2-Q—43

Diff-SVC Z W= A RFHEE F EICBIT 2 HEERFA A Y bV —27 0
FET *

YER B3} (MER), BA RZE (X vy 7KRA&tL), i #r (X v 7R &A1),
HH B (X v 7HRAEH), &E E— (FX), mH 8l (HEX)

1 LI

R G BB I B W TR HR L, )
AR ERKoT-BEOWFEZHET 2 FiEke LTHE
H2EDTWS. IFETCEEE=2 -1y bV —
2 (Deep Neural Networks; DNNs) 12 & % &5 & K
BEioFREICHY, HESGROTEFITBNTH EMm
B E R OB AIREICIR > TV 5.

F7z, EFETIEIAMS LOWREE S O OAK
WS 3HENITObATWS. RO AR TIE
FICHEFER J-POP LW o 729 v VLD & A & 0t
R LTTo T2y, AW TIIERES J-POP &
i, ©7 79—y F, BEREDOREDER ST
W57 ARTIRTHEEBER [1, 2,3, 4 ZRRe T
%. Fiz, (EEOHET X HGE 0 SHWIEHHZ AT
2 W HIEE 2 H KBS A 2 GRS 2 983 E
ET 20, TEOFEWEE L TWBHER DL HIESH
DEREITIOMRIXFL ATV, RIFETIE, A
TR L —F — DHFEE D O AR T WIEE
FEENARER S AT LADOERZHNE T 5.

FaaEm 2 HWTARTREEE 2GR T 570D
77 —Fr LTKREL 2% Fohs. —oHII,
TuaDARTHIBEFREZHOTHEE LA RTHRIG
EEERET MR LT, 2—FOHFESH 2L
THBEBECEITS> 7 70 —FTH5. L L&l
D7 u—F T, @EEFEOATFAIIN
N RFEEDT —REANT I 7 A v Fa—=
T2, ETANREEEHROEHICHEESS 5 Z
LR EINS. ZoHIE, FEEEEEMNEFVT,
ARFPEEFEOFEZ L—FOREEICEWT 57
Tu—FTH3. ARTHBEFRFREORH L HE
WIFORAPHI R DD EARET DL, TRrDIR
THEEFELOHEEEDAE I —FDDHDICFHEE
BeEE, 2—VORTARIFFEOME ZHZ
TIEE DR ATREE IR T E 5. 270, Abf
HRTIIERBEOFELFIEL AT 5. A IZLUH,
Diff-SVC & W= 4 R 7 HIBEH SR FIEE M L
7z [5]. ARMZETIE, ERZARMEOR EEZHE
LT, VLFZRFESE (MRF) % HwW iz A Eiss
Ay VU= EBETT 5.

2 Diff-SvVC

FHE ke T LD HuBERT, EHAMET LD
FastSpeech2, LB ET L ZHWIEEERFIED
DiffSinger [6] ZfHABDOEFEEMFIETDH %
Diff-SVCHZ, 7 HIERRESR L —V DFFEE H %
B, HERFIIEZ T OOFRSHIBSHEZ AN
5B THEEIEITS

2.1 HuBERT

HuBERT (X BERT & [FI#£® masked prediction &
A7 ¥, iterative training ZfHAE H¥ 72 H AN
HOFEFRIZEDEAFESINLEHRMET LV TD
D, CNN, Transformer, Projection J§® 3-DDF %
o oiEnsg. 3, ANGEPL 7L —40T
COEERBEZHE L, ZOHEERMEDRYH
5 k-means {EIC & D BERL S NOVRINZERT 5. K
2, BF%E CNN Y a—RWANTEZ L TERR
WX =[z1,...,¢or| ZHIET 2. OB LALERE
FX1E7 X aiz~vw A7 & RN, Transformoer 12 AN
T35 TXRERDERRI Z = [21,...,27] 215
5. BRI, FER LB S NVRIZH W T R
SN D XIRFIR 2, DY DBEER S _"NVICET 5
% Projection JEIZTT#IF % (masked prediction
RAZ7). EBHIT, FEFEAD Transformer T2 I —
XD 1% FAWTHEE k-mean K2 WA T 5 Z & THE
B ~VRIZARLEL, ZhzHiMore L
THIRDEE 21T S T & TE M adathd £ % [A] E X1
% (iterative training).

