

1 HMM HHEER S AT L OB
Fig.1 Overview of the HMM-based singing voice
synthesis system.

ERLIzarT oA MEET LV EH WML T
VYT RATS. AT A METOHRBEZERE LM
HREBRERICEY, RONHFRT—7TELD
DETENN=FTLHIEEATERTH L7720, JELR
WCEDSCaryF s AN TR ) V1] #HWTE
BHRETNVEBEL TN D,

2.2 & & =

HE L 72 W OFEE 7 — & 2 Sl L #E S
DAy F s ANEICET VRS L. KICHE
T =5 OFEFREREFR LREEET V555
MRl IR OB R & ke, i L-E TV
BT A—=FHEFETITY ZL[12] 128 ) /8T A —
YR EAER TS, FLT, €7T7— b XTA=F0
5EME L 7RG & i AR M RGN IC B G b
TET7I—bE2WHIL, AR LIT A= IIHEDN
T, MLSA 7 1 V% [13] Z#Bf#) 3 5 Z & THF = &
K 5.

3. HMEEREFREDOFE

HMM HAEER S A7 4 Tld, %0 HMM 5754
ETEHWONZW, FEFEY A I 7ETIV (4] RE
EIEHALEEE [15) OBAIL LY, HABHFOLSKE
L LTWw5,

3.1 BEEZAIITETIL

HMM #7555 OS5 4 3 > 7133 O G
PHRLN LAY, FEEEY) DY A4 IV 7 THROWHT &,
BONZEREFIL) ALEOLWAAKRLE LD L
ZoTLEH. T, ABOHFIIBWT, EBO
REIAIVTEEEEDY A IV F ORI 73
NHHFAET 572D THEH. TOBIZK 2 ITRT. TD
FIUTMEFHRD ) LIZEL LI LB EWD, FO—)
THEMBMIIITNEDEL2HERALDH ), wTho
BECBVTHHFOREE €7 VLT 5 LTHE

- J J
[Notetiming] s | y a | n e |
time-lags Nﬁ * ”ﬁ

Voice timing sil \

Waveform of
natual singing voice

ya‘ne‘

2 BEIALIVTOTNOH
Fig.2 An example of time-lag.
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BERERTHDH, €T, EBOANBOHE DI 5
AIVIOTNEF/ET A0, BEIAIVITE
TN [14) DRES NI, BFEIA IV ITETNVE, &
BLEFORICE N L LHOF ROBMEIERH &3¢ L
DEFDHEFORIGEEOEN EN L BV R DD L
WO B EZRIET 5. FEHOBICIE, & 50 LRk
LTBVWHREETVE W THEE T - OEHET T
ARXY PR LD ETHELEDOIFMBERZIUS L, 7
I _EOFHEFF O BEEEE & Z OFFFN OO HFED B
B D% 1 RITCOH T AGAHACTETMET 5. &
BEIZIE, BHEIA IV TETADL YA I T DT
n%kb Tz $ 2 CIRE R 2 G 5. 5
FEYALIVITEFVERCLIET, VALEDH S
AR % A 5 2 L AU REIC 2 B

3.2 SIEEMRELEE

HMM #5 GBI TFETH 2720, F8T7—

KCEINTVWEEHIIERT AL TE RV, H5

DEEEEHRT A0, HL0IEEEELY
BF— s R=A % MET LLEDNDH LD, EBIHH
WEINLEBICERY DB DL720, HOWLEEY
WYL +RICEL T = RN—2AFHETLI LI
WEETHs., 22 TEREERET VLT LD TIEL
<, %%@ﬁﬁ%$ﬁﬁﬁ¥ﬂkﬁﬁmﬁﬁmiﬁ%
ETMELT B EEIERLEE [15] 2SRE S .
pDAYT I AMNEHDOHLIREEG | bﬁ%ﬁﬁ%¢

JEI I 0 e R B R O PR o sl AP kR T
ENs.
A = i+ b ()

ZIT, pi (W ONBIERTH PR L R OEROE
%@$ﬂf%b,%muuﬁ®ﬁﬁ%$ﬂﬁﬁfﬁé
FHOEBIIEED T OHEET 2 LEE %L, HHEO
ﬁﬁ%$ﬁ%%&iﬁ@ﬁﬁ ERERTTADOHRE
EEd 2. FRERLFEZHCLZLETHLY D

