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Abstract

This paper proposes an audio-conditioned phonemic and
prosodic annotation model for building text-to-speech (TTS)
datasets from unlabeled speech samples. For creating a TTS
dataset that consists of label-speech paired data, the proposed
annotation model leverages an automatic speech recognition
(ASR) model to obtain phonemic and prosodic labels from un-
labeled speech samples. By fine-tuning a large-scale pre-trained
ASR model, we can construct the annotation model using a lim-
ited amount of label-speech paired data within an existing TTS
dataset. To alleviate the shortage of label-speech paired data for
training the annotation model, we generate pseudo label-speech
paired data using text-only corpora and an auxiliary TTS model.
This TTS model is also trained with the existing TTS dataset.
Experimental results show that the TTS model trained with the
dataset created by the proposed annotation method can synthe-
size speech as naturally as the one trained with a fully-labeled
dataset.

Index Terms: prosodic annotation, unlabeled data, text-to-
speech, data augmentation

1. Introduction

The field of Text-to-speech (TTS) has experienced signifi-
cant progress owing to the rapid advancements of deep neural
network-based approaches [1].

For training TTS models, a sufficient amount of speech-text
paired data is essential. While collecting a large amount of un-
labeled speech data is comparatively straightforward as demon-
strated by the datasets used for training audio self-supervised
learning (SSL) models [2, 3, 4], the latter often necessitates
accurate phonemic and prosodic labels for the development of
high-quality TTS systems [5, 6, 7], which are challenging to ob-
tain in large quantities. Thus, the acquisition of reliable labels
from speech is crucial to leverage the vast amounts of unlabeled
speech data in the TTS field.

To obtain phonemic and prosodic labels from unlabeled
speech, a typical approach is the sequential application of au-
tomatic speech recognition (ASR) models followed by text
processing [5, 8, 9]: 1) employing ASR models that output
grapheme sequences given unlabeled speech samples; 2) per-
forming text-based processing such as grapheme-to-phoneme
(G2P) conversion [10, 11] and prosody prediction [12, 13] on
the output of the ASR model. A key advantage of this approach
is the use of extensive dictionary data and ASR models trained
on large text corpora. Nonetheless, the task of predicting phone-
mic and prosodic labels from grapheme sequences inherently
presents a one-to-many mapping challenge, making accurate
annotation difficult without audio information. This is because
a text can be interpreted and vocalized in multiple ways, influ-
enced by factors such as the speaker’s dialect, age, and speech
disfluencies, among others.

*Equal contribution.

On the other hand, there are some studies that utilize au-
dio information to annotate prosodic labels on speech samples
for creating TTS datasets [14, 15]. These studies successfully
improved the accuracy of prosody prediction owing to the in-
formation derived from input speech. However, they are limited
to scenarios where the correct text and phonemic information
are provided. Research has not yet advanced to address per-
formance on entirely unlabeled speech data, which represents a
more realistic scenario.

To address the limitations of the previous works, this pa-
per proposes an annotation model that predicts phonemic and
prosodic labels (hereinafter TTS labels) simultaneously from
unlabeled speech data, conditioned on input speech informa-
tion. For creating a TTS dataset from unlabeled speech sam-
ples, the proposed annotation model leverages an ASR model
to obtain TTS labels corresponding to the input speech sam-
ples. Specifically, we can construct the annotation model by
fine-tuning a large-scale pre-trained ASR model with a limited
amount of labeled speech data within an existing TTS dataset.
Furthermore, to address the challenge of amassing a sufficient
amount of label-speech paired data for training the annotation
model, we propose a data augmentation method utilizing TTS.
In this method, an auxiliary TTS model is first trained on a lim-
ited amount of label-speech paired data within the existing TTS
dataset, and the model is then used to generate pseudo label-
speech paired data from text-only corpora. The combination
of the pre-trained ASR model and data augmentation enables
the construction of a model capable of generating highly ac-
curate TTS labels, even with a limited amount of label-speech
paired dataset. For the architecture of the annotation model,
we adopted the Transformer for its superior ability in sequence-
to-sequence problems [16]. The model receives raw speech
sequences as input and predicts the corresponding TTS labels
in an auto-regressive manner. Once the annotation model is
trained, it is applied to unlabeled speech samples to get the
label-speech paired data for TTS model training.

