ISSN 1004-9037, CODEN SCYCE4 http:// sjcj. nuaa. edu. cn
Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 36,No. 5, Sep. 2021 ,pp. 831 —849 E-mail:sjcj@nuaa. edu. cn
DOI:10. 16337/j. 1004-9037. 2021. 05. 001 Tel/Fax: +86-025-84892742
© 2021 by Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

ki, KEE, I X, 4 &

(Bl 22 TR R A8 P ) TRE22 B8, 7 &t 210007)

 E. g33iiE ARIE(Automatic speaker verification, ASV)# K69 £ & E £ R 2 e afe KT F %
A AAMRK L Z G, ASV AR h — L5758 & 0935 F B0 Ak, T A3 % B AR BLIE A 09 38 F 5F & A4 9R 5)
BZBHFEAGE ., EFRAIFRERAGRZERESTASVRAAEAE ML L, R, ME
ATAEMGFREFITHRGE R, MERAES QBT H T T EH ASYV £ 4%, de T 5] R
WiEFRAT RN EZANASV AR EH , A LF RBFTRABRARLG— AR EFA, BT,
ASV % %84 5k 7 ik KB T 4 24 # 3 5L & (Spooling attack) = 2F 4t 2 & (Adversarial attack) M X 2% .
AXMHAREGERN FF A RARERFTLEE RETEN— LA EZFEPHANETRA,BTT
ASV A% BN 2188 51455 ASV A% % 4B L BB T 2R 2 AR RE—FRZFASY
RAMW R AMA T ERRET AFX,

KB HEARA; B BLEARIE R F RS RAEF T

FESZES: TNII2 XEKFRARTE A

Attack Methods in Speaker Verification System : The State of the Art and Prospects

ZHANG Xiongwei, ZHANG Xingyu, SUN Meng, ZOU Xia
(College of Command and Control Engineering, Army Engineering University of PLA, Nanjing 210007, China)

Abstract: The development of automatic speaker verification (ASV) technology is profoundly affecting
and changing the current human-computer interaction system. As the core speech function of some smart
devices, ASV can accept the voice of the target speakers and accurately identify the speakers’ identities. In
recent years, the rapid development of artificial intelligence technology has promoted the leapfrog
development of ASV systems. However, with the development of artificial neural network and deep
learning technology, more and more researchers begin to study the way to attack ASV systems. How to
attack ASV systems through a series of processing of raw speech has been a hot topic in speech research in
recent years. At present, the attack methods of ASV systems can be roughly divided into spoofing attacks
and adversarial attacks. In this paper, the typical methods and basic principles of the two kinds of attacks are
summarized, some problems existing in current attack methods are sorted out, the safety problems existing
in the system of ASV are revealed, a brief outlook on the future development of ASV system security is
given, and the development directions of improving the security and reliability of ASV systems are provided.
Key words: speaker recognition; automatic speaker verification (ASV); spoofing attack; adversarial attack;

deep learning
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[l

H sl it i A 56 3F ( Automatic speaker verification, ASV ) $¢ AR J2&: — Fl 8 2 59 A= W) R A0 ) R, 8
FHF T AE Pt | w3k BOUE A 42 2 (g8 S 450 0 SR, 00 i 28 00 60 955 0K B e o R0 X 0 o A P 1
BFFE LA R R Z Y ASV RG . UL, Qi & U 3 B5 £ X ASV RE AT 8, h
SFH AT ST B PGS X B R B AT O AR I S B A 28 N B ASVY R G 4 4 bk Y IR A
Z—s

ASVspoof 7 41 Pk il 56" 24k X 9K 3 B9 bR vEAL T H |, 5 7 A D 8 5 S S 50 ot e EL 5 0 e A A B4 el Rl
M) B, H A O R T A 65 1 3 5L B (Voice conversion, VC) i ¥ & i ( Text-to-speech synthesis,
TTS) i #% 847 (Impersonation) Fli& 3% i (Replay) ™ . 75 1 35 80O B i oy, Xty %5 3 3 £ 1) 4% Fib
SR AR R E AR TS AR AT BB AH LA o, AN S B BT 1 ASY RGNS E . Filn, Ve
AT TS AES5 38 H L s KAl A b & 450 A0 18 o £ F1 R ARLRL B2 8 B A eR B, T AN 2 LICIE ASV R4
ORER:JER

T F 96 1 S B X B X SR 2 AR R IE ASV R GE I 55 1, DT R B L A A2 2 R A 9 T [
Pt s, 7R ASYV REGERY B IE , 5 BEGE — A0 o WLE 3 0O Mo 1 R BR 1 . AR — 44 A SR ik
ASV R G B % R AR Y i 7 R RE IS Tk ASV R G5 N BB Y I REAS He AT Y L (H R ax R
SR St AR ME LSS B, RO BRI T T I ASV R S8 N BB A0 45 AL T ASV R G N AR B — %
PIIE 4 AR F & & JEAT U o B — Fh BB 8 TRk ASV R G 07 1 42 A X 40 AR AR (Adversarial ex-
amples) " PEAT I T X HU LA o X HURE A SR ) Bl e 2R G0 A0 S B0 R 7 B IR T ob o kR v i 4
P B TR BB SRR AR o M X BB H RE AR A ASV RS & T3 ASY R G AS R 0 U &5
B TEIB IR | ARTE A B Y BT S W BB 2 B TAR 2 e ik B SR AR T R AT,
HJZE ASV G, & T X HURE A B BF R AH XT3 D o OC T X B A X < #0480 1 Bt 98— TED AT LA 4
ASV R G, Oy — 5 T d w] DL HTAE SR X BUAE A X I R AL AT 7 5, AT $& T+ ASV R G 0&
PPk

E 1A 2 Ao i s B B L0 DUE W OIR B AN T B S i h B ASV RStk
A7 58 B MR BT 5 2 ST 19 ASYV RGEFAT A B . 18 5 500 Moty 32 202 5m i A= e AR IS H
i U 15 N REAE 42230 15 5 , INITAE ASV R GE 7 F1 00 B 77 A i o >4 el 38 S it SOk i 2 < BF , 75 2 3 i
T OO AR e A5 ) I O ARE AR L SRS S
BT ASV ZE AT IR . BT K g *GE%%%%%HEK%%%#ZFHASV%%]
IRl I AR A H ASV R G 5B 58 AR, [N I B
F W A I A TR 4 (®) Spoofing atack

