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& LSTM-GRU W 4% Y18 51 58 17 (0] I o5 42 N
WiEE, TER, SER, EEB, KEE’

(1. v [ IR 353 8 2 B N 225 B R 5% 3 Be , TEFH 11085452, )7 JH AT T S R B AR BESE BT, 1 510030)

B B A —FTRIZETRBANGEMSFE RE —F S LSTM-GRU M % 69 5 % #35 F &
(BFHBR FBFLASR)EMNFT X, B4 LSTM-GRU M % % & K 42 #142 JC M % ( Long short-term
memory, LSTM) & |42 #& 374 2 3£ 50 ( Gated recurrent unit, GRU) & . & 7+ B )72 — 1L B Ffe ik 2 B
PRLE LM — AP IRA ML, P LSTM & 7T vA i k& F 5 70 F 69 K BHR 8 1F A, GRU & I T MR A A
HdF ., FHf ASVspoof2019 LA 4 48 & £ o 47, 32 B 20 4 04 Al /R 48] 38 R B 42 0 TAEA DI 45, £ 0
B AE R D] 4347 69 LSTM-GRU A sl X, & J 6935 F 347 5kt . 5 GRU W% % LSTM W 4%
LR AR AW LSTM-GRU M % £ 34 M & B A E# R 5 £ 7 &, 4 ia‘%ﬁ(Equal error rate,
EER) ¥ ASVspoof2019 ¥k 58 BT 42 4 L 2% & 44K 27.07 % , 3% 3% 45 35 ] 5 & 35 & 4 ) 09 - 3 0 7% 5 ik
%] 98.04% , 5+ AL ak & LSTM-GRU M 4 A & | % 0 ] 42 | By 2k it J}U\/\&ﬁzk'ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ 5. ZRAIEH A
X kT AR TETZH 7R S ERMNES T,

KEIA . F 4 P Sk A R AR ARG F IR ELSTM GRU M %

HESZEE: TP391.4;,TN912.3 XERAR ARG A

Logical Access Attack Audio Detection Based on LSTM-GRU

YANG Haitao', WANG Huapeng', NIU Jinlin', CHU Xianteng', LIN Nuanhui’®

(1. Video and Audio Material Examination Department, Criminal Investigation Police University of China, Shenyang 110854, China;

2. Criminal Science and Technology Institute of Guangzhou, Guangzhou 510030, China)

Abstract: In order to improve the accuracy of speech spoofing detection, a speech spoofing detection
method based on LSTM-GRU network is proposed. LSTM-GRU network is a hybrid network combining
long short-term memory (LSTM) layer, gated recurrent unit (GRU) layer, dropout layer, batch
normalization layer and dense layer in series. LSTM layer can solve the problem of longtime dependence in
speech sequence, while GRU layer can reduce the number of model parameters. The experiment is
conducted on the ASVspoof2019 LA dataset, and the 20-dimensional Mel-frequency cepstral coefficient
features are extracted for model training. In the test stage, the trained LSTM-GRU model is used for
deception detection of the speech in the test set. By comparing with separate GRU and LSTM networks,
the results show that: LSTM-GRU network achieves the highest correct recognition rate among the three
network models; the equal error rate is 27.07% lower than the baseline system provided by the

ASVspoof2019 challenge; the average accuracy of speech detection for logical access attack is 98.04% ;

HE&TB:BHEE SO AT (2017YFC0821000) 5 7 M ™ B #% i+ %1 (2019030004) T & 2 A P B [ B T
(WXZX-201807003); il 7 5 ) 4 5 50 T o5 52 56 28 (A 95 S8 a8 Bl 5% e ) TR 3 4 EPlﬁlJ$£%?<zéM}hfk@J%ﬁ EFIRTHIE .
5 B #3:2021-06-22; 1&1T H #1:2021-11-05
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LSTM-GRU network has the advantages of short training time, over-fitting prevention and high stability.
It is proved that the proposed method can be effectively applied to speech logical access attack detection
task.