Through experiments, we find that the proposed method
is able to annotate unlabeled speech more accurately than the
baseline method that cascades an ASR model and text process-
ing even when the number of the ground truth labels is less than
5,000 samples of a single speaker (character error rate (CER)
on phonemic label prediction: 6.45% vs. 2.44%, F1 score on
prosodic label prediction: 68.51% vs. 95.96%). Moreover, TTS
models trained with the TTS datasets generated by the proposed
method achieved comparable performance to those trained with
the fully-labeled ƒdataset in terms of naturalness. Audio sam-

ples are available on our demo page1 .

2. Method

2.1. Problem formulation

To train a TTS model from unlabeled speech data, this study
aims to construct an annotation model that can estimate a TTS

1https://yshira116.github.io/pp_annotation/
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(a) baseline framework

(b) proposed framework

Figure 1: Overview of the baseline and the proposed annota-

tion model. In the baseline framework, phonemic and prosodic

labels are predicted from the grapheme sequence. In contrast,

they are predicted directly from speech in the proposed method.

label sequence y = {ym ∈ Y}Mm=1 from an unlabeled speech

sample X = {xn ∈ R
Din}Nn=1. Here, Y and M are the vocab-

ulary of TTS input tokens (i.e., a mixed vocabulary of phonemic
and prosodic labels) and the length of output TTS labels, Din

and N are the dimensions of acoustic features of input speech
and its length, respectively. In mathematical terms, we optimize
the following conditional likelihood objective:

L = p(y|X). (1)

However, since y is a mixed representation of multiple se-
quences and difficult to predict at once, the following condi-
tional dependency assumption is typically introduced in previ-
ous works:

p(y|X) = p(yph,yps|X)

= p(yph,yps|g)p(g|X), (2)

where g, yph, and yps are the corresponding grapheme se-
quence, phonemic label sequence, and prosodic label sequence,
respectively. In (2), since the first term is independent of speech
X , it can be optimized using only text-based methods. In ad-
dition, since many high-quality grapheme-based ASR models
are readily available online [17, 18], the optimization of the
second term is also straightforward. However, since the first
term cannot consider the speech information to estimate the la-
bel sequence, this method is inherently accompanied by errors
in G2P and prosodic label estimation, which results in a sub-
optimal prediction. The overview of this method is depicted in
Fig. 1 (a). To overcome this problem, we propose a model that
directly optimizes (1) in 2.2.

2.2. Annotation model

The overview of the proposed annotation model is shown in
Fig. 1 (b). Following successful prior works that predict a mix-
ture of multiple sequences as a single sequence [19, 20, 21],

(1) Auxiliary TTS model training

(2) Data augmentation by the auxiliary TTS model

Figure 2: Overview of the data augmentation method with the

auxiliary TTS model. (1) First, the auxiliary TTS model is

trained using manually labeled data. (2) Then, the auxiliary

TTS model is used to generate augmented paired data from text-

only corpora.

we adopted the encoder-decoder Transformer architecture as the
base structure of the annotation model. The model is composed
of the speech encoder and the annotation decoder. The speech
encoder encodes the input acoustic feature sequence X into a
hidden speech embedding sequence. The annotation decoder
then generates the corresponding TTS label sequence y condi-
tioned on the embedding sequence in an auto-regressive man-
ner:

log p(y|X) =

M∑

m=1

log p(ym|y1, . . . , ym−1,X). (3)

The annotation model is trained on a paired dataset of (X ,y),
to minimize the cross entropy loss of the model outputs and
ground truth labels. During inference, given an unlabeled
speech sample X , the model infers the corresponding TTS label
sequence ŷ as follows:

ŷ = argmax
y∈Y∗

p(y|X), (4)

where Y∗ denotes a set of all possible hypotheses.

2.3. Text-to-speech data augmentation

Although we can train the annotation model with paired data
consisting of (X ,y), amassing substantial annotated data of-
ten proves challenging. This is because accurately labeling
speech samples requires specialized expertise and is notably
time-consuming. To deal with this issue, we propose a data aug-
mentation method using an auxiliary TTS model. The overview
of the proposed TTS data augmentation method is described
in Fig. 2. As shown in Fig. 2, we first train an auxiliary TTS
model M with a limited size of label-speech paired dataset

D = {Xi,yi}
K
i=1, where K denotes the number of training

samples with manually-annotated labels. Second, we prepare

a large-scale text-only dataset D′

g = {g′

i}
K′

i=1 that has only

grapheme sequences. Here, K′ is the number of samples in the
text dataset. Third, a text processing module is used to generate

pseudo TTS labels D′

y = {y′

i}
K′

i=1 from D′

g . Note that the text
processing module here is not required to be correct, since the
auxiliary TTS model M is expected to generate speech sam-
ples that are faithful to input TTS labels. In other words, if



the text processing module generates an incorrect phoneme se-
quence, the generated speech sample from it reflects the incor-
rect sequence, which is consistent as paired data for the train-
ing of the annotation model. Finally, M generates augmented

speech samples {X ′

i}
K′

i=1 from D′

y, and augmented training

data D′ = {X ′

i,y
′

i}
K′

i=1 is obtained.

