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Abstract: To solve the problem of low accuracy and weak generalization of forged speech detection, a new
algorithm based on time-frequency feature fusion is proposed. Firstly, in order to excavate the uneven
energy distribution of speech fragments or the abnormal fundamental frequency fluctuation, and extract the

subtle difference of semantic coherence, a multi-branch feature fusion network is proposed to excavate the
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difference traces of true and false speech from the pitch, pitch intensity and energy distribution
respectively, so as to better represent the frequency change, amplitude change and peak difference of true
and false speeches, and improve the accuracy of forged speech detection. Secondly, the classical coordinate
attention mechanism fails to effectively mine the fine-grained differences in the time-frequency domain of
speech. Therefore, a time-frequency coordinate attention mechanism is proposed to jointly encode the
energy distribution and fundamental frequency fluctuation anomalies from the time domain and the
frequency domain respectively, so as to better characterize the common high frequency energy anomalies in
the spectral graph and improve the generalization of the model. Finally, an adaptive joint loss optimization
function is designed to balance the importance of different branch networks to further improve the model’ s
ability to learn high frequency energy anomalies and semantic incoherence in forged speech. Performance is
evaluated on the logical access (LA) dataset of ASVspoof 2019, and experimental results show that
compared with the current methods, the proposed method achieves good performance in both EER (Equal
error rate) and mint-DCF (Minimum normalized tandem detection cost function) indicators, which
decrease by 0.34% and 0.014, respectively. In addition, when dealing with unknown attack A17, which is
extremely difficult to detect, it also show good generalization, where EER and mint-DCF decrease by
3.952 2% and 0.136 4, respectively. When dealing with unknown types of spoofing attacks, it also shows
better generalization.

Key words: forged speech detection; feature fusion; time frequency feature fusion; spectrogram; speech
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AN TR B B B ] B R BE 1t 15 B A 4R I, FLRIN &, 38 FR AR AR ok B e O R O R A
SREAE— > 2 R MR E R OR o X B BEAE LE A5 A [a) B i 512 30050 1% v A (5] 03 3% B i) 42 Jm)
R R A Y, A TR AR () B ARUREAE R TR BE o REAE 43 B 45 A DO g o A N B 3 R A BT
Bt A Bl T A A P 3 500 b O i IR 0 R AE R IR 3 3 05 5 00 R A S R b O SURGE
FOME . AR S ]2 B R K G R E R 64, LI AR A8 5 A0 R BB AR R R 8 B R AR R
WA, 25 R T R T T 2 e R 2 Y T B s 3 W R R T A T 2 A 3 T A S R ol e S AR 1Y
FRIES 2 B Ty b BN ol 78 B — 2 oA — 2 S UL 91 17 24 S S K, A A IR L Y R 4 R
DR A5 E G 3500 30 BT P T o R R 2t o RS IORG B2 . Oh T E —2B  vE R TARE TR  FR pE Z
TRE Ty AR % B AL O s B B F R BEAT T k. R A ReL U4 SIS sREL, & 2 — Fh R 8 )5 19
ReLU pRAL, BEWE BR BTG (6 10 1A R 40 AHER TARMERY ReL U, ReL U4 £ O 15 15 & A6 0 A5 750 i S5 of 72
i e 0 H TR A R M R I T R AR I A B S S R DX RS, AT R s R A (A R R B
3% 2

HLH R 25 F a1 5 BT 7R i A X 2k TCAM J5 , 1 4638 1 B 35 0 f5 A3 Ak J2 43 590 % 431 33 1] 1y Bk
[E1] 5 i) A 6 5 ) AT b AR B R 45 B0 5 At Ak S5 04 AT SORT B K R e R e AR R R X A K i PE
S —AH kR y, R AT RUZ B A T — A ROE SRR S RIS Y . B Ky HEAT
FRAE 23 5 91 Pk A oK e B e, ok LR BT I 3 B o IR R SRR T P A T
BB RLEE , JFRE X P A VR AR 5 i A RRAE XA R, VA R R e A i

BHER
B BB LR A i]j _,*%*1%\
o
o
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%
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Fig.5 Time-frequency coordinate attention mechanism
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2.3 BEMBEEBMEAMLIH