5 B0 7 SR A T 5 R A S
BT o 6 X BTl o, el T LA B A\
g (Xﬁﬁb’zﬁ:—%?ﬁ)E REASVEL
KB

B ASV R G (s FH HAWIEMH ASV 25 ) 1Y
SEH R R A O LR A . SRR ARG R | gap

BASVRL
AL N B R KEMAasEY . ERA

s ot et FURE S RS ASV R 5 96 P, o
g5 B CULTE A A LR 15 20 L B2 W /96 45 1 25 (b) Adversarial

versarial attack
A5, LA AR S 5 50 S 1R g S X 0 RE AR 1 AR BT T R

K B T ) T B R 2 Fig.1 Spoofing attack and adversarial attack
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S B 5 B O 1 52 B R (LR AR 3 0 ASY RS B AR 25K
T o B U B B ety B 7 1 i o Tk SE AR T ASV R A MBIRSE Pt LA
[ 52 00 12 8 oI5 8 8 X0 T o G0 B 98 2 W0, b R AR LA B EROHL 2 5T R B AT S 1 B W O
JEEAE SR B — SEEE X ASV FR B8 HEAT X B OESE TAE T XM TS R T ASV R4k
15 R (W 0 4 PR

RSB FR I T R ASV 2R 55 05 330 ah AR B0t 7 o 9 TR EL T K o L 4 i
CES YA SR
1 WiEANEIE

B ARE R G5 WA SRR e
VE IO 9 356 AR S A LU L o e B R 4 4 I@h
BLEE AL HR L ASV R B8 A S SCAR RS A SCA R
KWK CARMIK M ASY BRI ER BB RR [ o

IR O, R A e
F 37 35 3 A 7 AT TR 0 G I A R
A AR TE S H ASY G A B S AT 5 A %
BT MR . SR M0 ASY RS W HEI o
T B0 B PR R 0 B A 5
B 5 0 LR L S0 A TG I ASV R 48 IR BE LA 5
FEA M, 4900 o, 540 4 o EO B3 ABR I . LRI ASV
G5 2 R

W YR, ASV BYETT L4y M43 2 (Stage-wise) ASV 54 15 1 3 5 3% (End-to-end ) ASV 8.3 . 2%
ASV BB 1 B35 P T SO 55 AR A5 0 P T B0 AR DL o S0 R I 0 B 2 1 1 37 5
10 T A O 26 o T B e T AU B R B8 356 5 A G 2 [0 5 (DL P 4555, 9% 43 8
5 H

K2 BAEIYASY RS
Fig.2 Typical ASV

= ¢ Decision= H,
[z x5 w) o (1)
< ¢ Decision=H,
()RR THEEAHBLRE (9 BB, w 2R 738 5 S 1 2 800, o R 2t 3 ) 2 s T RTI G 03E N RRAIE L £ 3
TNBE, H Rs 2 fl ' & TR — D ulis N H T o Mo 8 TARUE A . Eiwmr EEERZ — 2
W A 0 728 S P, WO T B0 081« 0 9 3 5 [ RGOS DS B R A T30 0 M L Ah g ASV B3 3 B3 ASV
BEHEL—4ESE A B B e Z B AL E . BT Speaker embedding A9 TG A K IE Ty
TR AT AR T L, B R X WL Embedding J7 ik BEAT AR o
1.1 GMM/i-vector #1 DNN/i-vector
20 122 90 4FE AR UG , i Wi iR & 45 AU ( Gaussian mixture model, GMM) DL 8 | R 36 A3 50 A K 5%
) T S R 2 B SR T S 1 R N AT R A 32 SRR e U E IR B ST AT B B Y
BrEt. 20004, Reynolds 7€ #6 3h A B IAT 45 4 1 T GMM 38 H 3 545 %8 (GMM universal background
model, GMM-UBM) &5 4, S 15 il AR A 92 560 %5 1) 56 g T\ otk (H2 2 F GMM-UBM
() ASV B TEAR K AL b A2 B Uil A AR B FE I A8 AL B9 S0 . A A PR — Wl B, Dehak 4517482 A H
B A& H F 43 M (Joint factor analysis, JFA) J5 ¥ GMM-UBM 1 9 # 2% & % R Ik 4 % &, IR &4 R
i-vectoro GMM/i-vector & 4t BE % A ZCHb I B U 78 A P9 3 F1{5 18 4 > 1y o] A2 P DT b 35 b eic ik ASV
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R TERE . X IEREHE RAEVLTE A B 0 B FEAE % 1 LB PR A Speaker embedding. GMM/i-vector &4t
WP 3 s o Hiep R F M 2R 48)3% R 80 (Mel-frequency cepstral coefficient, MFCC)AE by 2 4F 15 36 A0 7=

AR
SR o [ MEOL] oumeupy [ MRS | BamWelch | gy coror [ovmemg)

K3 GMM/ivector R4
Fig.3 GMM/i-vector framework

FH TR B 27 > 78 1 B RO S L AV 2 R AT AR 285 ), AT GMM/i-vector 1
B GMM-UBM #5574 Fi 3 B 4 28 W 4% (Deep neural network, DNN)SEFAL , X — KRB LEAH WA %, 4
JillJ& DNN-UBM/i-vector A3 F DNN Bl 5451 ( Bottleneck feature, BNF)DNN-BNF /i-vector, % T
XTI P AL AT T A A
1.2 DNN-UBM/i-vector

M THEBER SRR, B A2 200 & W ‘ -
I WE B AT A i i-vector, BRI, 36 b AT DL B GMM - ﬁﬁ%ﬁj’rﬁﬁﬁ%&éﬂ

UBM DLAM AT EME R AR R R . BT X — WAL,

Lei 2548 i T DNN-UBM/i-vector HE 42 , 11 [&] 4 Jff 7% .

