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ABSTRACT

Wavetable synthesis generates quasi-periodic waveforms
of musical tones by interpolating a list of waveforms called
wavetable. As generative models that utilize latent rep-
resentations offer various methods in waveform genera-
tion for musical applications, studies in wavetable gener-
ation with invertible architecture have also arisen recently.
While they are promising, it is still challenging to generate
wavetables with detailed controls in disentangling factors
within the latent representation. In response, we present
Wavespace, a novel framework for wavetable genera-
tion that empowers users with enhanced parameter con-
trols. Our model allows users to apply pre-defined condi-
tions to the output wavetables. We employ a variational au-
toencoder and completely factorize its latent space to dif-
ferent waveform styles. We also condition the generator
with auxiliary timbral and morphological descriptors. This
way, users can create unique wavetables by independently
manipulating each latent subspace and descriptor parame-
ters. Our framework is efficient enough for practical use;
we prototyped an oscillator plug-in as a proof of concept
for real-time integration of Wavespace within digital au-
dio workspaces (DAWs).

1. INTRODUCTION

Among many real-time synthesis methods of musical
tones, wavetable synthesis has been widely used to gen-
erate quasi-periodic waveforms [1]. Wavetable synthesis
retrieves single-cycle waveforms from a wavetable. Com-
pared to other sound synthesis techniques, this method em-
powers users to create more general or evolving waveforms
by interpolation of waveforms with efficient memory us-
age [2]. While the previous restriction of computation and
memory usage is highly mitigated, it is still recognizably
used in applications for musical tone synthesis with a wide
range of sound textures [3, 4].

Meanwhile, researchers have studied waveform genera-
tion with deep neural networks [5, 6]. One of the widely-
used methods utilizes audio latent representation in autoen-
coder structure [7, 8], especially for musical tone genera-
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Figure 1: The Wavespace framework enables wave-
form creation through subspace encoding and interpola-
tion. Each subspace latent is adjustable independently.

tion [9–12]. Research on waveform generation for musical
applications with these architectures has been emerging in
the last few years [12–16]. One of the applications is the
neural wavetable generator, which synthesizes a series of
single-cycle waveforms from the latent space to construct a
wavetable [17, 18]. Wavetables can be generated by inter-
polation of latent vectors, enabling distinctive non-linear
blending between waveforms [19]. This commonly uti-
lizes generative models such as variational autoencoders
(VAEs). More recently, studies have used this autoencoder
structure for an oscillator with real-time waveform gen-
eration. By decoding a waveform for every audio buffer
request, the latent space replaces the functionality of the
wavetable. This method is a novel way of generating quasi-
periodic waveforms because the latent space exploration
allows obtaining various waveforms with smooth transi-
tions between them [20]. It has a similar concept to vector
synthesis in the aspect of exploring a given space to gener-
ate real-time single-cycle waveforms [21]. This approach
is more general than generating wavetables but is also chal-
lenging because of the computation speed restriction. In
short, current studies focus on either wavetable generation
or oscillator implementation. They aim to enable users to
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generate waveforms utilizing latent representations. How-
ever, it is challenging for users to select specific waveform
styles since the latent space is entangled.

To reduce this gap, we present Wavespace, a highly
explorable wavetable generator with complete conditional
controls. Figure 1 represents Wavespace and its instruc-
tions for wavetable generation. Compared to the previous
methods, Wavespace explicitly factorizes its latent space
so that each subspace modifies the style of the waveform
in a more interpretable manner. This way, users can under-
stand how each latent space parameter works. Specifically,
we disentangle the latent space into style subspaces. Wave-
forms are encoded to each style subspace, and auxiliary
descriptors are algorithmically extracted. Users can con-
trol the style and descriptor parameters to obtain waveta-
bles from scratch. First, they initialize the parameters by
exploring the latent space. Encoding a waveform and ex-
tracting descriptors can be another way to do it. They
can adjust the parameters to transform the waveform. For
example, in the style subspace W1 the output waveform
morphs to the corresponding style by moving the param-
eter from the unconditioned area to the conditioned area.
General waveforms with subtle changes are obtained by
passing through two areas as seen in the style subspace
W2. Increasing the parameter in descriptor Wbrightness adds
more brightness to the waveform. These parameter manip-
ulations accompany a smooth transition in the waveform.
Our model is based on conditional variational autoencoder
(CVAE) [22] structure. The latent space is variationally
trained with algorithmically extracted descriptors concate-
nated. With Wavespace and its plug-in implementation,
our major contributions are as follows:

• We introduce Wavespace, a novel framework for
flexible and controllable wavetable generation from
factorized latent space.