F T AR AS [ 43 SRR AR 00 B B DU TS 40 o 2 AR DR R, T T — Bl A IR A R
{1k bR %, H 40 45 MultimarginLoss #R AL RS SR 2% BB 78 U 25400 30, SR FH A8 UM 38 2K pR 8K i
f A 5 A B S 1Y) A3 AT, 5 A A o] BRI 28 S MR SC R, S RS RS YI Z ih pRs I 8 . — ELBEAY
W SCR A W) B Multimarginloss PREK, I 38 & margin X488 19 53 28 50 B A7 3800 . Multimar-
ginloss PR L BE % 38 &oF 1% B 25 51 ] (9 BF 55, A B S A0 A fh o S B $2 M W B2 2 O il R U AR 1 4325
H AT i 00 Oh 3 1 RO 1) BSOS R AR AR AR 20 A AN % 24 A, PRI R F MuultimarginLoss #E47 G0 s BE 68
TR T A [] 286 Y Oy 325 1 5 AR S AT S A A T Y A 2T G2 iR OE SR AR R AT Ok 1 43 e 2 Tn) L, e
A8 SR A R R B A

s

1° —1 1
Loss:*gz Zy,-, InP, (11)
i=0i=0

S HRARFEARLR: |y, Fom HEARZE M 200, P, 27 BERL Y TN 28 51 , ¢ KR REARARZE R, il i iz i
A2 SR AR I bR RO LB TI0IN 28 S 5 L S bR 4 22 T 1Y 22 L AT DR Y 4] 26 38 BB R A o Herb Mul-
timarginLoss PAET K 2 XA
S—1 1
Loss:é 2 Emax(o, margin — P, + y, ¥ (12)

A P AR (Y SRR, , R 07 L 52 B A 28 2500 p SRy TS840 2 ) 1) 8 K001 L FH oA 249 SRR 5 7R 4 152 53
KRS B U R 150 2, e RN B i 5 o p (BB K, 85 B0 A 152 4 288 JIT it Jomn ) 28 551 T B o gl
98 o margin & 48 75 70 AT 55 BB 43 2845 43 15 A S0 45 73 =2 8] A0 B /N TR) B o 2 TE B 200 A A5 03
of — AN BE , JF B T A 200 045 2 Z R 450K R BCR BUE S 05 R 22, W IEAA . Y margin 38K
AF, 2 B84 M0 o 228 {0 R JFC At 28 30 () 1) 1) B, B A — 8 A B b 2 e A 280 ) 00 8 07 o 1 Y muargin {ELt KA,
25 AR AR 7 A i LG, T A margin (EAE/0N | 23 4 /)N L SR 25 0 T i 158 {1 R) 1% ) B , 6 75455 2 ) ke
DR TR TN, 2R E 3, 03 margin i/, W& S EREAR 2 R84y, B TR 4> %
FEOE R FE B B T — R S I A R Ak pR B ALOF 38 38 98 15 AN [ 43 32 9 48 A2 AT 55 h AL R
i THASE X AN [F R A O 3 JR 38 1) 2 2T B O, A
LOSSpon  L08S4., = Threshold

Loss = (13)
L0SS eur HAih

-

154 < e 1A o 154
L0SS o = max(— 20 2y P == >0 Dy P, == 30 >y n P | (14)
Sf:O/:O Sz':O Si:o/:o

t=0

15-1d 1S=1d
L0SS 0r = max(s z max (0, margin — PIFIQLL + y”)p’ E z Z max (0, margin — P}[J-LL 4 y,-,)p,
i=0:=0 i=0¢t=0
1 S—1 1
S 2 z max (0, margin — P/ ™™ 4y Y (15)
i=0¢(=0

A K ALOF py e 2 a0 X (13~15) s o Hh #E X (13) 1, Loss &n H AW & 73 4125 , Thresh-
old g 43 il 451 2 R K B R B LR 0,05, Y Lossge, M6 T BB I #E A S B0 25 B BE L e AR 26 43 2 i 2 31
Ko 7ER(14~15) ,y, TR HELFRE M FE0], S R FEA KR, PR (P P Y™ oy 5 R Kl
4 2R BTN ], p 2R AS [RS4SR AT VR A AT 0, aE o [ A R MR A R K BE RS i
AT ) ot 40 TP R, it v A TR g A UK
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3 KA