Diff-SVCIZBWTIX, H H o L7z S8R
BDORIND SHER Z ~VRIN 2 M L7218, EZEHED
Transformer ¥ 2 — X DI L THIEST % H
WTHEHF O HuBERT TIXBEIVICRBIE N T W22
RVRINEY 7 PR —F 2=y b LN SR
HTRET2Y 7 arysyyzrya—XeEAL
72 HuBERT-soft [7] W 5. F7-#amked, &H
EANELTY 7 bAY—F 2=y b7 5.

Thttps://github.com/prophesier/diff-svc

* A mid-high frequency enhancement network for opera-singing voice synthesis using Diff-SVC. by Aoto
Sugahara (Kobe Univ.),Soma Kishimoto (MEC Company Ltd.),Yuji Adachi (MEC Company Ltd.),Kiyoto
Tai (MEC Company Ltd.),Ryoichi Takashima (Kobe Univ.),Tetsuya Takiguchi (Kobe Univ.)
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2.2 FastSpeech2

FastSpeech2 I&, 7% X b 2 HFRIIEHL 721812,
BEEANELTAALZRRZ v ar s a2l T 53,
End-to-End OIFHCHFHEFRGRETVTDH 5.
FRBRERII Y a—&K, NYTFURTETR T
I—XD3DOTH3. Tra—RIFTEHDAAE,
HOEERN, 1 ZOtBAAAE»ORD, BROME
MR #HERIUCER T 5. RIINY T VAT X
FRIFLa-—ROHNhs, EEREE, Yy T,
IxAF—%2FHIL, =va—KHncmzs. &%
WKTFa—R@E NV 7 YRAT7ETZOH 56 XV R
RZbnrZoneFHTS.

Diff-SVC 1I2B W\ T, #ild HuBERT-soft 7° &
Hhaxnizy 7 hA¥—Fa=—vy bEANEL, N
V7 VR RT R Ta—XE@UT, PRI
fo 1T 5.

2.3 Diff-Singer

Diff-Singer ZHEEE F N D—DTH 3 denoising
diffusion probabilistic model(DDPM) ZX—X & L
THEERETLTH S, ¥HITBWTL, tHHD
TR T Y FITBIF B XANVARY Y a5 A M, ZE
DA, t LEFEP OB LB R e ZHVWTI VX
L) ARXETRT 5. #HEmcBWTE, 7 /49 —-%
HWT /A X%EFHIL, t 27y THDRXVZARY b
Q7o nM EFLE)AZXERWTt—1 AT v
THDANVZARZ "0l I 5 M_ #RDB. ZDR
HEfEE N(0,I) 2oF > TV LAY 7 v H
B A, T ATy TH#EDIRTZ LTz it
FTRAIRXNVARZ buZS 5 M%ZRD3B.

iz, Y EoiEBEF L OEE(ILE TEORED
72DERVEOIE T L e HATRIGEZEAL T
%. HEFRICBWT, il o LEHR 2 25 H
DRANVARZ vy a7 558D L1 Loss THEH LT
a—X—EHWT M 2ERT 3. 22Tt
KEWEE, M, & M, L 3—BFT22 s, AV
7 VEE ) 4 Xh SRR E(TS 0TI, M,
&M DB—HT2EIBFBPDAT v T8t =k ®IR
RFPRIIZE>TFHL, RTv 7 EICBT2HH
YT My HHWEEE kAT SRDET L
Tz IMNIHTEANART v al S M%ERD 3.
Diff-SVC IZBWTiE, & ot LGl 2 O
R DIz, FastSpeech2 2 & 1 X - HHREFH#EL
HOWTZ—H—DFEEDANARY var I LkE
3 5.
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Waveform Opera
1 Mel-Spectrogram Difference Enhanced Enhanced