4.1 REEEROIUEFIE®R

— RIS HARGEOREN X T E % 2 2 KB TRl
e, E=THNODPREFEROGIET — TV EHE
FTAHILILLY, FAETREIN ﬁ##é t#T
Thb. ZNIK LT, HEFEOEEIL, —#kiIC
WRT &L L%wT#Z%f%ﬂéﬂﬁﬁét
s L BFOMNIL T — 7V HET 5 217 Tk
“the” X “lead” @D & ) IZMRICZ L > THEEDEL D B I
AR FLI) ENTER Y. 22T, KEHOLT
ﬂ#% TN BIRERWAAT I LT 72 5.
KIF TR S NIz 7 L— R LMD K %30 & B
LORRERBTT 22 128, #EAoXTy % &%
TN, BEAETH LT 7V &) B2y
H$ 5. HEFFOXT L REOMBOGIEE 112, &
BONTEREOMBOBEZE 2 ITRT. £2 128
VB R A RERAN TS 5 2 LT, BEDV T T
FlEEEF P ELONL,. 2 TR &EFEEXAT
572012, BFEERFTRLTVS

PEERASIRICH S T2 77 A FOEE OO
HAEI Y77 2 N [4] 27012 () SlkEI > 77 2
b EWMAET T 7 A M AR 50T, (1) EEE
DY 5 TN EHKEDE— T OGN 2 AT
BERlcT A Tcaryy s A MedaBibL, (i) §
A O Y oW R ERT S 2 L THELTE
BWSHEUHGEO Iy T2 AN ERRAB LT E. 2
IZ& D, WFEOARICETNET 7y PRTA ML
ATEWMO I T & HEIZ R D .ﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁtﬁ%
KA 2D TR FE I T 7 A P RE 3 I

7. S OERE b ORGERT L L.
KESCCIETERERMAAT IS Flite [16] %, HEEREEIC
CMU Pronouncing Dictionary [17] ZHH L7z, &

o o o ® & O
ha - ppy birth - day to you ha - ppy
5
2 L T Il T T s
1 L T T & T ul T
i i — i T C——— i i —
J d - - hd b4 —
birth - day to you ha - ppy birth - day dear sin - sy ha - ppy
90 | s
Y1 T T T T T T T T n ]
%b o J & — s o — f J — —
> |- L Il T Il Il > | - Il —1
E L4 £ - &
birth - day to you ha - ppy birth - day to you ha - ppy

3 HFEOREH OF
Fig.3 An example of English score.
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1 HAFEOLTLIEEDORROL
Table 1 An example of the relationship between Japanese characters and pronun-
ciations.
String Mora FOl A Z el x S D 7z ¥ E] S A
Pronunciation | Mora ge | N | ko tsu ya ma no ta nu ki sa | N
Phoneme g‘e N k‘o ts‘u y‘a m‘a n‘o t‘a n‘u k‘i s‘a N
£ 2 FFHEOLT LHETOMROY
Table 2 An example of the relationship between English characters and pronun-
ciations.
String Word rhythm of the classical music
Syllable rhy thm of the clas si cal mu sic
Pronunciation | Syllable rih dhaxm ahv dhax klae sih kaxl myuw zihk
Phoneme | r | ih dh‘ax‘m ah‘v dh‘ax k‘l‘ae s‘ih k‘ax‘l m‘y‘uw z‘ih‘k
%3 av7s7AMO—HE
Table 3 Proposed context design.
Phoneme | Quinphone. (Phoneme within the context of two immediately preceding and succeeding phonemes)
Syllable | Number of phonemes in {previous, current, next} syllable.
(Mora) | Position of {previous, current, next} syllable in note.
Language dependent context in {previous, current, next} syllable.
(English: with or without {accent, stress}, Japanese: undefined)
Note Musical {tone, key, beat, tempo, and length} of {previous, current, next} note.
Position of current note in {measure, phrase}.
With or without a slur between current and {previous, next} note.
Dynamics to which current note belongs.
Difference in pitch between current note and {previous, next} note.
Distance between current note and {next, previous} {accent, staccato}.
Position of current note in current {crescendo, decrescendo}.
Phrase Number of {syllables, notes} in {previous, current, next} phrase.
Song Number of {syllables, notes} / Number of measures.
Number of phrases.

NoHIZ, RWEFEET i, BFEORMEOME &
T “paun” &, TLAERT “br” A%, K
AN OERE Yy bE L.