3. Experiments

To assess the performance of the proposed methods, we con-
ducted two types of experiments. Section 3.1 objectively eval-
uates the accuracy of TTS labels generated from unlabeled
speech datasets. Section 3.2 investigates the performance of the
proposed method when applied to TTS tasks.

3.1. Annotation of unlabeled speech data

3.1.1. Experimental conditions

Dataset and pre-processing: For the training of the proposed
annotation models, two datasets were prepared to investigate
the performance of the models when trained on 1) a limited
amount of labeled data, and 2) a large scale data with a va-
riety of speakers. For the former, we adopted JSUT, which
is a public Japanese speech corpus uttered by a single female
speaker [22]. We used the basic5000 subset and its manual

TTS labels2. The dataset consists of 5,000 text samples and
6.78 hours of speech. We split the data into 4,500 and 250 sam-
ples for training and validation, respectively. The remaining
250 samples were not used in this experiment. For the latter, we
used proprietary Japanese speech corpora recorded by six male
and eleven female Japanese professional speakers with manu-
ally annotated labels. The corpora consist of 173,987 samples
and 207.96 hours of speech. We held out the samples of two
males and two females for evaluation, and the other speakers’
data was used for training and validation. The number of data
for training, validation, and evaluation were 153,551, 4,449, and
15,987, respectively. Hereinafter, this dataset will be referred to
as LARGE.

TTS data augmentation: In our experiment, TTS data
augmentation was applied to the JSUT dataset. The model ar-
chitecture of the TTS model for data augmentation was based
on Period VITS [23]. We used the same configuration that will
be described in 3.2.1. To exclude the bias of the text domain,
the augmented text data D′

g was taken from the training set of
the LARGE dataset (153,551 samples). For the text processing

module, Open JTalk3 was used. The total amount of augmented
speech data was 115.5 hours. Note that the augmented sam-
ples by the TTS model trained on the JSUT dataset generally
had a faster speed than the LARGE dataset, which resulted in a
smaller data size for the same text set.

phonemic/prosodic labels: For phonemic and prosodic la-
bels, we used Kurihara et al. [24]’s design, as depicted in Fig. 3.
In the method, the prosodic status of each mora is represented
by five labels considering the rules of the Japanese pitch accent
in the Tokyo dialect. The details of the labels are as follows:
(1) Pause (“ ” in Fig. 3); (2) Low to high accent change (“[” in
Fig. 3); (3) High to low accent change (“]” in Fig. 3); (4) Ac-
centual phrase boundary (“#” in Fig. 3); (5) Raise-type bound-
ary pitch movement (for question sentence, “?” in Fig. 3). In
this experiment, we additionally introduced a padding token for
a mora that does not apply to the five categories above (“*” in
Fig. 3). For the phonemic labels, we used Japanese katakana
characters to represent the Japanese phonemic status of each
mora.

Model details: All the proposed annotation models
were fine-tuned from the encoder-decoder-based public speech

2https://github.com/sarulab-speech/jsut-label
3https://open-jtalk.sp.nitech.ac.jp/

Figure 3: Example of TTS labels for a Japanese text “じゃ

一緒に食べよう?” (Well, let’s eat together). The blue, red,

and green squares denote phonemic labels, prosodic labels, and

grapheme, respectively.

recognition model Whisper [17]. We used the small4 model
for all the experiments. We fine-tuned each model for 100k
steps, with a batch size of 36. The learning rate was increased
to 0.0002 with warm-up steps of 500, and then linearly de-
creased to reach zero at the 100k step. The parameters in the en-
coder part were frozen during fine-tuning to stabilize the train-
ing. Model checkpoints with the best validation loss were used
for the evaluation. In addition to the proposed models, two text-
based baseline models were also prepared. The systems used in
our experiments are summarized below:

ANNT-JSUT: Proposed annotation model trained on the man-
ually annotated JSUT training data.