Key words: logical access attack; Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients; equal error rate; LSTM-GRU
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FAE H AT R R OGP DA AT VRO 3 i N B A AR 45 A . TR RO R AR R A
L F ALY BT R R O A ORI R R T AE R AT T i L A B AR
A 3l s AT B0 9 25 T 5 57 A8 % 5K Bk R 2% (Automatic speaker verification spoofing and countermea-
sures challenge, ASVspoof) T 2015 4E 58 — R 28 I, £ 56 T 38 15 7] (Logical access, LA ), 14515 &
& R (Text to speech, TTS)FIiE % 45 (Voice conversion, VO K, B S 9 ASVspoof2017 & T
Py B 7 0] (Physical access, PA) X 43 B0 52 35 45 F R 35 457 . ASVspoof2019 Wi 26 T LA FI PA™ . 1
X LA Bk FE P R bR v AR 2 SR A IR R (Equal error rate, EER) , AL 35 15 & A& AL L 18 5 5% 46 A0 12 55 1)
Tl v DR R A B i ) X A R A TR TR A o AL G LR ST A T O A
I 3= 24 v 307 VR 5 BBE AR F i-vector, HIF & A I 24 3R PR AR B 5 00 00 0 (B TR 0% P AR 18
T2 5 J5 A R 4 Jey 22 5 R AT A B B A 30 A0 0L B T DN R RO Bl TR 2 ST Y
P K JR , TR IE Bl 28 W 2% (Deep neural network, DNN) # i F T35 & R A . Villalba %5 I DNN X
P U 2R % % (Filter bank, FBank) & %} #1# (Relative phase shift, RPS)fEAEZE 1740, 76 10 F K 5
TINS5 R P A 9 EERAR T 0.05%0, U 1 4B B 4 IR . 45 Bk 28 W 45 (Convolutional neural
networks, CNN)7E BG40 1149 J D) 07 A 1 2 Ab SR AL T 87 2 % . Lavrentyeva % fifi F CNN #9245 Ff
LCNN PEA7 38 3 85K I, 37 78 ASVspoof2017 Hk fik € b B 15 35 [ 4G 0 45 — 44 A9 L 45 L 3iE A T
CNN 715 & 500k Ao 0 vh i B8 77 oAb 38035 7 ) e 5040 BB 07 5 3 A 2 10 24 1 28 I 2% (Recurrent neural net-
work, RNN) , RNN i iof 7 35 850 Fil ] BR 2544 ff B A iC 421 o Gomez-Alanis 4 FH CNN-RNN i
A TR Nt M R MR AT OO T, RS TR A R L % A T S SR B BT 5T v 4l
GRU-RNN ¥R 5 A5 B0 [0 75008 B 5 4 vk 0 M6 B8 o E A7 3000 A DU, JHE 25 SR 41 b ASVspoof2019 4
PR IEL R G a A L (H S RINN 7 &b B < A A< 5 1] F51 e &)t B0 A6f 1 905 2 B S A M i B 4. Ho-
chreiter 25 $ H B9 KA 1T 2 W 46 W 2 0 1 A e s — )L 78 ASVspoof2017 #k ik & i, Li 141 BA i
THTER A LSTM 45 BRI 45 R . Cho % T 2014 4FH H A9 1 TR IG 3R #h 28 0 2 K
S W1 42 M 45 (Long short-term memory, LSTM) #4784 K9 — R0 Chen 254 FH 177 45 78 26
fh 22 B8 50 (Gated recurrent unit, GRU) 7E ASVspoof2017 £ 4 4 F i 173838 , EER & 9.81% , £ Bl %
M SCER[17-18 10 % LSTM FI GRU W 45 AU HEAT 1 o, %k BLP 4 B0 E 1 4124 (L AR H F LSTM
W26, GRU (14 5K B 484 58/ I 2 3 2 SE P, 2 AL BE ) B0

FE VG B 32 B U7 0] B0 R DU 7 4 55 v, B — 100 1 28 ) 4 255 ) A R 4738 i 7 0] 0o A I f A7 AR — o
R B DR DG TR A T 4 55 70 o BFF 5 305 . AR A R & 7 91 LSTM 45 Fit GRU [ 45 fie 6% 58 4 b
Ab 51 ) R I AR ) A T B R P 2K I PR RE o FR T T R IR £ 4 R R AL, 7E Rl I B 68 TE A
ARWGE S5 B o Ak — 25 B v o 3 SO R 00 1 M A 25, AR SO LSTM W 4% K2 GRU W 45 E AT Rl 32 11
— kG LSTM-GRU [0 25 A5 58 8 47 185 & 0 B 46 00 A9F 5
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1 =B EE N %
1 0 B 28 I 45 2 6 A% 45 DNIN I SERE A T 13 L FH R 42 o 4 20 I 4 b {5 B 4% 3, T
DA DK B 4 8 O 2R i) 8 i 1 B I O FBH R A
1.1 KEHIZIZ ™%
LSTM MW £& Z5 44 i — R 51 910 12 50 4 AL, 212 ot