• We propose a method encompassing wavetable gener-
ation and a real-time autoencoder-based oscillator with
complete conditional controls.

• We build an audio plug-in based on Wavespace with
a user interface and show its real-time use in the CPU.

2. BACKGROUND

2.1 Wavetable Synthesis

Wavetable synthesis employs fixed-size single-cycle wave-
forms x1, · · · , xM ∈ RN where M and N denote the num-
ber of waveforms and their length in samples, respectively.
We stack these waveforms to form a so-called “wavetable"
X ∈ RM×N . Then, we can generate a signal s[n] from the
wavetable X with a read operation Φ given as follows,

s[n] = Φ(X, ĩ[n], j̃[n]) (1)

where ĩ[n] and j̃[n] are row and column indices, respec-
tively. The row index ĩ[n] selects the waveform to use.
It is typically a time-varying signal, which changes or
“morphs” the shape of waveform across time. The column

indices j̃[n] are determined by the time-varying (instanta-
neous) fundamental frequency f0[n] and given as follows,

j̃[n] =

[
N

fs

n∑
m=0

f0(m)

]
% N. (2)

where fs and % denote a sampling rate and modulo op-
eration, respectively. When both indices are integers, we
can obtain the desired sample by reading the table element:
s[n] = X[̃i[n], j̃[n]]. Otherwise, the read operation Φ in-
terpolates the nearest samples in the wavetable X, e.g., in
a (bi-)linear manner.

2.2 Neural Wavetable Generators

Instead of relying on a fixed and pre-defined wavetable X,
existing works employ an autoencoder framework, using
a pair of encoder E and decoder D to obtain a generative
model of single-cycle waveforms. Once trained, one can
obtain a novel wavetable X by decoding a series of latent
vectors w1, · · · ,wM ∈ W as follows,

X = [x1, · · · , xM ] = [D(w1), · · · ,D(wM )]. (3)

[19] shows the basic concept of the neural wavetable gen-
erator. The authors demonstrate blending two single-cycle
waveforms by latent interpolation, allowing for the cre-
ation of intermediate waveforms. However, the method’s
reliance on a large model hinders real-time generation.

There are studies for wavetable generators focusing on
real-time autoencoder-based oscillators. [20] introduce this
oscillator concept with VAE architecture. While its method
allows for generating various waveforms with smooth tran-
sitions, the entangled latent space makes it difficult and
time-consuming for users to navigate and find the specific
sounds they desire. [18] present a method for generating
single-cycle waveforms using timbral descriptors. How-
ever, this approach requires an input waveform to be mor-
phed, limiting its ability to create waveforms from scratch.
The latent space entanglement is the direct cause of this
limitation. We factorize the latent space and integrate the
separate wavetable generation methods into Wavespace
framework with sufficient parameters to craft waveforms.

3. METHOD

We build upon the architecture of our baseline described
in [18]. The baseline model has a CVAE structure with
both time-domain input and output, employing three tim-
bral descriptors. It consists of 1D convolutional and trans-
posed convolutional layers.

3.1 Learning Latent Subspaces

The parameter space W is a product of the style latent
space WS and the descriptor space WD. S and D refer
to a set of styles and descriptors. We can break down the
parameter space as follows:

W = WS ×WD =
∏
s∈S

Ws ×
∏
d∈D

Wd (4)



Figure 2: Our model’s training method learns latent sub-
spaces. Priors depend on the target style label. The prior
within the blue-bordered subspace has a unique position.