3.1 HEE

BT R — A I R BT B RS2 R B L BT IE N 53 LE O i S I 4 3 1) 38
H5EE EEEZ T RRFZHRAS Z DU )28 Jh ASVspool IR In Pk ik 3¢, £ 5 C &L 28,
Wl TEAEPILREENIRZHEANRNS S, E8JRKKTEE S, 20 # s kA —#tEHn
Bl B, O 5 T A T R A Lo Bl e 2 R B . RIS R T TR [ R 22 ) Y X L
L F5 S5 W T 8 , 3290 07 380 23 45 IR AR L A9 AN 48 A5 o A SCR FH A 080 428 39 ASVspoof 2019 LA
B4, RN G B 1 iR . ASVspoof 2019 LA %4k 4 78 JC i i sl M 48 i B85 R, I 5 78
K& T. 548 (Voice cloning toolkit, VCTK)ERHE UL T 46 2 F M H161 44 Lo 1) L IE S HEAR I8
i 22 PR A R B e b R AR O RS . B S /0 N Train \Dev il Eval =43 , H v Train #1
Dev =245 6 Fh & 104 O i 15 & 20k Eval W S5 7 2 R 2 A Zods B0 11 Fh A A dods () O 15 1 25, DU
S TR B Bk B PERETY . ASVspoof 2021 ¥ £ 40 45 P A 28 LA B dE 55 FR JE DR i (Deep fake,
DE) R4 . LA BARE A 0 Oh 18 5 & th 13 MR R 0935 & & R 3 1 e o o 3 vk 2B A, 76 28 o A
gl AT G AR TP, PR T P R e . AL R, DF R 4R 1 B 1R i 110 Fh R
[] P9 34 B 1 b 2 A 3 A 0, I 3 A A 45 g A g Ol Ak B LS OE O MO R L LIB LB R R B R, A
SCHTHTE ASVspoof M I ZRAE T AT Y1 45, 76 2019 LA .2021 LA L J% 2021 DF {4 i £ v #4790 282

&1 ASVspoof #iE&E
Table 1 ASVspoof dataset

. E%‘%% ” R
Bt B 9 ek
Yl 2580 22 800 A01-A06 (6 F)
ASVspoof 2019 LA i 2548 22 296 AO01-A06 (6 Ff)
HIURENES 7 355 63 882 A07-A19 (13 Ff)
ASVspoof 2021 LA R4 14 816 133 360 AO07-A19 (13 )
ASVspoof 2021 DF AR 14 869 519 059 110 i

3.2 EMERR
R TR XA [R) B0 A R REVEAG B 2 IE PR A —BObE SR 72 IF PR bR o T PR RE RO IEAL AU
15 A5 B DR /NI — Ak R IR AR B bR AR A 1R (Recall) (F 15 53 (Fmscore ) A il 15 22 A AT ith £&
(Detection error tradeoff, DET) Fl # 52 3 4 /F ¢ 1iF il £k (Receiver operating characteristic, ROC) . It
Hb R T AE TS T B 1 O3 SR AR SR R D 1 o A B AIL AR A ik A (t-distributed stochastic neigh-
bor embedding, t-SNE) &5 , A8 (4 4 ) 25 R A7 n] AL 7R . EER 48 T 1 45 52 R 5 1R 4E 40
A A I Y R HUE VR — GG PR TR b L BB A T S R AL A A I M e . HOH IR A
EER= P, on= P4 e (16)
KPPy o RARERIEZ R, Py WERIE LR fi /N — 0 SR BRAG A A 2K 20 min ¢ DCF A 8 —Fh
Phy 3 A6 I B PEAN FE A, BB 6% B0 4 M PPAG RS B PERE . (EBR/N SRy ik vk Re A A . HOF AR
min tDCF = Cp Py oy + Cro* Py emn (17)
Ao C R A5 B 26 5% 1 KBS 2 500, AR SCHUE Ry 2.405 95, Cy, 387 485 15 45 52 5% 1 AR 2 80, BUE 0 1,
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min tDCF A8/, U8B 505 1 PR BB B AT o RS 0 2% 2 48 JIr A7 B 2L J00 0 Sy 1 AR 1) AR i v, 185780 T
DR IEFEAS HAr 28 IE 0 AR ARG R . (R OK, SRR L e Rg by . HO TR AR
Precision = 1P (18)
TP+ FP
FH TP AR PR N IR AR B AR 1 A S0 Sy IEREAS 9 5 B, FP U 48 52 B Sk 0 B 4R 109k A5 750 45 152 3th
T A IEAREA B E T EN T2 52 BR A 1 A 0 45 70 A R O S AR AR A B H o AR T A S A
Z— A BTN AR A LS IE R AR A AR R I T A R A AR B LA A R