ZHEZE R T &2t | 3 i % IR 5 (Automatic speech rec- QNN R M?C%i\ggﬁﬁ

ognition, ASR) & 4t Yl 5 1) DNN 75 22 &I {2 iy DNN-

UBM, LA 8 £t GMM-UBM A iR BB 2. Joh 2msati "

) B ME 2R F DNIN 75 22 070 7= A e oy e it i e ASV &

G AR i ( FrdEi-vectorfH A )
HARR UL, DNN-UBM i ] — 21 £ 0 & & (i =% 4 DNN-UBM/i-vector 24

) KBEH GMM-UBM IR & v it B eI —A % Fig.d DNN-UBM/i-vector framework

T DNN ) ASR 2= ALl B il 5 4> 2 o0&
X5, 2R 5 I DNN 22 BB [ softmax & )2 4B U 0 & 2 BRI 5% . B F DNNAH L
GMM A H s K (1K) F R G871, 3 F DNN-UBM/i-vector 244 ) ASV R4 H 3k T GMM /i-vector
BRI ASV REGA 30% A HEREAR T .

DNN 75 24 45 X P 258 AH G 1) 5 22 RS 10 175 BT A5 RE 0 i, SIS BB 8 A e B 50 1 B 2R L i
B 4% $5 (AR 9 7 0T ) XoF 55 o 3K o O 35 AE SCAR AR G ASV AR 55 v U LB . SR, A EE A 52 1 GMME-
UBM/i-vector 4445 , DNNAF K T 2R84 iy 3+ 55 52 22 . oAb, BT DNN i A 2 i B 35 2R 5 2 b
W B HEAT I . R T 58 IR5X — Bl 5, Snyder 22V T DNN A 22 A 32 0 T4 B GMM —
UBM. A MBI GMM B T U1 2k 093 H 530 2 24 B HJ2 I 25 DNN 75 22 B RR AR 75 22 K it C 3
12 1 U 2R B -
1.3 DNN-BNF/i-vector

DNN-BNF /i-vector H 42 ) 3 7 A8 S, A DNN A9 212 $2 B0 — A4~ S 3 A9 4R 1 8 Ho i A JF A B
oo MBUZ 2 DNN i —Fi R ik BOBUZ B 19 B e b b Bt J2 22 /0 15

7 52 b Af F v, DNN-BNF /i-vector A 2 Ffr 48 (4, W 1] 5 fir 7~ o JEA (9 45 A 7T DL R 39022 7 A 1
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BNF, 1l A7 LA J2 BNF A1 Al 74 25 Ry fiE (9 B 425,
Al LR 280 3 4 40 B (Principal component analysis,
PCA) ol £k 4 2 5] 4> #7 (Linear discriminant analysis,
LDA) 4b B3 J5 B9 B AE2 0 6 8 2 Bl il
BNF™ 3 2ofs 1 5 H Al 75 2 % fF 5 45, DNN-
BNF /i-vector ¥ 4 fE #5 % W] 08 T 1% & () GMM/i-
vector,

1.4 %k speaker embedding(d-vector)

d-vector J& f I [ 3£ F DNN [ Speaker embed-
ding Z—"*". d-vector Hy#% 0> AR S | 72 VI 25 B B e
— 2% I 2 1 R I A B S A TE N B 0y 43 TE 4 B — i
A R FHEAR A 3k Bl 80T W IR B B I 25 5% Ak R 53 2 1)
. A& 6 R, d-vector 1R SCAE B AR A&
SR TR IE A A5 maxout TG PRLH DNN
W ZRaE 5 b 0 2% W53 28 302008 & X N7 Y Bl 3k N B

A o

%] )\ ........... »
m)\ﬁﬁ4| I I
/BN

L33
%5 DNN-BNF/i-vector fEZZ
Fig.5 DNN-BNF/i-vector framework

iy 2% o Horp DNN i H softmax /5 24 i Hh 2, AT S /I Al 25 W07 052 b 28 55 190 246 J 1 22 18] 7 58 S

Wk

7N B B, 2 U DNN $ J5 B 802 B it 800 BR ROV D 45— WY B2 B 0 R AIE , SR 05 8% — ki
HRIT A WORT O B B 3 R AR BEA T - X A B T %R R R B RRIE R R R &, A 44O dovector

1.5 EZ % speaker embedding(x-vector)

x-vector Ji d-vector i) — i F5 B B A48 (7% x-vector i i B A id FEKE ASV AT 55 % i 40 A7 % J 5]
BAIAYHT . x-vector B K Z5 R AN IR 7 T 7~ o 192G L 3 A B A8 2 SR BT ( Frame-level) BURFAE R &2 o 2R
J 3 A G A ) MR AT S 0 B (B bR 1 22 % 1 ok A B URAIE (Segment-level) o fr i L il
bR O A 45N B AR AT 43 25 . AR UINZRET, B RE 2 G Tt Ak 2 RN A8 45 AT I A I 4
— B BNV BES 24N BRURAE b R AR LTS N B 19 25 &, B b x-vector

d-vector2 G b 2
Py B 0 B 5
@ "
@ Q)| Pespk,)
‘. |I I\ ‘I II 1™
:: , O] Pespk,)
A4 A EEMaxoutPa g 2 o -
TV AR
B ek 52 e E T
MR RHEBR

6 d-vector HEZR

Fig.6 d-vector framework

P(spk, | x,, x,, ***, X;)

[OO0O00 - O]

Embedding s ~— O OO ~ O “
- Bt
Embedding a <—| OOO O|
000 O
T = gk
T

xl’ xZS .'.’ xT
7 x-vector fE42

Fig.7 x-vector framework
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2 EBEEEHRIERIE

W K O3S A B AR ULTE A, DAL SR BB ASV 2R Gt 1 M ABLRR | 3% — 3o 2 9k FR A 0 5 I O 15
o BEAS NI A5 B AR S By w5 Al N R HC, DR I o 8 303 8 i A K A Dok A . TE T O O R
i, T T R TS A T BOR AR B AR UETE AT R IE T, PR IROE S R A ASY RGN v AL, AT
SR o TR U O M A AR E B s =L e R R B R O VC R TTS, T
SCA3 A 433X A PR B ik T =
2.1 BEHEGR

B RO SO A RR UG E A T5ALAY E  B E T  AT  a AR TEE R e
TN 26 A 1 75 8 AT BCE DRI R O AR5 7 o 1 & A58 05 T o T DA el b g 8475 25 AT ()
FIAT M HEAE ), 5 e O G BT (R 2B BRARAE ) A0 538 3 A T B AT AT A 1 R 15 5% 8 3 HL A il
Bl BAT R0 H bR 3638 Ao