HEMAE A ERICICE TR S B RS, ¢ C
LSTM#A 31T Chin AT i th 1) A3t 520 ke Or 4 A
IR A W R R RGBT sl b AT E e
T TE N AE A 285 B T o B TR A h,
FRGBEITREERICMTANE. B1FANLSTMIZ 1
R TTEE . FERFIRIE K b, LSTM Al &Ry x,
fr=o(Wlh,_ 2]+ b)) (1) K1 LSTMICIL R L
= (Wolh, . x]+b) (2) Figd LSTM memony cell
C,=tanh(We.[h, 1, x,]+b,) (3)
C,=f*C,_,+i*C, (4)
o,=c(W,[h, ,,x,]+b,) (5)
h,= o,#tanh(C,) (6)

2o s O BR B A9 Sigmoid B8 %X (o) AR IE U1 86 8 (tanh) 54,.0,.f. C, C, 43 31 365 R AT i
HTT GRS GEIZ PR T NEFFNC I A TC N 2 s W R R A JE 5 6 R n i B ml i, He i b, "R AT
1) P [0 2 5 A, Ay S 2 B A )22 )
1.2 [HEERMERAT

GRU 5 LSTM 1% 45 A4 AH AL H 2 235 1y B8 ] B0, 5K B 454
F L BERIAT EE TR R RRE S AT T 96 2R
225 I 245 v B IR A 1 15 O 2L B 2 BT OR O GRU 242
FICEEM . GRU il b B4 A >4 1y 90 2% 19 AR 285 A, A 1 — I5F 2
W2 RS b, 22 TV I — A 2R Pk B0 1 56 R, I Mgt e o BE
TH R FRG B2 R AR Y ), Rk Xy

re=o(W, a4+ W,h,_,+b,) (7) K2 GRUIZZHITE

2, = G<W_I.,“T,+ W, h, |+ b:) (3) Fig.2 GRU memory cell

b= tanh (W2, 4 W (rOh, )+ b,) (9)
h,=z,Oh, 1+(1*z,>®};, (10)

P er, oz, 2, 0 0 BN TEE ] T )R 1) & © 278 Hadamard Product, 5 2 $8 18 % B P X B2
I T 25 A 70 5 FLA AR & & L5 LSTM W 2% A [H] -
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2 BiEA LSTM-GRU MZ B & 5

2.1 LSTM-GRU M4 4#3

LSTM il i [ B By 34 1] 458 2 8 o 455 5 i A7 5 7 I 8% T F) 3 3 0 LA I e e s 49 ] 8T, {HL %
BT LSTM W 4% 8 S50t 2 8 1/ 2000 R A 4284202 A6 SE PR T b R v, 2 i i) 3%
BERE R LSTM W 48 J2 R SR 23 45 5 th B 6 04 OF XLy is 5 ae 2k k. GRU
Jy LSTM 1 faifk, 51 A T R T TR B R A BRACE A5 B A T LSTM 3% & 1 S 808 /D i /b 1
Amiﬁ 1B J2 70 b PR B AR ARSI R R BRI LSTM., 78 M AR S04 0 b 00 2% 2% ¥y 9E 47 B3 06 b 2, 42

— Ml S LSTM-GRU Ay [ 4 25 44 .

LSTM-GRU [ 4% J& fy B2 LSTM W 2% S B2 GRU 2% 2 BT B i) — i IR A 00 2% 25 4 ﬁnlﬁl R
o BRI LSTMZ G R UG i i AT i s T As 5501, 8 A sigmoid B8 200RN tanh b6 50T (5 B Y
kAL RS PE A GRU 2 5 GRU JZ 90 (9 3057 1) AN 88 ) X {5 B 47 0 B AR SR A B, ﬁu/\@“)ropoul):
FFr— S 2 B 1 LA RS SR AT IE — e Ab B P A B 4 2 A 8 0 i softmax pR 8K
M43 2 2 AT BLABGE A 2K