Recall = — = (19)
R R N

AR VE B AR A [R] 30 1T T PP A AS ] 5 0 1k i 1 B AR AR L (B AT AR R R A T S R R i R
o), 5 0 T R AE VA R TR B 0 HAE A MR AR N T X L 5 AT F G
IHER — LG VRN FE AR, LA B AN TR 58 AR 9 52 e, DT B0 42 T PP A6 Sk PR Re . P R ol IURE
AR . HOH R AR

2+ Precision « Recall

F,= 20
! Precision + Recall (20)

IEAh , -SNE 1 Sy — Fh 2 B [ 4k ] A0 B2 R | BB A% 78 4375 JECECHE A 22 ] 9 R 0T B B 06 R, DT H:
o 2 23 ] Y RS TR 2 S 28 B e ) F I A 2 ) o 3X — b RS ANOR BT O 1 JR) S 4 A R AE | A (AR B 5
I 5 0 00 b O 558 R B A R0 ) 2 2 B O SR S AR R AL BRI A H 9 S DET MTROC il kA
S VTAR 00 4 SRR PR RE (W T8 B L AR O ELUL S LA L Ay S5 RE . b DET il £ 0 48 fih 6 o iR E iR
(False positive rate, FPR) , B f7URE 7 Bl 5 402y 1E REAS AU ABE R 5 Sk 2 7% 18 47 491 %% ( False negative
rate, FNR) , Bl 1EFE A B 85158 40 2 0 AUFEAR O MER . DET #h 2k #4223 R 0 22 T/, ok RE B4y . b
28 B TR R TR i A FE TGRSR 0T v R BRI . ROC iy £ 116 A Bl 26 /s A1 1 491 3200 0l 3¢
7~ ELIE 1 28 (True positive rate, TPR) , B ECSEAEAS Y IE 8 40 25 ELSE AR AR M2 . A il &g i A2 b
W0 3R B Ty vk R e A AT
3.3 IRARBEESHILE

A SC I R T ) 28 A5 8 2 T Pytoreh 1.7 1 & 2% 2J HESE | i2 47 7E Ubuntu 20.04.5 LTS #:/E R 48
b BEFECE LSS 12th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-12400 4 Ff 2% LA & 2 Ht NVIDIA Tesla P40 24 GB i
Fo TEHTMEMIN G, R Adam AL #F #E4T S 80004k, 2% 2 SR8 0.000 1, 345 S 1 f%
&2 lambda % 8 0.05. XF T8 T M4t iy TCAMNet, #738% K 7Y $:AF K 215 80 750, G it 4 17 15 8
h 256, WaveformNet A% A& 5% & H 6 5.
3.4 ZIRERSHM

A SCE SeAE ASVspool BUHR A4 b #EAT T Xy sty 58 I 1 A0 U2 Ah PRIt 6 A0 S 00 25 R AN 3R 2 IR .

15 T A B 7 X LR, B R A R EER Al min tDCF B8 AR E I BUS ek fE . Hopr,
5 > B 7E UG W% 1 R B )5 7 Waveform+Raw PC-DARTS ™ 4 1. , i 4 /7 #: 7€ EER #1 min t-DCF
PGB 4 B FRAR T 1.42% A10.040, 75 K 0KS 13 J7 11, 5 24 T 52 2 19 490 33% 180 4% iE 7 % SpoTNet
XF IS 2 7 ¥ A6 EER Fll min tDCF W48 45 F 43 5 FEIR 0.60 26 F10.034, ¥ HUAG T SOTA Hhg. i@
it 5 I T AR L, BT R 7 U AR AR T R R R b O A, B 6 11 55 PR 3k 18 R I AT 45 X i B R A
037 155 S Y 7 AR, 08 33 4G T A P RE A5 3 T R AR TR BEAh L5 Yue S5O AR AR R A AR
T B AR R G VR A B BT AR DT I PR R TR A L CEER FEIR T 0.61% .min tDCF FEAR T 0.019.
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F2 AEFAETEASVspoof HiEE FMLIER
Table 2 Experimental results of different methods on ASVspoof dataset