Lau % B B9 26 08, 4 SR 475 B % 00 H AR UL AR 75 5, I H A 2SRl A0 7 A X A L el el L 3k
WA BOANUE R GE . W H A T AR B0 HAR Ui ih A, Lol R0 B AR o 2l B g it L 1 R R
FH ) 25 0 G AE Y L S R 07 AT 2 BN A L E R X ik ASV R G AR R K IR R R
53 ASV Z2 Ge A A T 4035 4 75 27 RE R R A= A e 25

Hautamaki 25 ' 72 #1 T GMM-UBM Fll i-vector £ 4t [ X 1 35 8 05 T o7 i B9 PEfE . 76X T BF 58, 5
#0F ZW  E NWWEE E y AR ULIE A, Z 5 &b O B0 & 05 A AT A0 7 L LMK O ASV &
4. M Mariéthoz %7 ( BIF 58 AR, , 155407 4 MR 4R TG 16 I Zh B ASV R 48 . Hautamaki 257 s BF 5 T i
B B AR UL 3R ASV R GE A, S50 25 AL R FEUE R B0 B & S BUASY R A —E
1 1)

TEASV AL 55, 5 28 N T8 B0 vh 4 BB A AN s i Bl 35 A HRAE L SR 7, XU iR 22 [ 1) 158 55 NP Ak
AL, XA NSRS S ASV R Gl R R X 2 S N B Y o {HR Kersta 25 1 F
TR, FIRE AR T BICHE A R 4 WG o Patil 2550 (O BF 58t 6 B, UM G =22 1a) (938 35 15 S i =k,
B FE T (F ) %6 B, i e 0 3 M 33 S A5 A 58 A ) (B A B AR L. Fh T B i 3 R AR Sk A,
A T X SUHE G I, ASV R Bt 19 55 1R 4 32 % (False accept rate, FAR) 2 i 2T}

S TR R BUE X ASV R G AR — 2 M2 {H T 28 e i A8OR LR 0
WA K- SR A S 56 R B I — R BOA A2 ASV REAY R Z B 2 — o H & 56 F XU IR AL 250 19
A R0 N PR AE A 0 — 2D R T
2.2 BEEEM

T O SRR L 3O B T B — o B A A B e R T S s ) B AR R AR L Ok
IR FIFRECASY 2 Ge e AKCBR A A9 7 w5 B 5 R o TR A R T A R A AR
AR R EE AL, BT B Bk e 1, EUA S A 2 AR S AR A BRI TR EEON ASV RS
BA B E A M . ASVspoof 2017 #k i FEKs 1 2 7 W1 T £ X SCAR A & ASV R G191 & B &
HAGIY . ASVspoof2019 k& & v [ Bt 95 K 1 % 5 i oy B AT 5, A0 45 B4 37 T A0 F il e oy A
F RN I ERIGE . AR B A AT T A T b B 3 R R R A A, — Bl
3L S IV RO A AT B0, ) — R R A P8 DL i R AR BEAT B0 A A 8 TR .

TG E A, IR EE 5 E N s [n ]G5 AT AR A TR0 p [ n IS 45 W B 2 [ n 1Y
kel

s(n]=plnlxhin] (2)
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ASV
S}Ir\sf;ln \ ASV system ASV

]
|
@ ASV |, _ |asv
HHE system
R

EHHE T

1\
A

BEEER

(a) Attack through recording and playback devices (b) Attack through a digital copy of the genuine speech
K18 i & H it
Fig.8 Replay attack scenario

P, B & A5 5 [ )T DU B L SCTE 85 5 5 [ DRI o () 350 2 (S 35 0 3 RO 45 ) B9 oo J8c
N [ n ]
rinl=s[n]*p[n] (3)
K, p[n R Z RS A0 B B MO N Ay [ n ], SRS B a [ 0], EOR & (ZBE
SR hg [ n ], LR OAEE b [ n ]
nln]=hyelnlxa[n]xhg[n]xo[n] (4)
T A — 2 5 TR EAHIUFSE . Lindberg 25 1 6 75 B 5 /R B J A5 % (Hidden Markov mod-
el, HMM) B AL EWFGE 1B X SCARMSC R GBS Hik . BEUE AR FAR M 1.1 %0 K 5189.5% , &
PEVEIE A FAR M 5.6 % B K %) 100% . Shang 2% 36 A HEAT T 280 R 35, I 1FAG 73X 26 335 F 5k
PEAT B RO . Wang #1 Villalba %5 4 FH A8 BIF 55 1 3 T 5 38 e 75 0935 35 T i, Wang %%
SZHF 1) 1 AL (Support vector model, SVM) X5 18 M 75 47 11 25, LA K F Al i A TG & J2 B 08 & i 2
JEUh LSS, S B R I U I R GRS 4096 . Villalba %R TF A ik b B 5 A
TR D5 1A A v KU R A AT e Y SR 5 2 2 R T AR A S RS I A nT RE M . S
U2t BRI 2 B IS 1) R 545 55 1% R (Equal error rate, EER) 20% ,FAR F40%
Wu %78 RSR2015 ¥4 48 150 E 135 ¥ F % GMM-UBM Fl HMM-UBM 2 4 (947 &t . B
515 SR il B 1) 38 AR AR X HMM AT GMM KSR J#E AT JE . EER M 2.9206 42 % %1 25.56 20, FAR U & 1%
78.36% . Galka 25" B 5% 1 W 3 15 18 rh A4 1 355 T80, IF 42 M T — iR X R B £ 8 I 5 A R T T
B, I HLBEAE UM w5 i SR A6 I H X 2635 5 . Delgado 25V iy — 30 40 My 26 W], 76 T 3055 T 3l i
R 1 SR 5 M R I3 4 2 B TR RO 3 AR MR AG I HE R . Yoon S5 R T — Fifor LAY TR 2 K By
Ay = X A Mt HAL AR ATE ASV Z2GE P i — Aok 3 A& 18 v, HLIE M35 3 Hoal s i i — Ik,
0 ) o B B . AR BLSE h BTE S R R B Gong 2 UIF R T B — R
T B 48 (Realistic replay attack microphone array speech corpus, ReMASC) , £ 45 £ b A1 15 B 3k
B T8 98 1 i A RN B R A K R A i B SR X R I R G B G UE SR R AL T A T R F
TR
M2 ASY RGARES by 52 B TG 5 i 4 0 B0 T N TR B R AR A Ok B I8 i Ml o b T I
BYIEFAEA A& T K H AR E AR B B RAAE , B UG IE & B AOE AT AR Z AR5 09 ASV REHEA
U () A B, G LR X SCAR TG I ASV ORI A A5 R 1T AR 09 SCARMI E ASV . X F A H R 14 77
I ASY RGO UL, i T 7 BTG SR A W] N 2R 0 R S AR A, PR T s S I RS Y TR L
Uik o
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2.3 EEE#®