Mel-Spectrogram R
Diff-SVC M-HEN pectrog Mel-Spectrogram

00 — [MRE | — 8 o
.[Dj H?‘é

-0 b 0880
Enhanced

MSE Loss

0000 —

Voice Converted
Mel-Spectrogram

Voice Converted
Mel-Spectrogram

Fig. 1
enhancement network(M-HEN).

Training procedure of mid-high frequency

3 FREERERY FU—7

PERMIZE 3, 8] & D, THDARTIHIBIZBNT,
CEREE /a/ICBWTIX 2.2~3.7 kHz #f, &2F KT
13, 2.8~4.0kHz D ZANF—NT7<F 27 DA
SHIBY LB L T B Z 2 REATWS. L
ML, F’ixDHATIHZ [5) & D, Diff-SVC TIAHAL
72X 5% 7u DI R WMIBEHE DR+ IR FE
TETWVWRWE WO RERH -T2, 22T, DLEDOM
R RRT 272012, 2.2kHz~4.0kHz H O &Rz
AT 54y FY— 7 DEAEMRGT 5.

ARFZETIE, HiFi-GAN [9] TIREXATWE 7L
FEZRIEARE (MRF) % WP Eisossdi -+ v b
v — 2783 5. Fig. 1 ICHEB#HEFHAA Y by —2
DFEEHOMELRT. 3, 22—V —FEEHVT
Diff-SVC ZHANcEE LTH L. D Diff-SVC 12
TUDARTHEEFEZANTHILT, 2% —F
FIEMEINTZARTPIBEFEDAINVARY va s
SADBHNENS., ZOXNARY va T LEkFHE
B ICRIS S 280 e 2N D X v ZR7 Fa s
Z LY, FON, HEEETISHIET 2E0 D X v
ARZ v 5% MRFICAN T2 8T, Z58
FAXNVARY v r T L%2135. ZRHFAAINLARY
FrZF 48 MRF DANZNET 2 Z 2T, @ik
DANVARYZ vaz' s L BhEsns. L THHE
RXJVARZ b7 7 LGS 3 7udtRTHIG
LZEOEDTANARY v a5 5e D MSE Loss %
% Z 2T, MRF OB %2175, KB DI, FHai
12 L7z Diff-SVC D89 X — ZIZHEHHES, MRF
DRI R—RDAEHT 3. RO E, Bido
BECHBEBIAT D ANZARZ v a2 5 A HBIID
BETHEIL 2 EEBUANDANVZART v a T A
EETDHILT, =Y —DHFAXLARY bR
75 L1585,

4 FEZHBROBECFEFIE

Fig. 2 ICHEBERF v b7 —27 2EA L7 Diff-
SVC OFEZE#OWMEZ/RT. £, Stepl £ LT,
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STEP1 Training

+Diff—svc

HuBERT-soft — Fast Diffusion
—"‘ (Pretrained) ‘ Speech2 |~ 7| Model
User =
Waveform
inin;

STEP2 VoiceConversion
Voice Convert ted Voice Converted
Mel-Spectrogram

Mel-Spectrogram el o
—» — 000-0— — o0 —
retrained)
O
inear

pera
Waveform

Fig. 2 Training procedure using Diff-SVC with
mid-high frequency enhancement network.

DL — —FR % Difft-SVCICAN T3 22T
Diff-SVC @ FastSpeech2 & DiffSinger D% %17
9. Step2 TEARTHKBERZ AN LTHEZE
#2175, Stepl & ARRICEHILO AR FHIEEH %
Dift-SVCICAN T2 Z e T2 —F —DFEBEICEHX
NIFRSHIEEHEDXNVARY v a 75 5 logf,
EPHAOENE. R, BEFELIZXNVARZ bar T L
ZHEEGEHAL Y N7 —2ICANT BT, W
NARTZ baZ 7 i fEohs. 2 LTI O5EHX
WARY bar T neREEIE Iz logf, & Fil
P LIe=a2—I NV KRaA—-KX—=ITANITH LT
WEERT 3.