PGS el EER/% min t-DCF
ProsoSpeaker™” 5.39
CFE-ResNet™ 5.23
ARawNet2™” 4.61
Stat-SE-Res2Net50" 2.86 0.068
Student Net-KA® 2.39 0.067
OC-softmax™” 2.19 0.059
Spec+Multi-branch™” 2.17 0.118
Spec+LFCC+ DenseNet™! 1.98 0.047
ASVspoof 2019 LA . o 55
CQT+MCG-Res2Net50 1.78 0.052
Waveform+Raw PC-DARTS" 1.77 0.051
MFCC+GTCC+SMOTE-LSTM® 1.60
L-VQT+ DenseNet*? 1.54 0.045
LECC+OCT® 1.06 0.034
Fusion-PA-SE-ResNet™” 0.96 0.030
SpoTNet™*! 0.95 0.045
Proposed method 0.35 0.011
CQCC-GMM™ 15.62 0.479 4
LECC-GMM™ 19.30 0.575 8
ASVspoof 2021 LA LECC-LCNN® 9.26 0.344 5
RawNet2'* 9.50 0.4257
Proposed method 8.94 0.406 3
CQCC-GMM"™ 25.56
LECC-GMM™ 25.25
ASVspoof 2021 DF LECC-LCNN® 23.48
RawNet2!* 22.38
Proposed method 19.81

AN, BT 82 75 i FE ASVspoof 2021 LA 1 DF £ 48 48 b i R BRI 6, R 30 T 8o iz AL e i -
16 ASVspoof 2021 LA ¥4 4 I EER B2l 1 8.94% , WM T A 0 HAf 71 . 5E% 8 GMM )5
ARG, B AP RE E BT . TS LECC-LONN J7 3 A 1L, fF $2 )7 ¥ 78 EER |8 1£ 0.32%,
£ min tDCF W& &5, Bk B B B8 75 V& 2R AF A5 8 42 98 5 T8 3T OG0 T O A il , 7 — 8 R 3 b 2000 T X idd
WG B 4. H5IFE B, £ ASVspoof 2021 DF ¥t 4 I, fr #2 77 5 1 EER 4 19.81%, #H I
CQCC-GMM'™ [LFCC-GMM"™ #il LECC-LCNN J5 398 Fe 9l i B i #E B $2 71 . 5 RawNet2 )y
VARG AR SO VRIS T 2.57 % WP BEAR TE. S5 R, BT R O R UAE ASVspoof 2019 LA |3
PR S i e Al i ds A b [ R 2 S R A Y B e A Ak

AT W E A SCT O R AYIZ AL BE 1, I8 X ASVspoof 2019 LA 7 & %1 2 U % 1 o 1 o5 B 4T T 1k RE
W, 290 25 SR a0 38 3 R o kW B A5 SR RT A, FE T X H T SR 2Pk SRR Y A LT Bl e BT R O T AE
EER 848 AL rh 7 R B0 HE 8 0 A L7 B0t SR RO & IR 0 U0k 12 R SR Ah 3808 385 5 5 38 o T Ji 43 1 i i
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#3 EXAREIKTHEEEH EER 1 min t-DCF
Table 3 EER and min t-DCF for different attack types

H TR OCSoftmax™ Inc-TDSSDNET™ Res"TDSSDNET™ Proposed method
WA EER/% mintDCF  EER/% mintDCF  EER/% mintDCF EER/%  mint-DCF
AO7 0.122 2 0.003 4 0.6927 0.0195 1.4430 0.039 5 0.098 5 0.002 0
A0S 0.180 0 0.004 2 16.562 5 0.300 4 0.750 4 0.020 6 0.203 7 0.005 4
A09 0.122 2 0.009 4 0.4312 0.034 1 0.040 7 0.002 5 0.000 0 0.000 0
A10 1.140 8 0.024 4 0.8319 0.024 2 1.786 0 0.049 3 0.2207 0.006 4
All 0.122 2 0.002 5 0.668 9 0.019 1 0.064 5 0.0015 0.017 0 0.000 5
Al2 0.465 2 0.010 7 0.709 6 0.0199 0.180 0 0.004 3 0.098 5 0.0018
Al3 0.221 0 0.006 1 0.163 0 0.004 1 0.064 5 0.0015 0.017 0 0.000 5
Al4 0.692 7 0.018 7 0.326 0 0.008 8 0.139 2 0.003 2 0.023 8 0.000 5
Al5 1.102 3 0.037 6 0.797 9 0.0219 2.094 9 0.054 1 0.139 2 0.003 9
Al6 0.326 0 0.007 4 1.164 6 0.027 8 1.246 1 0.027 6 0.098 5 0.002 4
Al7 9.218 4 0.6158 12.617 1 0.786 0 6.006 4 0.3254 1.198 6 0.120 1
Al8 0.896 4 0.037 8 1.728 2 0.1119 1.117 1 0.064 2 0.098 5 0.009 2
Al9 0.896 4 0.0317 2.078 0 0.079 3 1.443 0 0.051 1 0.1222 0.004 5
Total 2.178 8 0.055 8 4.043 1 0.097 6 1.642 1 0.048 1 0.353 6 0.010 5