T B (VO) 1 B Ar 2 f TR U6 N 18 & OB 2E A7 A2 e 4 31 O R R 4 B AR BT N 19 R
B VO AT T K W R (8 5 R [ R A B . VO — SRR R A 34, 4
I S T AR AU i I T R R A R R S R AR T o TR SR IBCRR AR [ B, I B A O e R
7% (Harmonic noise model, HNM)"™™* | [ id& I il #43% P 4 ( Speech transformation and representation us-
ing adaptive interpolation of weighted spectrum, STRATIGHT ) Jy ¥4 | il 4 e 13, fe o fdf ] o J2 o
BT R AR S A 28 AR (80 MFCC) , B Rm BAR L & o BRitbZ 4h B0 (RoR & &) B3 8
HAFRAIE A I 2 F] T e 4 . TEEORT G A & R B, — O A R # o AR e R R S
8 3 5T B AR 2% R G, 7 2018 AR JF R A I8 35 5 e Pk R BE AR A 4R Y il WaveNet SR G
1 G By P i, vl LAFRAG B35 s AR TF . 76 ASVspoof2019 7155 I T T W b8 5 s 4 540 1k ok A
B VBT, 0 ) e A 28 T 0% 1 7 vk AR B A ek B T ik
2.3.1 B4%iEFHBZIE

A G (0 1 e Ak v i RS N AR UG A By [ IR S ot ) %) 5% 0 )1 4 KR
B Sy A HHIE X 55 1 K, R A% G 1 T B 6 5 vk — O LR AT 25 TR R Y18 o e e L BRI EE RN H
P 8T NI I 25 55008 AN BE S A [m] T o

Abe 254 T T S8 A e 1 2% i K (Vector quantization, VQ) J7 % . Pellom 25 4 %t
GMM-UBM R %t , 754 & 138 Uil A 19 YOHO #4f £ b4 7 VO i 9258, SL e 45 53R W], FAR
MLY% 2l ETHE T 81% , X i VC Xt A 28 55 4 9 ASV 2R G5 17 78 ™ 8 19 @ . Patrick %Yl Ma-
trouf %/ F H VC Bili GMM-UBM R 45, 85 2 %43 3 N 16 %6 1 8% I T+ ) 26 % 1 63% . Bonastre
] BE X GMM-UBM & S8 4T i 75 56 e B0k, 6 R Go 4 R M 6.61%6 2 71 %1 28.07% . Kinnunen
SN TP A RG AT B MR 32420 B TF R 7.61%0. Wu R Alegre %S VC
XEATR ASV RGBT Bt o

T 3 ¥R A A (Gaussian mixture model, GMM)'™™ GMM J& fit 3 3 19 15 4 J7 2 L3 B 7 o (1 3%
AT R FH— A GMM X i ARe AR FLVRE 46 5 09 R AR 35 20 A AT 00 G, SR 7 e e i AR 4 AR
fiE AR 2 ) GMM R AT HE T 56 4005 AR A o 1 55 3 GMM Y B — A r i RoR R

|:X} ~N(|:ﬂx}|:2xx Exy}
Y ny| Xy Xyy
A XA Y 43 B R A 09 RRAE R B 5 R X i, Zy I Xy ¥R X AR AR B , B XA Y X L
YERE 2Z 0] SR A S, XA Y N34 4R DL K XA Y B AS [) 4 i 22 o) A Bl sy o DR o o7 o BRUAR i ), e
B 18 B4 2 5 22 1) AS S i AH B ST B SRR AE (i MFCC) 6

PR (Frequency warping)'™ SRk EE A 348 . & % N ZRBE h i A i th s
B3 B O IR 0 15 B 5 SR DT IE (i AL i B0 LR M B b G — A BE R MR  Pr R TY  1E
St R R AL 0 25 BT oREIOG T A A 2 EA T I A AR e . oy B Y S T R AT DR R A
4% v A R U % (o7 R R DT R A A

(5)

OB 4R T BRI ELRSR BT T  soo0 e . ¥ 45355 e55s
S L g it A, PR R k. Rt diE S § 000 R °O°°°OO
IRy 8 e/, S 1 A A T 2000l T T Pl

T W % (Example-based meth- 05 14 t}ss 2l 2.2
od) BRIy ik A — e S R A 3T 19 i NMEF

& o fiff B F 22 3 AR T 28 (RIVEHR ) B & . an & 9 Fig.9 Non-negative matrix factorization of spectrogram
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FiR o Y R igE s FRR A8, 5 —F RR — A0 R s GRS M  HOT R RR AR,
— PRK U GO B A o T LR £ R A SR IR R R R DR I X A o R R A A U B 43 i (Non-negative
matrix factorization, NMF) . F TR 115 & 40 0 B R85 AW 20
(1) FEYNZRBT B XT 55 J5 09 YR B ih AR B bR a0 A 0 3% B 17 NMF . H X, # Y, 2R I 336 A
FE bR ULTE RIS ( S8 A0S S R G
X, ~F, G, (6)
Y ~F,-G, (7)
v I o Y (R A N B S R R A N ot 1 7 R U 1 e N T B S U CRE AT NG v
(2) FEREAI, S0k f AE 3 0908 35 B XM R 36 A B 1) 0 Fy 43, 75 303 25 00 9 G, TR 90 7% 448
AR R AN H bR T AR i F, A R B S 1SR Y
X~F -G (8)
Y=F,-G (9)
2.3.2 #ABEBFHLG K
AH P A% G2 018 5 45 7 % 0 B 00 T8 e 45 YR R T AR O R TR AR PR T X A% S 1 5
BT A, T LB A O A e N TR I RO T () X 5, AR A S T R R S T R U TR LR H AR T
N B35 5 B B A