NS

K3 LSTM-GRU W45 454
Fig.3 LSTM-GRU network structure

2.2 RURSZHITENIER
T 18 & O R U P R 1Y # F#E A5 & EER . EER 245 1R #E 48 %8 (False rejection rate, FRR) A4 1%

252 % (False acceptance rate, FAR) #1450 HB(H . EER s 67 4 ¥ U0 R Ge M fe iy 2045 b7, REWS
[el A 2 B £ 3R G0 14 22 A PE AR B P . FRR.FAR EER ISR R

num [ s ]<<0

FRR(§)= (11)
Nhonah(le
>0
FAR(9) = umls]=0 (12)
Nspoofed
EER = FRR (fggx ) = FAR (O ) (13)

itl:'j :I\]bonaﬁde\NSpoofed %%IJ%%E_\‘E-L% H E’J ﬁ ﬁ&’ﬂ&lﬁ E/J lj ﬁ snum |: ]<e%éﬁ]&a}#$qj E‘/\/J\:J: 6[&’]
g snum [ s ]> 0 RRBGEREATR I KT 08 . 2 EER BUE BN, S H R S0 1E R BT
AUC (Area under the curve) J& L% 2% > % H 9 = 70 59901 5= BL L 35 19 J2 ROC (Receiver operating
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characteristic) fi1 £k F A9 B ROC #2238 izt 2L 1F 51 58 5 {5 1 1) 5 3 098 o , 7T LA P S DAl 43 2 A58 700
ke . AUC B3t A RN
M(1+M)

2 rank, — 5

AUC — i € positiveClass (14)
M X N

K rank ACRE i FHEAMWITS s M N HMCGRIEREARANBOM AFEAR D%, ROC M 4T Y R
AT O01LA L2 AUC B2 T 1 30 A AL 4
2.3 FHERE

AR S Bk UM ZR A5 245 3% 2R 8 (Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients, MFCC ) {E A Yl 25 it 8 [ 2 SR AE o
MFCC % [ T A Bt A [7] 451 3 00 Ja A2 F 5121 8 3 85 A 5 A B A58 17 R )™ 92, HE 48 B ad 72 ) 4
N

BEET  FNE o A | FFT e MR

MFCCHF -
reaih DCT o Hiz

B4 MFCC #e it f
Fig.4 MFCC extraction process

3 EBHEipEIERNSEE

3.1 SKIGINEE

ASCHETF Ubuntul8.04.41L TS & 4t , {#i i Jupyter Notebook 412 17 # 35% , Tensorflow2.2 fE 4L | fiff {4
Bt & % ] Intel Xeon(R) Gold 6132 CPU 43 28 ,NVIDIA Tesla P4 £,
3.2 HURE

A SRR TR A ST A 4 P R R 2 R U 1) A R 1 AT R 5, >R 1T ASV spoof 2019
Bl n) LA B e o 28U R B T VO TK Bl R 3EAT T & 1Y, R4 3414 IR 4R TF k4R
GRS A SCR N SR AT 5050 . I 2R 1R 20 44 (8 I3 12 %) A Ta) Uil N4 A, SR FE %y 16 kHz,
3t 23 580 AN F M S . I MFCC A 1E J5 MRFAE 4R Hh BE HIL % B 60 %6 (25 345 4> ) R Ak B4l 1 S A Ik
S A YN ZRAE L 2096 (8 449 4> ) R AIE KU A S A YR 52 50 1) B iR 4R L 20 76 (8 449 ) e AR 5040 1 kg A Uk 52 3
) I B
3.3 XBSHIRE

S B B ME CC AR R I b 28 I 28 () 38 FR AR o 7618 B R U R b, MEF CC I RAAIE 4 B 1
20 4 B T A BEUAY S AR M, A 50 WUE oA ERIE K B R 1A

T i 25 o 245 AR (1 26 4% 1R FH GRU \LSTM Al LSTM-GRU I & 855 43 51 %ot $2 R i) MF CC 4§ AiE
PEAT X SR . SR A B — A B LSTM-GRU ¥ & (9 I 45 2 8 R g5 # 2 1 fron . &
LSTM-GRU M £5 55 1 )2 LSTM JZ , B A 644> B 5 s, fi A KON 1 4 20 20 48 5 56 2 J2 8 HA7 128
AN BT SR GRU 2, HEFF BAZ 36 3R — 2, B0 o6 80k Relu; 25 32 1] T Dropout, AL % 3¢
50% FHE B 1k #1426 5 )2 A Batch normalization , Va2 W 28 31 58 ik i HL 27 > R0 o h B 47 86 B 4%
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BB o2 N R, A 128 B 1y 2555 6 %1 LSTM-GRURMEZEMSH
2R KIR EOE B ECH softmax. 2% AY 32k A% Table 1 LSTM-GRU network structure parameters
HA43 535 B 400 .1 000, batch-size XF v 43 5 % & Layer(type) Output shape Parameter
7128256, Bl 4% — Wk I 4 128 &% 256 4 B i . LSTM (None,None, 64) 21 760
o 30 A (KB G FF 45 ORI L 9 B 2 ) A ORU (None, 128) 74112
X 0,01, 568 R 0.96, S K 100, i ft 28 Dropout one, 1269 ’
Batch normalization  (Batch(None, 128)) 512
fdi F adam 38 4o A6 J32 0 92 > 32 A] DL A AR T A Dense (None. 256) 23 024