A B Sl Ak B S 3 PR 6 0 v € 0 A R R TS Y AL o O e R 0 DA R I AR SO o 1 D
TE B Bt B A5 B R A7 RS 4 Ak B, A Ty B BT R S R E G B T T 4 U S i U R A A 1 O i
T HORIEE )7 . 5 Hua 28942 H A9 Res- TDSSDNET J7 3% H , A8 307 ¥ 46 A17 8 R B0k 46 I 19 EER
BAR ST 4.807 80 MYREAR , JRE B0 T BT w5 A RS IDRS B RN O AR o SR, Y X AO8 3k S B B, AR 3¢
JRESE 1 EER R i T BUA Jr vk o MR SR AT NS 40 T IS & B, AO8 Tt o — il B ot 28 19 445 114 15
BN R b S R D, S IR WO BB — SR BRI IR . T A ST R AL 5 R
G B B IR A I AR A DD M G T A 4 T R B AT 45 ARG TP R A L AR SCaE
HEAT T min tDCF M3, SE 30 45 R AN 3 3 TR o WL 45 2R B, AR SCIT 2 07 126 7 I Xof K8 43 R i Bk
I AT 22 B A1 e o i 2 AL PR BE . A T Res"TDSSDNET ™, 7K 3¢ fif #2 77 B 78 A 17 26 51 2 5 46 I 19 min
t-DCF F&A% T 0.205 3, R 1 7E AO8 2R AV Y T, min t-DCF WYAUR A W A

4T ASVspoof 2019 LA s 4 b B 90 1 & 5 Oh 38 1 & IO A A S - Al [ 8, AR SC3k FH A 1132 A F
PO VE N PE F5 B | DL PTEAS B8 3 76 Ry Xt 22 o o0 M Tk Bt 92 AR RE 7 o IR P K S O AR i
IEREAS LS T 0L TR A 3 i LS P 6 TP 7 BT, A SO R AR 4 [ R FL Sy i B
PO T By ik, i — b R WA SCRL LA B Az A

R T fE T A R (1 3 SRR A T 8 (a) AT 8 () v, 43 S T i € RN 2T {6 b 8 B 523 ¥ (Bonafide )
FI B 1 & (Spoof) , AT & AR SCHT 4 75 2 % B S5 1 o FUTCO 15 5 R B0 T mi s iy SR K Be o i — 2B 40
B 8(b) #1 8(d) , i €A% 3% FLIZIH ¥, 10 b AS [m) 25 €2, ) 43 590 o 17 AN [ 24 280 9%y g o o b % L &1 8(b)
F8(d), 1] L3 Wi i 5 3, M4 T OCSoftmax J7 ¥, A% 3077 1 75 B[R] 26 B 0l o if e B T 3 w5 1)
YR AT 56 TIE 1 L O O 2 A 40 8k 0 I B o AN FE DET 48 AR 3y, A SO 2 7 vk B
WA M RE L W B 9 BT R o AR Ao R O BUAC T L fh 3 B Oy ik L BB R g T
Res"TDSSDNET ), 2 B A7 16 3 43 0 B 1 35 9 P o B SSis 5 i 00 o 8 ROC H5 ARk, 4n &l 10
IR AR SCHHR BT IR AERS AR AUCIAE] T 99.99 % iR A% 3R 7 i b — 2B UE A T AR SO ik (A b
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- OCSoftmax™” - OCSoftmax™”
-+ Inc-TDSSDNET*! A07 -+ Inc-TDSSDNET*!