ANNT-JSUT-TTSAUG: Proposed annotation model trained
on the manually annotated JSUT training data and TTS aug-
mentation data.

ANNT-LARGE: Proposed annotation model trained on the
manually annotated LARGE training data.

ASR-NLP: A baseline model that obtains grapheme transcrip-
tion by Whisper small model and performs text-based post-
processing to get TTS labels.

GT-NLP: A baseline model that obtains grapheme transcrip-
tion from ground truth text data and performs text-based post-
processing to get TTS labels.

For ASR-NLP and GT-NLP, Open JTalk was used to obtain
the TTS labels from grapheme sequences.

3.1.2. Evaluation on annotation accuracy

To evaluate the performance of our proposed method on an-
notation tasks, we tested the models with 15,987 speech sam-
ples in our dataset. We used CER and F1 scores as metrics to
evaluate the phonemic and prosodic label annotation tasks, re-
spectively. To independently evaluate phonemic and prosodic
label annotation tasks, we separated phonemic and prosodic in-
formation from manually annotated ground truth and predicted
labels. Hence, we only used phonemic labels for the calculation
of CER. Since it is impossible to compare ground truth prosodic
labels and predicted labels when predicted phonemic labels are
corrupted, we only used 4,379 samples, in which all models
correctly predicted phonemic labels of the test set, to evalu-
ate the prosodic label annotation task. Additionally, for a fair
comparison of the proposed and baseline methods, we excluded
two prosodic labels on the evaluation: (1) Pause; (2) Raise-type
boundary pitch movement. This is because ground truth texts
of GT-NLP include these labels as punctuation.

Table 1 shows the performance of the models on TTS label
annotation tasks. The findings are summarized as follows:

Baseline vs. Proposed model As shown in Table 1, the pro-
posed model performed best in both metrics when a large
amount of annotation data is available (i.e., ANNT-LARGE).
Furthermore, all our proposed models outperformed the base-
line methods on the prosodic label prediction tasks, even when
the ground truth grapheme sequence is used in the latter (i.e.,
GT-NLP). The results imply that the utilization of audio infor-
mation is significantly effective in TTS label prediction.

4Larger models were not used due to the limitation of computational
resources.



Table 1: Objective evaluation results on each task. CER and

Prosody F1 are metrics for phonemic and prosodic label anno-

tation tasks, respectively.

Model CER (↓) Prosody F1 (↑)

ASR-NLP 6.45% 68.51%

GT-NLP 2.53% 73.43%

ANNT-JSUT 6.12% 88.77%

ANNT-JSUT-TTSAUG 2.44% 95.96%

ANNT-LARGE 0.54% 98.84%

Effectiveness of data augmentation Table 1 also shows that
the proposed model trained with the augmented data by our
framework (i.e., ANNT-JSUT-TTSAUG) significantly out-
performed the baseline methods and the model trained with
limited-scale data (i.e., ANNT-JSUT). This confirms that the
proposed TTS data augmentation method improves the perfor-
mance of the annotation model, even if the augmented data is
automatically generated from text-only corpora.
3.2. Application to text-to-speech

3.2.1. Experimental conditions

To investigate the robustness of the proposed method against
dataset variation, three datasets were used for TTS experiments:
JSUT, JVS [25], and the LARGE dataset described in 3.1.1.
For JSUT, we split the data into 4,500, 250, and 250 samples
for training, validation, and evaluation, respectively. Note that
ANNT-JSUT and ANNT-JSUT-TTSAUG were excluded from
the evaluation on JSUT as these models used the same dataset
for the training of annotation models. For JVS, we split the
samples of parallel100 subset into 90 and 10 samples for each
speaker for training and validation, respectively. For testing,
nonpara30 subset was used. For LARGE, the held-out data in
3.1.1 was used for TTS experiments. The 15,987 samples were
split into 14,000, 1,000, and 987 samples for training, valida-
tion, and evaluation, respectively.

We adopted the Period VITS architecture for our TTS
model due to its high-quality speech generation capability [23].
We followed the settings of the original paper with two excep-
tions: 1) we did not use an emotion encoder, since no emo-
tional dataset was used in the TTS experiments; 2) the train-
ing step was set to 200k based on the results of preliminary
experiments. Since Period-VITS requires duration information
of each phoneme, we trained a forced alignment model based
on Gaussian mixture model and hidden Markov model (GMM-
HMM) [26] on ReazonSpeech dataset [27], and used it to obtain
phoneme alignment.