4.2 YSTILOENLETFE

WEEOFEE TIE, X 3 @ “happy” X “birthday” D
L9, —ODHEPEROEFITH SN TR S
NTWHZEHL\n, UL, T—Y053EmIc#aE % i
WmEBEZ, YT TNVOEFMETIEL (oH L TR
BT B EIERE v, BlzIE, “everything” &\ H
FEld “e, verything”, “ev, erything”, - - -, “everythin,
g DEIITIEY I SINLTREMESDH Y, Lok
IHESNTGEICDHFA LG TEL L), &
eI TNORILEHEET HLENH L. —HT,
2= & B HFED G 2 WEF AT =y 7 L,
2T TNVERPINI BT L5 & IR 5 kb E 2
LNDH, BRI HSH TV L FHEFIIBITL Y
T T NER e L —FPERT 2 LENH Y, HEFAT
OFEWEAMET 5 REMESH 5. T2, NG s
HORALFR LWL PG L Vo o REICE

FRSNTWARWVHEFEDTHG & L CTATI SN 5EAI10E
RN P I HEEO TR 5 v T T UVH 2 HEE T %
VBN B LD, T—FPET 22T TV LR
FETEIC L VHEE SNV T TVERP—FT 5 &
BBRS ez, 20 &) BBEICLERE YT TN
O3t EHEE T B THESLEL L, LOFFICED
DI TNEEN B TELERPIET ST, KFHLT
ZRD 2 FLERET 5.
1: KWL SEINHET LHOBEHFPLIEIZY T TV
—OTOENMT, BY) BWERED Y T TV E
MET L. RoltBGREREBEOEFIIR-72V 7V
ZETHYHBTS.
2: AATICEDICENHT EHFoRa 72 HwT
TITNEEN YT, BY RVESIE—omDY ST
NEMET S, TFEOFLETIORT.
27y 71 BEROXFTHRE LI N T2 T,
EHFEFUTOLIICAaT7) v 75, 3, &5
FIZED B THONTWLHFOLFRE DY v T
A, WFIE, HEOTNT 7Ry h—D—DThE L
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p .

every - thing
1: [eh]
2:[eh|v,r,iy]

[v, r, iy | th, ih, ng]
[th, ih, ng]

K4 2FHOL T TVOEY B TFik
Fig.4 Two methods for syllable allocation.

TWh, 72720, I I NVERET L7108

BENL LG ENLEFIITELRMICY T 7V %24

NDLBTCLRETHLEEZLNLID, HEELD

WREPEDYER VI “a”, “e”, 97, “o”, “u” 3o

LFED2UFHERDLEITAT Y M5, HlziE

2 12BWVWT, “classical” &\ ) HEEIZ LT “a”

EIOEFT W x—DHEATEY, TN5DOUT

FERLDL T TNIGTON, BEOEZIIBWT

BEERoTWA, ZOL) T “a”, “’, 4,

“’, “u” 134 L OBEIREEOEF L 2 DD, FAk

DT D, 2DO—20FK 2 ® “thythm” TH D,

FEADLFIZIE “a”, “e”, 47, “0’, “u’ DVITh

DLTHEE RV, BEOERIIEEED.
275y T2 BEMOIXIATEEE BEHNOSHK

% N, FREEBITREE DY T 7VHE S, BT n

BUFAXFEAT Y N e, ELIZEE, FFn DA

A7 wy &, AATOEERDV YT TVEHEEFEL L

L ENITRATERT L.

we = o @)

D onr=1 Cnt
27y 7 3 BEMICEN) L3 TIVEERE
wiRIs, BEWCEHV L2627 TVOR ky &

WETH. HOEPLOETOnIZOVWTE, =0¢&

ML LTBL. ZLTC, RDBAIATOBNEH

H—DORIRL, ka=ka+1, wa=wa —1 T 5.

INE SRS I ET, FEHDOY T TNVEHD

PET A, 72720, HFEORHOEMIZIE, L3

FTITNH—=DL LE) K72 L LT 5,

M 41239 7 VOE) B TTEOBIZRT. “every-
thing” &\ H3E(L CMU Pronouncing Dictionary
T “eh | v, 1, iy | th, ih, ng” &R IN=D2DI F T )
Lhb. REL, PRI TNVOBREFETRET
HbH. COHFEPZOOFFIZH ) B TONBA,
FiE 1 CREFEOFH/?PS VI TV —2F 0% ) Y
THRY) 2 RBOFHFICE D B TLH0, “eh”, “v,r,
iy | th, ih, ng” &% %, FE2TIES=3, c1 =7,
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#F 4 ZHEEFOHEEL -V
Table 4 Diphthong duplication rules.