EIEAT o Dense (None, 2) 514
3.4 ERERRIM

GRU.LSTM K LSTM-GRU = Fl [% £& £ 51
A3 MFE N2 R IR 400 .1 000 F X 42 BUE] ) MFCC RRAE I 2R 2 R an 2 2 3 T o 25 31 43 #7 Bt FHOF 48
¥5 M EER AUC FIER ¥ .

H % 2. 30T LA Y, 76 R B2 1 3R 4 A R A5 808, Horh LSTM-GRU #E 5 fir 1A 21 1) 1 6 12
B 2 0 981206 F197.96 % 5 78 AUC H b | LSTM-GRU £ B AL M3 GRU M LSTM. 75 # 3%
R ELSTM-GRU [ 45 R S If, AR B A 53 50 0 5.900 M 7.106 . 3 1o BB i 3 i ASE 0 Y 45 35T 3 )
Fe Al L& B0, U 25 TR 0 400 ), = 35 #F Hb ASV 2019 Pk % 58 T #1241k i) 3 28 22 48 EER=8.09 % ZL1I% .
HP GRU WL R AR 17.18%0 ; LSTM AL R 4R 17.18% ; LSTM-GRU M A2k R 5% 27.07%
Y2 E I R 1 000 BF GRU [ K24k R 40K 3.58 % ; LSTM F M 2% ; LSTM-GRU L B4 R 45K 12.2% .
i AT LAR H7E GRU \LSTM I LSTM-GRU = F1 [/ 4% 1 LSTM-GRU W 2% F 3 fe 12 .

Fx2 YIZEEH400 TIFRILWHER #3 YIZEEH1000 TIMRELIGER
Table 2 Experimental results of three models Table 3 Experimental results of three models
under 400 epochs % under 1 000 epochs %
BER GRU  LSTM AR 15803 GRU  LSTM ZARSUHEA!
TR B 97.83 98.05 98.12 TR B 97.38 89.51 97.96
AUC 93.30 93.30 94.10 AUC 92.30 50.40 92.90
EER 6.70 6.70 5.90 EER 7.80 49.60 7.10

LU A8 o o] 308 3 e A R i) 5 SRS e ] DL & B < AE SR B O 400 B GRULLSTM & LSTM-GRU j% 3
ol 190 2 A5 R0 ) 245 SR 2 LU J B D 1 000 264 B9 24 . INZRJE 1 9 400 R B9 GRU \LSTM-GRU [ % 4 1=
R 50 e U5 R 3 R 1000 Y 2458 A% 14.1%.16.9% o AT LG Hi 3k 3 Ff R 5 7 A %ok 4 /08 A )11 425 T 3
RS I B B AR I R A R

72 U 25 830 S 400 Wk GRU T LSTM 9 2 BLAR T, LSTM M 45 78 )% It GRU B = ,
LSTM-GRU ¥ £ %5 Fif P 4 (14 3¢ IUAR SE N 08 75 , 55 5 D2 % LU AT 9 & 43 9 AIK 11.94 %6 .11.94% , AUC 8 b5
43 5 LRGP E 0.85% F10.85% o FE I 45 JE 1 A 1 000 B LSTM 2 BH 22, # % Al , AUC A 50.4%,
EER } 49.6% JF Hi Bl Ml A4 BB 4 . 1 GRU & LSTM-GRU ¥ % B4 & H LSTM-GRU ¥ fig i T
GRU,EER [t GRU£ 8.97% ,AUC It GRU # 0.65% . 7E#EAT A I EHE 2 191§ 5L F . LSTM-GRU
F GRU \LSTM 3£ AR B 47, LA P47, vEafh 3 i o