We learn latent subspaces Ws(s ∈ S) to factorize the latent
space, inspired by [23]. The study replaces condition con-
catenation with another variationally trainable latent space.
s and d are style and descriptor parameters. For sj ∈ Wj ,
the prior in jth latent subspace, pi(sj), differs from two
situations; the label corresponds to the subspace (i = j) or
otherwise (i ̸= j). The subspace prior switches as

pi(sj) ∼

{
N (µ0j , σ

2
0j), i ̸= j

N (µ1j , σ
2
1j), i = j

, (5)

for i, j = 0, 1, 2, .., N − 1. µ0j , µ1j , σ2
0j , and σ2

1j , which
are the mean and variance of Gaussian distribution. Note
that only the ith subspace has a different subspace prior,
i.e. pi(si). We had experiments µ0j and µ1j both fixed
and learned from random initialization. A jointed prior for
target i is obtained as

pi(s) =

N−1∏
j=0

pi(sj) ∼ N (µi, σ
2
i ). (6)

The assumption on this statement is that pi(sj) is mutu-
ally independent for every j. This method disentangles
the style subspaces and integrates them into a shared latent
space. Then, we optimize the variational evidence lower
bound as an objective given as follows,

Eqϕ(s|x,d) [log pθ(x|s,d)]−DKL (qϕ(s|x,d)||pi(s)) .
(7)

This loss aims to generate waveforms according to the
style latent space parameters, by learning properly both
qϕ(s|x,d) and pθ(x|s,d). The overall scheme of learning
latent subspaces is illustrated in Figure 2.

3.2 Descriptor Extraction

We obtain timbral descriptors from relevant spectral audio
features based on the method utilized in [18, 24]. Read-
ers can refer to [25] and references therein for the relation
between audio features and timbral descriptors. Moreover,
we add morphological descriptors which are obtained from
waveform features. Although these features may not be in-
dependent of the timbre, they allow particular morphs in

sound texture in distinctive ways. For some descriptors,
we extract features and then compress their range with the
following function σ defined as follows,

σ(d) =
log(d× (ek − 1) + 1)

k
(8)

where the hyperparameter k is empirically set to 5.5. Be-
low are the details of the descriptors.

• Brightness — The spectral centroid refers to the cen-
ter of mass of the spectrum indicating the balance be-
tween low and high-frequency energy. We relate the
brightness of the sound to the spectral centroid as

dB(x) = σ

(
N/2∑
k=0

k|X[k]|2
)

(9)

where X denotes the discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
of the single-cycle waveform x.

• Richness — Similar to brightness, we relate harmonic
spread to the richness of the sound.

dR(x) = σ

(
N/2∑
k=0

|(k − C)X[k]|2
)

(10)

where C is the spectral centroid defined as above but
before the compression σ.

• Fullness — This feature is opposite to the warmness,
which is discovered from sounds without even over-
tones. Thus, we use the power ratio between the odd
overtones and the total overtones.

dF(x) = 1−
∑N/4−1

k=0 |X[2k + 1]|2∑N/2
k=0 |X[k]|2

. (11)

• Undulation — We assume that the difference of a sig-
nal is employable for distinctive timbral manipulation.
We use the scaled absolute of difference to quantify
the “zigzagness” of a waveform.

dU(x) =
1

N − 1
· σ

(
N−2∑
n=0

|x[n+ 1]− x[n]|

)
. (12)

• Symmetry — We employ the angle of the sum of all
the magnitude components to improve the model to
distinguish between two waveforms that have the same
amplitude but different phases.

dS(x) = ∠

(
N/2∑
k=0

X[k]

)
. (13)

Our hypothesis is that concatenating these descriptors
would improve the quality of reconstruction and latent rep-
resentation. This is because we provide additional infor-
mation about the waveform in various ways, which may
not be captured from the low-dimensional subspaces.



3.3 Architecture Details

The encoder consists of six 1D convolution blocks, each
including Leaky ReLU of negative slope of 0.2 and batch
normalization, followed by the final linear layer and
reparametrization, outputting values for style latent space.
Descriptors are concatenated to the latent space and then
passed to the decoder. The decoder comprises 6 blocks of
upsampling and residual layers, in which a Transposed 1D
convolution and three 1D convolution layers are used, re-
spectively. The decoder outputs raw waveform. The final
waveform is normalized to the power of 1 with any con-
stant offset eliminated.