A BT BE X W 48 (Generative adversarial network, GAN) D, D,
GAN 2 —Fh A S R 25, GAN BRER B T 4 — AN 2% G AR, ! G !
HEAT—AHUBIPE Do GAN BT 15 5 5 45 MR 2 A 25 2 T,
A A LA LD (E e A I 5 HE A IR #fE . Kaneko 25771 ] Cycle- ~_

F

. ST E e ~ A AN R G S X .
GAN S TiEHF 4. CycleGAN W &8 AN A% G A E, 4 & F10 CycleGAN /% &

1078 o G BT U35 A5 & o 540 nl B bR Uil AN iE & v, F AE Fig.10 Schematic diagram of Cycle-
FHM R y 28 i oo fliFH CycleGAN FEAT18E 35 He e, 28 0% T 75 BF-47 GAN
W U2 A 1 BRI A2 A7 SR 4R 4 2 DR BT R H BR U s A
15y

i-vector + PLDA (Probabilistic linear discriminant analysis) 2 i 428 B 18 35 5% 0 05 1 48 75 2 45
S VR UG A E BR BEIE A9 B 4, Kinnunen 2579 % 7 ASV H1#Y i-vector Al PLDA , Hi E I 4 — 4~ &
gt , Tl LLAR B 2 AN PR B0 R B B UETE N o SR U AR Y -vector e, RBCTE AT E AR BETE ALY
i-vector 735 0y, Ml y,, A T ARFEIE B NAEARZE, R Ui aE A 5 07, W4 B (10) 7% #0152 56 40 )5 19 i
vector w,o

w;,=w, +S(y,—y) (10)

SRJE T o i-vector B BUAE B 30 HE Y GMM & 73 i e B8 &, O oK IR B3 i & R AR TR T GMM & 53
A BE R, L3 A 232 g A X A% 40 o i B i HEAT N BT X, A5 3 A R I O IR . e
BB ) MFCC 3 A BUE

H 45 2% (Autoencoder) it [ 4l &5 S AT 1R S e, AT 248 @ R BT AR B AR BLIE AL . A
i ith v T A A G B A R — B 8 g B R T ST ST BSOS Y 3R 2 R AR B 4 R R AE | i A i B 5T A
Fa RE A i 5 1 2 RRAE . A TR R AT 55 b B8 1 3R B AR AR W] DU R % 1B \MFCC J7 914,
BRI DU 265 1 B 1 N S A0 TE A B 0015 B o i 2R BE o R T B K BRURRAE v N 2 0 B 0 T
G5 B TE IRk AT LSBT B e B R A P B B O L S BLIE R A . Hsu %5 Chou %™ Qian
LS [ 2 A o 000X R R AR T 2 RE S R i
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it P8 e X ASV R GEREAT Tl | 3 S i i e/ AR ARG ORI B I 2T B AT B R S
PR o R ARG R R I B2 A ASV R GE R I BE I AR LR 2 ) I R AR 8 (EUR 2 AT SR
ASV Z GeAJ R X i3 26 T o AR UK

2.4 EBEEAK

WA CTTS) S — Bl AT LUK BSOS B4 ol FARTE .
A A 1R, TTS RAGAWAEBAR 8 SR [qug}ﬁ]__[gﬁgmgﬁ] s

AT, FE X — 2 SOAR M e A i ol A g =0 58 — 8 2 A
b R B A R RS L S D PR i v, 2R
TR N N . ZRETAVFE T ASV RGE X TTS AF % 90 i
i 555 P 1 BFF 925 AR 2000 4F , Masuko 2557 5k & LT ASV
ARG T HMM (9 TTS AR BA M T . 5k, De Leon 453 5% GMM-UBM Hl SVM i 2%
ASV ZGE AT T TTS Wi , Wil il FAR 43 I 0.28% F10% b TF51 86 % F181% . Galou 25"t % jy
I ASV R G A7 2y , U T 28 LAY AL SR o 7E ASVspoof2019 Pk FE v i T 250 TTS #
AR B R E B gR D AR 10 S8 T TS MAH FH Wavenet i) TTS. X4 BB S HE A M
TTS T H Merlin"*' (CURRENT"*' I Mary TTS"" 4= i .,

2.4.1 HARBEFIHHELTTS

TTS PG ik R R L S8E . B TREFINRE LR MM s ALan
TTS R4, TS A B, B — R 200 )% . 10K %45 Deep Voice-1”" Fil Deep Voice-2""/,
Deep Voice-1 B A B0 B P, A& iU AR & . Deep Voice-2 Wik — 254 i-vector 5] A T #E &I 25 i
o (HEXWIFh R 5 Bl R 40, 78 U 2k DL AT B A 4k . % Deep Voice-3 R4 EL 4 L
Ty ) 5 TTS,

2.4.2 #3)HTTS

Wang %% F 2016 4F 1 U ) T 3 203 TTSHEAL, J5 3K, £F Interspeech2017 |- % #i T Tacotron-1
TTS Ui 0 R4 . 2018 4E I % % Uxt Hetb 47 7 ekt , 48 Tacotron-1 B 3£ L ik H] Wavenet £ 24 75 5
e BUR E kAR ELAE SR B0 TTS & 48, Tacotron 22 41 22 58 4 Ak AH X 45 Sy 7 2., [+ I o BB 75 3] /85 o
B & E S . A BT 2018 4 7E Deep Voice-2 FUFER WP & T A & %5 2 %% TTS R4
Voice-3'""". Deep Voice-3 & — N3 T 4 & BUEF AHLHIAY TTS RS, Hoof i 7 2 B8 0] LA pl £ Fl
Hia #AEE R . Deep Voice3H L ZRTHI TTS RS0, KA TH T I Gk B A TTS 3% .