In addition to the TTS labels generated by the models in
3.1, two types of TTS labels were used in TTS experiments:

ORACLE: This model uses manually annotated labels.

ORACLE-WO-ACC: This model uses manually annotated la-
bels, but drops prosodic labels. This model was introduced
to assess the importance of prosodic labels.

Since manual annotation data was unavailable for JVS dataset,
ORACLE was not trained, and ORACLE-WO-ACC was sub-
stituted with the phoneme sequences from Open JTalk with
ground truth text. This model is referred to as GT-NLP-WO-
ACC.

3.2.2. Evaluation on Text-to-speech

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed method on TTS
tasks, we conducted subjective listening tests on the generated
samples. These tests were based on the mean opinion score
(MOS) of a five-point scale: 1 = Bad; 2 = Poor; 3 = Fair; 4 =
Good; and 5 = Excellent. We asked native Japanese raters to
make a quality judgment in terms of prosodic naturalness and

Table 2: MOS test results on different datasets with 95% confi-

dence intervals. Note that Reference denotes recorded speech

samples.

Model JSUT JVS LARGE

GT-NLP-WO-ACC - 2.52±0.11 -

ORACLE-WO-ACC 2.79±0.11 - 3.36±0.12

ASR-NLP 3.65±0.11 3.43±0.11 4.04±0.09

GT-NLP 3.69±0.10 3.75±0.10 4.05±0.09

ANNT-JSUT - 3.77±0.10 4.26±0.08

ANNT-JSUT-TTSAUG - 3.95±0.09 4.33±0.08

ANNT-LARGE 4.11±0.09 3.75±0.10 4.29±0.09

ORACLE 4.15±0.09 - 4.22±0.09

Reference 3.99±0.10 4.39±0.09 4.64±0.07

pronunciation correctness. We showed the grapheme text to the
raters during the listening tests to help accurately judge the nat-
uralness of the prosody and pronunciation. The number of raters
was eleven. For each of the three datasets, 50 sentences were
randomly chosen from the evaluation set. Then, ground truth

labels were used5 to generate speech samples for each system.
Since ground truth labels for JVS dataset were unavailable, we
manually annotated the evaluation set.

Table 2 summarizes the results of subjective evaluation.
Firstly, the MOS scores are significantly lower for the TTS
models lacking accent information than the others. This con-
firms that prosodic labels are quite important in improving the
naturalness of Japanese speech synthesis, as reported in pre-
vious works [6, 13, 24]. We can also see that the proposed
methods constantly outperform the baseline methods on all
datasets, which is consistent with the results of objective evalu-
ation on annotation accuracy. Moreover, for JSUT and LARGE
datasets, the TTS models trained on the labels generated by pro-
posed methods perform comparable or slightly better than those
trained on oracle labels. This result indicates that the proposed
method has the capability to generate a sufficiently high-fidelity
TTS system from unlabeled speech data. Interestingly, for JVS
dataset, ANNT-JSUT-TTSAUG achieved a higher score than
ANNT-LARGE, which performed the best in objective eval-
uation. One possible reason is that while the proposed TTS
data augmentation method can generate consistent label-speech
paired data through the auxiliary TTS model, manually anno-
tated labels could be noisy due to the inconsistent annotation
across multiple annotators, which made it difficult for the anno-
tation model to learn the correct mapping. This result also sug-
gests that the proposed TTS data augmentation method is still
effective when applied to TTS tasks. For JSUT dataset, some
TTS models got higher scores than the reference. This is likely
due to the inclusion of unclear pronunciations and lip noise in
some of the reference audio samples.

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we proposed an annotation model for building
high-fidelity TTS systems from unlabeled speech data. The pro-
posed model predicts phonemic and prosodic label sequences
from speech input. To address the challenge of collecting a
sufficient amount of labeled data for model training, a data
augmentation method utilizing the TTS model was proposed.
The proposed model generated accurate TTS labels, enabling
high-quality TTS models even when the number of manually
annotated data is limited. Future work includes applying our
approach to more challenging speech samples, including those
with emotional content or pronounced dialectal variations.

5Using labels from the text processing model would be another op-
tion, but we used ground truth labels to minimize the errors derived
from the input labels and focus on the quality of the TTS models.
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