P& 5 25X 2 (R TR V8 4B B4 , BE A% 35 I b 2 /R LSTM-GRU X ELBE 35 (9 IX 20 HER 5 . AR KR B
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SEARAE AL bR AR S TN BR 2 o PR vb B 4 7 TN B4 U9 D

AL B TR A KR S W 08
WK TR R AT 0006 BEIE B SRS A _ & ok
896 W TE I AT 0.014 (ISR 25 F1 116 (0 FUSIR 25 ekl 2 f
Ak g 04§
/6.7 % LSTM-GRU [ 4 BUM 8 1% 400 I it BRI & 02

o) YR i 2 L A o G R A R /N A 2 D U AR B SE 1284

A 1 5525 0 JEE T 1 25088 e e /A8 A, 45 38 5 SR AR 2 i 5 Bonafide oot
(B, FTLUF L 72 1% 50 JE 05 | o 2 25 A i 2 2 45 2 5 R
IV Akl 28 10 A SICIR 7 L TR 2 5 8 R A 1002 It Fig.5 Confusion matrix

AT, A VAR R AR E A 9800 MEIT o A2 U R R B I 2 A

R 00 BT, X 4 7852 75 0.075 90 BFaT , s 45 SR el < 98.12%0 . W] LSTM-GRU % 2% X T Jik
B v AL O AT R A9 ) 3 T ORI G %R () A S R 2 R 295 A TR 5 B H B R AR A
BB TH R A R Tk .

1.00F ~Train
! 04 F - Validation
o 0.95F
2 1 03r
2 0.90f 2
é’ = 02 [ ‘ . { X | M .
0.85} Uodaa d lls bt L,
~-Train 0.1F g‘ | gk ?%ﬁﬂwﬁﬁgwl&w i&"‘x‘{m‘
0.80} | ~-Validation ik % ) N 7
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Epoch Epoch
&6 It Bt v ol off 3 A8 Ak il & B 7 YN 2R B bt e /NVAE fb it 2k
Fig.6  Accuracy curves during training Fig.7 Loss curves during training
45 7 1 P AR (35 8 3 B E 4 F4 %A 400 T 3FAEE T H L B
T kU E R R R, eI 25 8 3 )y Table4  Comparison of operation performance of
400 T 3 FER ) 2550t I 3 I 3 3k A three models under 400 epochs
o AT H e R R G 38 el B GRU  LSTM ATk
PID 452 B3 GPU W AR 2 17 3 55 — %%, 7] it S 125058 154626 130 306
/_‘/\ %‘: > Q T |~
] 2% 5 B 158 B T A8 AR SE A5 0 — | S22 B 5 B AR /s 11.07 9.82 10.75
R/ s 1.17 1.09 1.04

4R .

H1 2 4 A A M AR SORE Y ) 2 Bk RN 2541
JE S e B I 2494 F GRU AN LSTM [ 2% 2 [, $i B AS SCT7 3 1) 12 B30 A48 FE I 8] 4k T BV LI 1
IO P Y R AT ARG 5 O S R R AR SO BRI e S o 2 LTI AR SCHR I A A LSTM-GRU [ 4%
T 2% U ) Aok A6 D0 AT 55 v 5 DRk of fy b U3 Db 1 3

4 HRIE

ASCHRE T — ARl A LSTM-GRU M 2% (115 ¥ 2 58 U5 [0 Bed /0 W 75 v . il b3 GRU \LSTM 5
LSTM-GRU 3% 3 Ff [0 2% 185 #U ¥ ASVspoof2019 #2248 1y [ 40 2 b iy 3R B AT WL, 5 F LSTM-GRU W %%
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P18 A5 R 1% R AR TR I T RS2 5 2 R R 4300 R 5,906 7.1 06 HERR BB 43l Ry 981296 .97.96 % , T 3 i I 2%
AR v 2 R o S R B I TR AT 1 400 AT T 000, 38 1 Fe A 3 R R 7 AR K IR TR R i
R, KW LSTM-GRU 1 804 PR 5 HEGR 2 o LUAE 3P W 45 132 M B OF 45 & LSTM-GRU KLY
IR B0, K B2 PP 25 A5 R AN 25 oy L At R 0 e sl B FEE T % R R G A R 2 1P B0 D 3 it o
FABE AT 4028, DO T R MRS RO 2 . LSTM-GRU R 2% ] Sy i 35 18 58 17 7] T o5 46 10 2 4L 387 A4
ko

SE 3k
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