5 FHMsEER

5.1 SRERZM

Diff-SVC IcB WV Tk, EHSeEF e LT JSUT
a— X [10] PRI N TV B ZHEEH 1 4D Ba-
sic5000(#J 4 WffE]) & JSUT-song?(%9 25 47) % A
L, SUEZEHH 2 SHEEA A R D5 & 77l
% JSUT-song % FHWTEHE L7z, HEBEE#E+x v b
v — 27 O AR E L BRI e, Diff-
SVCIZE W ER L2 —F —DARFHIEEH, 7
o HHRF 1 BICKB2HAEAE T AR AR HIEE
A3 il (985 97) DXAVARZ br T nEHW:
F72, PEBEHALY V-7 OEMEEHERT S
72, THDFARTPIEFH L 2—F —DARTHK
EBEFRDXIVARY va 7 Lho8ERTIT D
SR —DESERANT I —F —D AR T HIEH
FEOHEIBRD T — 258 L 7B H & O DHITS.
T I TCEBERO Diff-SVC 128 W T, HuBERT X
Librispeech(#J 960 Ffftl) THATEE SN ET L%
Av, =2—71Ra—&—i% HiFiGAN [9] iZ NSF
(neural source-filte) #i&E % & A L7z NSF-HiFiGAN?
% 96 IO EFEHKIES A CHAirE SN ET L
i LAY

AR THOV R ESOLE R, ZHRESEHEOY > 7

2https:/ /sites.google.com /site/shinnosuketakamichi/
publication/jsut-song
3https://github.com/vtuber-plan/NSF-HiFiGAN
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(a) source

I e e

N :”\'\
oo Aunein

0

(c) Output (M-HEN) (d) Output (Avg) 30

Fig. 3 Comparison of spectrograms in mid-high

frequencies range.

VTR 44.1kHz THHEHEE Y M UL 16 T
H%. F72 NSF-HiiGAN DA S LTI A ILARY
MR 2T L 128 KT, EAERE 1 Kotk S8R
Br LTHWE. %72, MRF DAL LTiE2.2kHz
~4.0kHz HIZ05$ % 21 Kotk Diff-SVC TIERR L
J2RAVART v a2z A 6B L THWE

5.2 REIER

5.2.1 ZARY MILFRO LR

Fig. 3 XM 7 ikF D AR ZHIBEH (Source),
Diff-SVC TYERR L 72 AR Z HIEE 7 2580 L 72 WG S
(None), HEEGEH A v b7 — 27 CTlgh L7258 (M-
HEN), F¥o%7 —757 (Avg) THEiai Colah L 72358
® 0.0kHz~6.0kHz £ TDHARYZ ba o L%ERT.
7aDFRZPWIETIIRET/RT 2.2kHz~4.0kHz HF
DHEERD T 2L F =R D Diff-SVC TIER L
oA RZHIB LR L Toi < tHTWwW 3 Z & 23R T
X5, ¥/, HEEEFEAY V-2 2BMLGE
T, 7rOFXRFHIE L FRICHEERD T 2V
F—DHFAINTVWBE e DhE. ZDIehb
HEEGRHE AR Yy bV =2 REAT 2T, TRDOF
RIPIBOFHEE NG T2 Z e BHRTWB 2 E X
LG, VYR Y —ERTERET- 1255 7Tr D
FRZ G L AR EE IO T 3L X —DVlaH X
NTVWD Z e RARNEH, TudARTHIES
P LT, BEICEHAINTVE Z B eh 5.