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Datasets

According to [20], the model capacity relies heavily on
the dataset used for training. To evaluate the model per-
formance with different datasets we utilize two differ-
ent datasets. We train our baseline architecture with our
dataset and compare it to our model.

• Serum — We conduct experiments using wavetables
extracted from the Serum VST plugin, a widely recog-
nized standard in the field of wavetable synthesizers 1 .
We select 18 wavetables and assign them to each style.
each wavetable has 256 waveforms of 2048 samples.

• WaveEdit — we use open-source wavetables pro-
vided on WaveEdit Online 2 . We divide the dataset
into two styles randomly. Each wavetable has 2572
waveforms of 256 samples.

We preprocess the waveforms as follows. First, we resam-
ple them to model input size, which is 1024 and 600 for our
models and the baseline respectively. We also eliminate
any constant offset. Then, the total energy of the wave-
form is normalized to 1. To reduce the variance of the ex-
perimental results, we employ 5-fold cross-validation and
report the average results.

4.2 Model

We use two versions of our model: WS (~1.7M) and WS-
S (~111K parameters), where “S” denotes “small”. Priors
are set to µ0i = (0, 0), µ1i = (5, 5), and σ0i = σ1i = 1
for every i. We conduct additional experiments of learning
µi in priors. In this case, each µi is set in hyperspherical
coordinates and learns angles to keep |µi| = 5. We use
2-dimensional style subspaces.

4.3 Optimization

We draw upon (7) to construct the total loss. The total loss
is formulated as

L = β1Ls + β2DKL (qϕ(w|x,y)||pi(w)) + β3Lw. (14)

1 https://xferrecords.com/products/serum/
2 https://waveeditonline.com/

Here, Ls and Lw are the spectral loss and waveform loss
respectively. Lw is an L1 norm loss for learning the wave-
form shape, and Ls is an L2 norm loss of spectral am-
plitude. The first two terms are related to (7) for learn-
ing the spectral representation and the encoder distribu-
tion. Because we use Gaussian priors, the reconstruc-
tion term −Eqϕ(s|x,d) [log pθ(x|s,d)] requires to be an L2

norm loss. Therefore, we first assign Ls to this term and
introduce additional waveform loss Lw. Each loss term
is weighted by the corresponding coefficients and then
summed up.

We found that a large β3 in the early training stage helps
the model effectively learn the waveform shape. Hence, we
use an exponentially decreasing schedule for its weight βw

as follows,

β3(epoch) = β
(0)
3 × (20 exp(−r × epoch) + 1) (15)

where the decrease rate r is 0.144.
We empirically set the weights of the loss terms to

β1 = 0.354, β2 = 2.231, and β
(0)
3 = 4.170. We use

a LinearLR learning rate scheduler in Pytorch [26]
with start_factor of 1.0, end_factor of 0.5, and
total_iters of 1500. We train the model for a total of
5000 epochs.

5. RESULTS

Our model is evaluated for its capacity and computational
efficiency in wavetable generation. If not specified, the
evaluation is conducted using the test dataset from Serum
and our WS model.

5.1 Wavetable Generation

We demonstrate wavetable generation by adjusting pa-
rameters in style subspaces and descriptors. We con-
duct wavetable generation by the latent space interpola-
tion across two styles. We select two different waveta-
bles that represent each style. We excerpt 5 waveforms at
equal intervals and pair them sharing the same wavetable
position. We encode them with extracted descriptors and
linearly interpolate between the paired parameters in the
latent space. Figure 3 shows the wavetable generation be-
tween two wavetables in different styles. We conclude that
the smooth transition between two waveforms of different
styles allows us to generate wavetables of unseen wave-
forms that include novel sonic textures. We also show how
each descriptor parameter morphs the waveform in Fig-
ure 4. The waveforms morph distinctively according to
the given descriptor. Notably, our proposed morphological
descriptors work along our assumption.

5.2 Generation Capacity

5.2.1 Latent Space Factorization

Figure 5 shows the distribution of our data and latent rep-
resentations. Our model effectively disentangles wave-
form styles as KL divergence indicated to 0.133, which
is lower than 0.393 of the baseline. Hence, the encoder

https://xferrecords.com/products/serum/
https://waveeditonline.com/


Table 1: Comparison of generation capacity including reconstruction and descriptor errors in Serum and WaveEdit(WE)
datasets. Small models and prior learning are indicated in S and PL. Each metric is the average of elements.