Original ey ay ow aw oy

Duplicated | eh, ey | aa, ay | ao, ow | aa, aw | ao, oy

One note Two notes
smile smi - le
[s, m, ay, ] a:[s, m,ay] [ay,]]

b: [s, m, aa] [ay, ]

25 2 O EREORBFD
Fig.5 Two methods to duplicate diphthong.

co=6%0, EEHFOAITIE

wi; =3 %7/ (7T+6) ~1.62 (3)
wy =3 % 6/ (7+6) ~1.38 (4)

Y, 1 FHOFFIZ “eh | v, 1, iy” 75, 2FHD
HFIFIZ “th, ih, ng” 2SE ) B THEN A,

4.3 _EREOHEUFE

T TNVEDEFRE D S EITIE, Do DEL
WCHEDY T TAUHE DB TENDL T EWH LD,
2, BHEREIDD Y I TVEDB DL D A
X, YT —D0EN B TOHNL WEFIFIET
LT e D, YITTUPEYBTONLENEFF
FT = Z BTGNS 5720, [500F
BT I TNVEE)BTCLLENDHY, F07200F
B ZoRET 5.

a: TOFFHEE —OHOEFOY T 7T IV 2
L, HELLAY ST VEISHSELHEHICY T b
5.

b: EEUL—ILICE-> THEE v T 7V ES
Eolbph, TOEIHHET B LdiEEr b s
REVEDSH B 720, Tikb TIRE 4 DX )L —
NVEFEDD.

M 5 I EHEFOERTEOFEZ/RT. “smile” &
V9 HEEE CMU Pronouncing Dictionary T “s, m,
ay, I" L REN—DDT T TNERLD, TP D
DEFIZE D B THNGEICIE, FiEa TE s, m,
ay”, “ay, I” &7, “ay” Ak L7 EE LS. F
# b Tld “s, m, ah”, “ay, 1” DX I ICHIDOFFFD “ay”
A% “ah” I ENS.
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5. % BR

WREH A RIFA O TR0 L, AREMOHH &
WD W 24T ) 720 1T B - TEIRHEER T 17 - 72,
FEEHIER T, 1412 & 2 E5EE o #E
Z, Iz 20 i, FEMGIC s Mz $72, HEO
7o HARGESE O & S8 17 #, BRI 5 R
iz, 5B L HARFEOFE AL, A55550
FEEWZEZHFELL L L) ITER L. FFETD
RESRESEN 0 THTH L. 7)) v ZRNEK
1% 48kHz, ®wTLY v ML 16bit, £/ TV TH 5.
ANRT M, BREEBBRTECT T — T X =%
& LT, STRAIGHT [18] I2 X » THith sz AR Y
FVIZ, ANVTTANTAGHN9) T 52k
WL DEONIZA9RITED AT T AT L, wESE
KEWEH, ©77— PoREE HER, $o2ns
DA, A2 2BV 7L — LI 5ms TH b, E
TIWVIZIE 5 REED left-to-right I HSMM [21] % v
72, FEM T NV OEFESEFUGEMOMYMEIZIL, EE
7 =—1 7 EM (Deterministic Annealing EM;
DAEM) [20] 7V T X L2 & ) ko758 57— 5 0
BHETIAA Y MEREH W, a0 F 7 AN T A
&) v 7 osrEsERIEE 21, MDL 25 [22] o3k (1)
D 2IHIC 3.0 Z2T 720 D% HW AT EEIEEN
FBRIL, WERMEERE 10 4 L T HARGEHERE 10 £
WX DATo 7z, JepbiBRE L Ih e FERE L T2 8%
LAREFBETRFOFREEFE LT L L, HAREHR
BB HAGE LA BEREE T 58 L Lo, SRS
PRRA M ORI 2 ATy, AAERHERE 3 YRR & A
RO 24T 5 72, AHERE 230 7 L — XD
MOWBET LICT VT AIRIENS 10 7L — X%
R, BRFE O HARMEICOWT 5 BERE MOS Tkl X
B2, 1 7V —XDFHOEZRRIPTH-7-. F
7z, VEREMEBRE \ZERE AT 35dB LT O L EEICE
WAy K74 ¥ (SONY # MDR-Z900HD) % %474
L7-IREEC, HAGEHBE IPiTEE (SRR A
I AF X EY SC3) IZBWTAY F7 4 ¥ (SONY
# MDR-CD900ST) % %75 L 72 IRRETe L, #hbg
HEPPEERLT VLI H B L) PWEREARNIE T T
TR,

(iE1) ;R TR E4T) 72912, MDL E#EORFIVF 1 IHIZ
BEAE DT TRNT A=y Be s s 2 ik & {fTbh b, AENTFEER
MICER % 3.0 & L7275, #b) 74 8T 2 — ¥ o HEFRE T O
LBOBETH 5.