A VC A TTS RGEHEAJE IR E M UL NS ST M. 8 2 08 AE &8R40 1
TR [ 3 9 R B T AR A SR DA A ke R Y R AR AT LA s B A AR DA
N o XEPGE AT AR ASY ZE T WULIE A SR ER Pl XEHEARNERME ASV &5
MTTS/VC RGN, W &% ASV R 507 A 5 K W

3 EEXRIRE

YT R AR AR S X PURE AR ASV RGEHEAT I o 6 BURE A SR i AR RO 4R P ad O
AN AR B B T B S A REAS AR AR 2 S EOLE E I R L B R e i — R R .
5 TR JBE 27 > B AE PN A BIL A% 27 > BB T3 B0 B it 3 S0UR%, Bty 3 R LA RO IR T R AR BEA T
(e gl , BT B ASY R GETOIE IE W AT N 2 2AE S5 o BEE DNNZEIE I ASR UL ih A R 155 %
WA O RO S5 58 45 5 A BRAE 55 P B9 T, B ASV R GEEH XX B RE AR 4 18 55 1 5 F 5 4] By A
XPURE A AR 2. R T i) 20 41 [ N A2 B AT ASV RGO BUREAR SOl 5

E11 TTSHEE
Fig.11 Flow chartof TTS

Deep
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3.1 IEEXMHBEER

2508 B IREAS 2o, DU T 0 BURE A 8 A i B R

T=zx+7y st ||6||P<e (11)

(11 1Y H Ao i 3 28 % T V5 IR0 58 BUX & 19 7326 o IR AR & 90 e AR 2 1 0, W BBCEE & 1Y H
B S e X HOREAS 7 (0 43 245 3 3 £ yone ZEVE T AR, 30 (1) P A5 p 3l 3 S JE 55 S Bk 23 8

H BT EE X ASV RGEHAT RN PLIGE % BT & 2 A 48 ASV N ER(E B (L5 BRI 454, 2880, 4t
2 R BCRBE AR B 55 ) T LA o B @ ety R & B AR & X ol R OR UL, P& Mol IR & 9 B
BT R E AR R RS AR S L el Y s . LB R AT LAAr S A B ARFIJE H bR Bl o 7ETE
Hbn S v, R 2l ASV R G877 AL S i i th 25 R ] s 7E A7 H AR MGt b, 5 2246 08 ASV R G fan i
FEE AR

5 T8 AU 2R G 1 X 0 RE A B 1 3 JLAE RITRI B 2 . 2018 4F , Kreuk ™l Gong %57 i Ik
P YRR X i 3 g 1 IR AZ B 4% (Long short term memory, LSTM) B i AR 28 8¢ i) 6 5T AR A A B
ik ZJa, SUHBLT £ % x-vector Ml i-vector R G MY XHHLAEA L g7 . 2020 4F , Li 2610 il FH b o B 3 45
54 (Fast gradient sign method, FGSM) 523 T %} GMM /i-vector #l x-vector 2 Gl T i . Xie 25142
B0 — o S N Y 3 R i O 1, % R AR A BT R A AN A RE 8 S B S X i L AT DA R AN
[ i 35 A % B A [ B 038 3 o RS20 v 200 W B B0 O B R P B T T Kaldit ' i E b 28
¥ 2% ( Time-delay neural network, TDNN)# x-vector R4E. LiZ"' 5 AT i@ X483 (Universal ad-
versarial perturbations, UAPs) , SCH & Y T — il Az s AL, 1208 AL BB 6% 7 2] MAIRAE 1 2543 4 8] UAPs 1
25 0] 0 e 5, B O AT AT A AT 5 38 0T AR i UAPs. 5250 3% B A i i UAPs w] R LA R B 3R 30 3
W) ASV B . Wang 25O ) 0 3 224, 4 xvector RGSCH T A & T, IF B W 3808 1
P sh g AT . Villalba 25 VBT T A X 30 RE AS 2 i £ F x-vector 19 ASV R G, I HLR A AT/
T £ ASV RGP AR LGB RE A S T MR KA SR & ASV R GE. Zhang SR T Bh Bk 4R
FGSM (Momentum iterative FGSM, MI-FGSM) , 3t Fi% 7 (1 30 T ASV MR X 5t &4t . Chen
SEHOUHR T FakeBob M HH R 45 . FakeBob i aof ] J7 44 18 5 48 i 41 3 2h A i 52 38 7 28 & el , I
HAETE 2 MBS b LG . RSP & T 20008 VIR B RS 8 (B SRR S , Kt
f10 T 26 B P, S T U e AT A B S P AT R S BRI . LSOV Xie SN F 9 0 e
PR RAY) IRZA I 7 R 75 G AP O 78 g r i B K LT

Marras 451 22 35 fifi Ffj 7 . 7 7 ( Dictionary attack) ¥ ASV £4: . XK 0h o i A KR Bk
YL L T H AT 27 8 06T B AR BEIE N A & R A B T R X i 1) 32 S (Master
voice ) HVAS AT HTAE 311, R d5c KA 3 7RI HB 43 130 A0 o 335 P ARV RURE o >4 335 Pl AR 0L 32 i ot B 8,
FE RN HR R U 3 AR 2 30 I 39 300 ok 3 335 11 e ) A il I BB

Nakamura %" F F 11 8 ASV R G852 B T — Bl B i -4 s I (Verification-to-synthesis, VTS) .
FE X AP Ze s A A H AR BTE AU 2R 80 19 & ASV BLIIXT VC R T I %5 . T ilga
14 1) 265 T BE 23 % i AT BT & R AT L DO AR ep, SO s I T — A ASRAEHY, DLk b
R B R . SRR I S N BRI R ASV R GE, 1 H AR TR

LiuZ§"MVAR 3 ASV £ G0 BT B 2 48 (Anti-spoof) #E4T T S8 & F (1 & ik o VB8 I FGSM A%
FENR R B L AR T PURE AR, DL UL ok ook 3 T R i S B 4 X 4% (Light convolutional neural network,
LCNN) (5130 3 2 4t o o 5256 22 WY, (28 & R 11 80 28 U PURE A, 2 AT LU 38000 B M e R 47 19
ASV Hil g R 5t o



842 R E B L Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 36, No. 5, 2021

3.2 WHEREREE

B2k B4R T ASV RGN JURP G PR A A Uk IR T B
3.2.1 FGSM

FGSM & — R 5 2003 5 09 88 ol O i 3 3 v AU AL fo R 158 v B0 4 5, I T 36 6 A 7
1] > e KA R 5325, DT AR X B b A