Model Waveform
MAE Spectral MSE

Descriptor MAE

Brightness Richness Fullness Undulation Symmetry

Serum WE Serum WE Serum WE Serum WE Serum WE Serum WE Serum WE

Baseline 0.054 0.055 0.177 0.488 0.047 0.080 0.045 0.045 0.070 0.121 – – – –

WS 0.005 0.035 0.018 0.221 0.026 0.068 0.103 0.189 0.019 0.161 0.015 0.046 0.183 0.730
WS-S 0.008 0.038 0.033 0.240 0.062 0.097 0.204 0.239 0.033 0.231 0.029 0.055 0.376 0.926

WS-PL 0.017 0.038 0.117 0.250 0.050 0.074 0.126 0.203 0.079 0.185 0.026 0.049 0.454 0.811

WS-S-PL 0.024 0.045 0.170 0.309 0.092 0.105 0.213 0.240 0.136 0.311 0.041 0.058 0.791 1.067

Figure 3: Latent space interpolation between two styles.
Black and blue waveforms are the generated ones and the
ground truth, respectively.

distinguishes the waveform styles better than the previous
method. However, our prior learning model shows 25.133
to this metric, indicating the encoder’s low performance.
As we found that the learning priors are not converging
to certain values, we suggest that they hinder learning la-
tent subspaces because the criteria for calculating KL di-
vergence keep changing, leading to unstable training. We
also take the analysis of the feedback latents by feeding
back reconstructed waveforms into the encoder. The t-
SNE plot indicates clear disentanglement of the feedback
latents. The KL divergence for feedback latents is 0.116,
which is lower than the original latent representation. This
demonstrates the decoder’s capability to generate wave-
forms according to a style.

5.2.2 Reconstruction

We evaluate our model with mean absolute error (MAE)
between the waveform domain and mean square error
(MSE) in the magnitude spectrum domain. We calculate
descriptor errors by MAE between extracted descriptors
from x̂ and x. The MAE of symmetry Sym(x̂, x) passes
an additional operation

Sym
′
(x̂, x) = −|(Sym(x̂, x) mod 2π)− π|+ π (16)

to avoid a loss bigger than π since we only measure the
smaller angle. Table 1 indicates the reconstruction capac-
ity of the baseline and our models. Our proposed model
shows exceptional outperforming in waveform MAE and

Figure 4: Effect of the descriptors. We gradually adjust
each descriptor in 5 steps between 0.2 to 1.0 (−π to π for
symmetry), fixing style latents at zero.

Figure 5: t-SNE scatter plot of preprocessed test data, the
latents, and the feedback latents. Different colors represent
different wavetables.

spectral MSE compared to the baseline. Our models are
also competent capacity in the descriptor MAE, especially
in brightness. Our models with learnable priors indicate
the minimum reconstruction performance. We conclude
that training the priors is not the best choice for learning
latent subspace. Comparing the results between the two
datasets, it is clear that the performance generally excels
in the Serum dataset. Thus, reconstruction capacity highly
depends on the training dataset, which is analogous to the
results in [24].

5.3 Ablation Study

We provide more information about the various settings we
have tested, indicating the relationship between our meth-
ods and reconstruction capacity. We discuss three elements
of our experiment; see Table 2. First, we can get rid of the
use of descriptors and the relative losses (➀ in Table 2).



Table 2: Ablation study results (Serum dataset). The origi-
nal model’s performance is shown in the top row. Descrip-
tors are indicated in their initials.

➀ ➁ ➂ MAE MSE B R F U S

✓ ✗ ✗ 0.005 0.018 0.026 0.103 0.019 0.015 0.183

✗ ✗ ✗ 0.015 0.086 0.083 0.140 0.126 0.033 0.468

✗ ✗ ✓ 0.022 0.147 0.116 0.171 0.178 0.047 0.686

✓ ✓ ✗ 0.005 0.023 0.064 0.143 0.020 0.019 0.077
✓ ✗ ✓ 0.012 0.037 0.040 0.112 0.054 0.022 0.490

✓ ✓ ✓ 0.012 0.041 0.055 0.097 0.049 0.019 0.097

➀ Descriptors ➁ Descriptor Loss ➂ Spectral Output

Table 3: The decoders’ computational efficiency in CPU.
Time refers to the generation time per waveform.