Al9 7 100A08 _ Res-TDSSDNETI* - Res-TDSSDNETI*
Z : ~ Proposed method ..~ Proposed method
A09 N A09

Ald  AI3 Ald  AI3

E6 Xt AOT~A19 B4 [n] R B 7 X AOT~A19 ) F 15345
Fig.6  Recall rate of AO7—A19 Fig.7 F -score of AO7—A19
eBonafide ®Spoof eBonafide ® Spoof
60 60 40+ 40F
40 40 R
20} 20 201 . 20 e
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-20t 20f B ¥
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-0, ¥ oob, =er | wop @B | ) e'®
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(a) OCSoftmax™ (b) OCSoftmax visualization under (¢) Proposed method (d) Proposed method visualization
different attacks under different attacks

B8 7E ASVspoof 2019 LA #t4ls 45 I iy T-SNE AT ¢ {45 5%
Fig.8 T-SNE visualization results on the ASVspoof 2019 LA dataset

10F 1.07;7 ~
E ’,’
107F 08f 7~
7’
7’
GIO : P:‘ r/, 451
) e
10°F  Res-TDSSDNET" /" — {nc-Tl?)SQSglgI\;])ET[“]
f— Inc-TDSSDNET 0.2} e area~0.
f— OCSoftmax™ L7 OCSoftmax"™ (area~0.995 5)
i Proposedmethod - . 0 |-~ — Proposed method (area~0.999 9)
10°  10*  10°  10° 100 10° 00 02 04 06 08 10
BIEBIZ [FOXES
B9 DET i<k E 10 ROC ik
Fig.9 DET curves Fig.10 ROC curves

T B UEAS R 2 O BAE R MR I L SEHEAT T I RS SR A RN R A PR o BT O R
P, U P 7E EER J5 TR 9L 1.82 04 B9 R AR B, [/ 78 min tDCF 8 b5 LIS TR AR .
1, SR FHOBUI 3 A O 38 UE TCAM BEHUR A 2009 o Y 3047 XUBRE Y X5 LE B, 51 AT TCAM BLERUS
EERMME TR T 0.45% 0 X FHIA TCAM B H /Y 2 R AiE fil 5 05 v, BB 06 DI 4307 12 42 4 1 o b A O
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x4 HEXBER

Table 4 Ablation experimental results

BER EER/% min t-DCF
Signal-spectrum-branch (CQCC) 3.41 0.103
Signal-spectrum-branch (LFCC) 3.70 0.097
Signal-waveform-branch w/o Dual-spectrum-branch 2.14 0.062
Dual-spectrum-branch w/o Waveform-branch, w/o TCAM 1.82 0.062
Dual-spectrum-branch w/o Waveform-branch, w/ TCAM 1.37 0.040
Multi-feature fusion w/o TCAM, w/o SAL 0.70 0.022
Multi-feature fusion w/o TCAM, w/ SAL 0.58 0.018
Multi-feature fusion w/ TCAM, w/o SAL 0.50 0.015
Proposed method (Multi-feature fusion w/ TCAM, w/ SAL) 0.35 0.011

IR, EERER] T 0.50% . [ 6 SAL A 5| A Z 408l A 7 B )5 3 5 17 80 2R, e 17 4
TR ek A 0 h i T BE A0 AR B 22 ) L (#TAS EER I8 0.58 % o ¥ TCAM F1 SAL 5| A Z45AF @& 7 ik v
J&, EER % 0.35%, min t-DCF 27 0.011, T YR iIF BH 4% 3C o7 458 520 v 19 o i e

4 HFRIE

SRR — R B R R EAR , AT 80 2 W T4 K S N 5 . R, BE & R O i
TR K e, O v 5 W Rk 22 U 45 2R 08 5 OB R B8, 51K T — R 9™ 5 0 B oRA itk 5 AR B AT )
SR A Gy D M TR IR T 9 O BEAT S I O B . A Y Db T AR I Ok TR AR T —
AL S LA 3 O T TH 5 A O SO B, LT PR AR I ) A A S S ARG I A B A iz AL RE ) 3%
BRo PG A SCHRE T — 2200 SORFAE Bl S R 45, 20 0 B30 3R e LA R I 3l <5 #5242 4 0 3t 38 35 o
F14 BE H S IR 30 B i SCOAN 3 B AN (ol 22 001, DA Bt e AU O o 1) o AL A W 22 S R AR Ak
SRR, BEAT IO O 35 67, 7 I sk 3R A SRy O R P, L A A A O O P A i AR S R A
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