5.2.2 FHFMEREER
ZHEFROMNE, FEE, BXUOARIED 3H
HIZOWT, SE4 v =4 V61 (MOS) 12 &k % £81
FHMSEERE A L 2. MERHfICB VLTI, 1 23EE
WS, 5 2ERICE VSR L LT 5 BT %
1Totz. FEHEMFHMEICBWTIE, 1 AEHITER DR
FEMCRBILWER, b A E OFEEEICHRD
MWERE LTEBRERNE S S LW 5 B
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Tl EAT o 72, FlARIEDFHMICOWTIX, HFHai
WHIMTERTE Y 72 2 E IR & 7 a0 A R Z HRIE 2 B
U7z LT, 1 2 ERBICRSILVWER, 5271
DARFPIBIZRDEVEFE LTEELITALWL
7 5 BRI 2 T o 72, & & CHERE D HANICHER L
TIEE IS BV T, FEEME ML U2dHili 2170
T2z, TAMNEFRDOMEE L IXBRIFEEDOHH
ERWE HBEIZXIANT, TANTFT—X06T7 0K
LZHi a7z 20 7L — R L CEMEi 24T - 7=.

BFBRHNEEBROFER® Fig. 4, 5, 6 12”7, Fig. 4
b, PESGERA Y b2 ERAWRGE R
ThhhoIGaE KT 2, MERERRENR
L. AU, PERCE T LT TR IRk
T\ o 7 HE &I O FREAE S 2 BB R 72729
ThHHEEZILNS.

—7%, Fig. 5 &b, F@E&EMEFHEcBNT, HEisng
Ay VT — 2 BAWIEEI AR T HIEEF E 5
FALRWGE L L TRWRa 72/ RLTWS, &
I EEGEF A v b7 — 27 OFE OB HE
LT TeHKFOI RTHFHIEZHE D R ILARY b
v aEHWETD, FEETIEEEEDOZELD
HBZoTLEoDErEIZONS. L, — ik
WCARTHBIIRFARICHEOHAOE 2 KELL T3
ETHL 740~y b EREE (1], EFOREEA
BREEEHZZAPIL T2 oL0E- F2aEE M
RBZEHRDD. ZTDRDSE, DX REEEED
ZAED A R T OFBICER T % b DR DD % MRETT
LZEDRETH 5.

Fig. 6 & D, AXRIHEFHMICBWT, HEEsEH
v b= WG E LR =R AV
725 E, ARTHIBEFZEFA LR WGE L L
TEWRA7ERLTWS, £/, PEEEEHA Y b
U— 2 EHWGE R —EgE WSS
WIEEZ MR X N o 7203, HEiEsRidis v b
V=7 B HWEIGEDHEPOINICE VAT IR
Lz, 2OZerohmEszlils 2247
HOHRICHFSG L TWE e EZ NS, %2, HER
WAy PV — 2 2HWS Z 2 T Diff-SVC TER L
T2 —F— DI RSHIEIC T 1 D AR5 HIE DR
BT E5 T2 RTETVELEEZILNS.

6 HHDOIC

RIFFTIE, ARTHERERL—F —D 7 H X
TARTHIEEHERDER 2 WEM ED7-dic, H
EIEE R Y bV — 27 OEAEBME Lz SRIGEEE
P& AR EEISICEHE T 2 DA, Rz
% I RITPEBORBON G, HEFADNEIZEL T
LE S eWwo ZMEOUEEICE D fHTr.
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Mean opinion score
= N w - w

Il
T
3.04 J 3.32 4.74

Output Output Output Source
(None) (M-HEN) (Avg)

Fig. 4 MOS of quality evaluation.

Mean opinion score
=] N w £y wv

S —
3.00 2.54

Output Output Output
(None) (M-HEN) (Avg)

Fig. 5 MOS of speaker individuality evaluation.

g

Mean opinion score
= N w £y w

3.39 3.84

Output Output Output
(None) (M-HEN) (Avg)

Fig. 6 MOS of operatic evaluation.
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