Model # of
Params

FLOPs
(×106)

Computation Speed

Time (ms) RTF

Baseline 1.2M 66.902 26.2 0.81

WS 1.2M 3.443 17.2 1.24

WS-S 76.3K 0.219 9.7 2.20

Second, we add L1 descriptor loss with coefficients β4·Ld,
where β4 = [4.17, 4.17, 4.17, 10, 40]. We calculate de-
scriptor loss using the same method as the evaluation met-
rics (➁ in Table 2). Lastly, we change the direct waveform
output to the spectral components. The spectral compo-
nents consist of magnitude |X| and phase ∠X where X de-
notes the DFT of the single waveform x. We convert back
to the time domain via inverse Fast Fourier Transform (➂
in Table 3). We train models with altered settings and eval-
uate their reconstruction capacity. The results show that
our current setup has overall better reconstruction quality
than the other alternatives.

5.4 Computational Efficiency

To use Wavespace in real-time audio plug-ins, it is cru-
cial to check whether the decoder’s computational effi-
ciency is within the appropriate generation speed. We re-
port floating-point operations (FLOPs) and real-time fac-
tor (RTF) for averaged 100 times of dataset in Table 3. We
calculate the RTF as processing time divided by buffer du-
ration. Assuming that we choose 1024 buffer length with a
48000Hz sample rate, the buffer duration is approximately
21.3 milliseconds. We utilize the M1 CPU chip of the 2020
version MacBook. Therefore, our proposed model’s de-
coder performs real-time generation under typical buffer
duration settings.

6. PLUG-IN IMPLEMENTATION

We have proved that our model’s RTF quantitatively grants
real-time capacity. As a proof of concept for real-time use,
we prototype an autoencoder oscillator that leverages our
Wavespace. When implementing a real-time virtual in-
strument with the pre-trained model, finding an appropri-

Figure 6: The snapshot of our VST plug-in implemented
based on Wavespace.

ate policy for requesting every new waveform is crucial.
To make it stable under buffer constraints, we (i) execute
the model only when parameters change and (ii) restrict
the maximum frequency of the model executions. We rep-
resent the user interface of our plugin in Figure 6. The left
rectangle shows a style subspace Wi, and we can switch it
to another one using the attached slider. Users can select a
point wi in each subspace Wi. On the right is a visualiza-
tion of the waveform xi; it has a small slider for selecting
a timbral or morphological descriptor and a large slider for
adjusting its value. Finally, as a basic functionality, we add
a gain fader and amplitude envelope with attack, decay,
sustain, and release sliders (bottom right). Our plugin is
implemented in virtual studio technology (VST) and audio
unit (AU) format and will be available online.

7. CONCLUSION

Our study introduced Wavespace, a wavetable generator
framework with factorized latent space, allowing users to
generate wavetables from scratch. By learning latent sub-
spaces in the CVAE structure, our model efficiently gener-
ated waveforms corresponding to the given styles and de-
scriptors. We achieved improved reconstruction quality in
both waveform and spectral domains. Our model is also
computationally efficient, enabling the implementation of
a real-time autoencoder-based oscillator.

A crucial question for future work is to identify which
factors within the dataset significantly contribute to the
model’s generation capacity. Also, future research should
investigate methods for combining parameters in a user-
friendly manner, allowing users to leverage their control
over wavetable generation efficiently. We hope for further
discussions on wavetable generation methods and their
creative implementation to audio plug-ins.

8. ETHICS STATEMENT

We used wavetables in the Serum, a commercial wavetable
synthesizer provided by Xfer Records. The company in-
formed us that there are no legal guidances for the license
using Serum wavetables beyond music making and sound
design. Thus, we did our best to prevent any damage our
research may cause to Xfer Records in terms of usage. Our



research never shares with anyone (i) any implementation
of Serum and (ii) raw wavetable datasets from Serum.
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