# 5 KBHEFIHT AERSNAFRYOERE (A), 1IE
ST (C), AR EFE 1), HIBRRY &H
B (D), B EHRE (S) Dl
Table 5 The comparison of (A)ccuracy rate, (C)orrect,
(I)nserted, (D)eleted, and (S)witched phonemes
of phoneme sequence for each note.

Method | A (%) C I |D| S

1-a 92.19 | 3149 | 33 | 35| 196

1-b 95.98 | 3277 |33 |35 | 68

2-a 95.56 | 3230 | 0 | 2 | 148

2-b 99.41 | 3360 | 0 | 2 | 18
3.2

T T T
95% confidence intervals *—+—
30

28T

1-a 1-b 2-a 2-b
Scored by Japanese subjects

M6 ¥I77VOEY L TREE “HBEEORRFED

2 981
o
Fig.6 The effect of syllable allocation methods and
duplication methods of diphthongs.

5.1 £ B 1

I TNOENN BTFEE TEBEORRTL AT
fliL7z. I T7NOEY BTFEIIRD 2 FETH 5.

1: JEEA S EN Y 24T

2 A TIHDCEY BT
$72, VITNEMET A5E60 EBEOEHEFL
ERD 2 FHETH 5.

a: TDOF FHHE

b: H — I FED W TR
NS EHMAG DY 1-a, 1-b, 2-a, 2-b ® 4 T
B L CaFili 2 47 - 72,

9, BBEMIE LT, FHIICH7 5 fICBL T,
AT X EFENZLEME L, £THEICLVERSH
I RVOEFEN 2 GHTEIEHMAL 7. e E S5
R, BROMARY LHIBHAD X, ¥ I 7VEIE

1577



T T E B 15 5 450 SCRE 2014/10 Vol. J97-D No. 10

> )

rain - bow

Hand labeling

Natural i
singing voice _

1-a rleyIn[b Jow ow

Synthesized
singing voice

2-b rleh ey [n b

Synthesized -
singing voice |

7T VT TIVOEN B TFE,

e TR A TEFICEI ) M T L IC L VBT A
T TIVOREETEIC %@%xfﬁw W, la kb

1-b, KUY, 2-a & 2-b DIFAGRY, HIERGRD I F L
Thrb. FHE2ICLVHFA - @Hw)ﬁﬁméﬂ F
Fb T D EIRER ) ML S NTB Y, KT R2%D

D IR R ER TS 2 LT E .

RIZ, THFHHEROMERZM 6 \IRT. ¥ 77

w@ﬂbéf%&,y77w®@%$&ﬁ:,ﬁ¢%
ERERRC & o 7245, WERBMERE 6 L CIEFE b
u,BAﬁ&%ﬁuﬂLf@$ﬁ2t$&bc,ﬁH
YEOMEMAR SN2, X 6 OVGEMEEORHEICE
W, FE1 EFHE2 OBNIZLDEEN %Wﬁm
Eholzmld, £50EBY, EHEED L) LA -
HIBRER ) O F RV oizlzblZeEz2 005, 72,
WeBRE A7 5 MOS BRERICE LT, BEBRE A
FrRAMEENL TV L) HEI2X ) MOS OHxd
EICKE REPHAE ZLPMBNTED [23], #HR%
BT 2 2 ILEY T AV, REBRTIIHAE
WEE AR EFEMEENTEBY, EFEHRE LY
BEWAIT RS LTRSS D 5. EBIC, B4
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HBF R

B
Fig.7 The comparison of synthesized speech waveforms due to the difference of
syllable allocation methods and syllable duplication methods.
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Fig.8 The effect of the time-lag modeling. A: Without time-lag models, B:
With head-phoneme-based time-lag models, C: With syllable-nucleus-

based time-lag models.
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