T =ux+esign(V,L(x,y,0)) (12)

A R A IR N BV I REAS o O R 2 R B REAS L y S R T ot 1 R S AR, 6 R 1
ZRAE A SR, L R 28 UG R B, e S RE IR RIS . 38 R UL I KIS e K L ASY RGBS
B T BB s BRI B A AR T BRI 25 . FGSM 2 — i BE % P B AR B0 HTRE AR Y v L B2
Bk T IR SRR =
3.2.2 #AKFGSM & & Ak Kk

A FGSM 7E 86 B2 77 16) bR T %, 2% /8 FGSM (Tterative FGSM, IFGSM ) &8 3t 4 1% 18 ¥ ( Ba-
sic iterative method, BIM)""/ZE 8 18 J7 1) b iE 47 25 U KA/ R AR 2R Kl o, D

X, =x+ clipe(;,+ asign(VjVL(;f,y, 0))—x) (13)
A x, =, i MO B R B clip BR BN R E 45 U A5 4 30 9 e K /N Teo TRGSM
BIM () i i 2 36 5 F FGSM, fF 7] il 75 2 34 € 55 22 1 i i)
3.2.3 Carlini-Wagner(CW )zt &

CW 722 3 4 51 B 0% 0 e 2 286 28 01 FLAR 35 AR 1] B v 1 35 /N 4t 3
min||7/||p+c-g(;) st €[0,1] (14)

i g (+) 78 SCHY H AR sRBCR R

g(’;)—[Z(})/—max(2(1>j)+a} (15)
it n
K Z(OHONUETERNFHMERN R E, (RN ELREN MR E TS, o VERLAS
B[] FRmax(+,0), EW EFH,CW Il 2540 2 55 152 2800 b )5 95 M 38 B R n 28 501, Il HL S 50 1
Bt AR S S ERE . B p W DA 2 5 oo,
3.2.4 #HH T K& (Projected gradient descent, PGD)

Madry 2R T R AEE B L Bk i) SURRAR
Zio= [, [z T asign(V,L(x,y.0))] (16)
A a WEE FEEHNLK o+ SERWE I T — & 38 F, 50 2w 5 P E X EE S .
PGD F ik &M fe R ARk T, &l TH 240 PGD —Mid 2 PGD-T.

4 BEERE

A SC DT 30 G A i AN BURE AR T A L T AR ASV RGER UL O i LRSS T
BEAE SR [ WA R B ASV RG22 A MW 58 75 0 B Ui A 2 g o A b id , H R O T 38 5 00 X ot
IR I A T 58 8 22 T 0 DUREAS 19 BCati A5 B A ATF 5 o (EL: h 1 0 A A T8 el 8 Tl il 2 R o g, AN Uk
R TS DAL BT B A X ASV AR G U TR o 28 A STt A T S O A R TR A B
HE I AR 0 B AR AL RAT G B AR JLAS T AT 2P S

T S 2 T
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(1) ZHR it T BUs &

A5 0% BIF 28 38 OC T T 0 — 5B T B A I 9T, R ok ol 3 RT BR &S G 2 RO O oy T B, AT S
B o AN TR e A AT A A S, T LR A S B ]S ASY R G AT SR . I, X T
X2 2R U T BB A B T M E T AR G

(2) H0 By A 00 1y 32 17 35 3

LI A4 S S A 00 0 977 080 T B A 22 8 L 8 AR AR S A o U T8 1 W o TR B X R R 2 R A R
W o T B, E R ARSI 7 1 0 AN BE 4SS 45 4 b X 40 B 08 R LS R . R ORIV % B AY LA
A 0 3 B i A 00 9, AT B A VAT A AT S8 50 N UL R 0 ARG I S A S 1 R e 8 o T B

(3) 1 B T3¢ o5 0G0y v 1 5

TR S by S5 v A AR K G W R R TR I 4 A R Y R 3 22 ) B4 AR DG B T R, AT S i) B 9 5 < 5%
R R o PR R — 2 IR R R R R R S R S, R 52 2 I AR AR AT SO0 o R
G 18 o Ty 23 e Sl A o RS Y00 R O 0T S B m

WS R T

(1) ki 55 B 480 A 1 0 4 v

HT, X ASV R G0 10 % o dE A B0t 55 0 4 1 B 58 35 /0, B 14 6T 0 0o 0 90 30 VA e DA B
B RPEAL P8 bR LSS — , R 28T AR B (9 U638 ARSI EE 2 AT 3050 . R, % 8 S %t bt
FEAR T 5 1 8 0 52 A 75 A — AN R R B L PR A 8 bR AR A B0 S Ok G — PR AIARE . AN, T
VT8 T YO I RO PR A Bty B XS ASV R S8 A UM, WA T 8 — B ] — P AR HE AT
1 — 5

(2) ASV R GeBi 8 T Bt

EEXASV RS R BUREAR T T IR ZI M R T ASV RGNS TE . P, 3% ik — 25 R 58 £ % i
T 0 B AR 7 o Qe B 5[] B R T N B AE 22 R 0T SR K R B AR R — o AN X
(E RN ] D 7S D25 1 S e B 1 2 o S o (= s WP B A D R D O i 2 o N s 1 ) | B S = B D i 430
ASV Z%4 I, HErMARARMITIELER ., i TREGFDWTFL ASV RG-S T IR PR S,
PR, 0T i 28 21 45 2 Gt 1 Tl B AR S 0 30 S B S, R B R) DA — P R s S R T Ak

(3) F42 i AN AT IR AR i o Ty

i 3 A LA BE S AT R R Y R PR AR | DTN S TG 1 % 5 N PR AS (4 A A L T DA T
KA R H AT 298 & IEAESS 1R 05 o (RIS, A a] of 35k 2 XeF 47 B AR 308 4 6 000 R i 4, 2 —
AME AT W5 09 PR

T I SO0 T8 0 X B AR el R A B SRR TR TR S R S AL U R B A R Y A7 B
TIZ R, BB A R B B AR T R B R R LA TTS  VC &R AR B AR
AL ASV R G TH X 12 A v UM R 23 BROR B B L Y HT, BOR B2 R MR R S 5B TR R
G Z MR Z T HEERZMRFENS T BT RENLESER S5 B ERZT
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