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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 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 speech, 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
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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 was evaluated on the logical access (LA) dataset of ASVspoof 2019, and experimental results
showed that compared with the current methods, the proposed method achieved good performance in both EER(Equal
Error Rate) and mint-DCF(Minimum Normalized Tandem Detection Cost Function) indicators, which decreased by 0.34%
and 0.014, respectively. In addition, when dealing with unknown attack A17, which is extremely difficult to detect, it also
showed good generalization, where EER and mint-DCF decreased by 3.9522% and 0.1364, 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 waveform

1515

% 3)) LA B e 27 B & 13 e e NI H 8 AR & Aok 118 2 (04 . (H RISy, [RIUR N B R AS
Y FECWEAR MR AL T A A A s, N AE BRI e R R T IR PR . DR, SRR P
13 W LS PE RSy M IO AR P B RA 22 e e BB 2k . AR T HRE. AN AT NS S-S AE MR A R 00 157
AR E G IR A S H AR A B AR 5 37 @ e (A, 2 R A R Jp R e g
T, TRl R R A RSO A SR R A 5 S AL S P AT AR IR R . ST, B B ATE ST K
RIE7R, 8T R EOR I8 52 208 1 O 15 B OVE S PR AR . R, (R BIRFE DR E IR, 114 CREHE A pl
TERRTEREIE 15 EE R T RPN ZE 5 AR S B AT RIS SR . IR 2, o3 16 H s AodE A
T PR VR AR P GO B, ARG 2D 5 H AR TE S AR A, B Re AL A L vk B I 7 OB A, X AFAS W B
AR O] BE AR IS . R, SERIAFUGERE S IR E BN, X THRAE S BUN RG22 AP
AISEME R OCE S BT ORIETE IR B () IR A S, DS iR S AR AR RIS T AL . SR, WnfRr U] S Ak
PTGV B AT 55 PO HERA 22 512 A RE 77, MK IH 2 A TR T8N 03 AR i 1 (0] B ¥ A

H T, i 18 8 R B AL g sURIR FE 2 ) AR . Jin E OB T B Pt 8 gt by
o AHREZR DTV R R IR A B AR (EE . SR, WEAMEEE) | ME TG
FREEN A, AR BRI E BRI, B NHHRR 15 3 A s e i A i Dy i
M, AN EIEREN S RIE S . N T O EIE S R m B, R THE & A R G 4 A AT S,
— R O A AR A 4B o e O 1 A B AR AR BRI 9N J5 R B, IR TR 2
ARG B A AEBEAT A0 b, W8 T PR TE S BUR B & BT, DASCRE B A AN . JEAT0E Bh 7 s
FAFE A T IEAEARC IS FE T AR AN . BeAh, DB A i R o T m 5 R A A, 224
FETE B & B0, A0S B AR IR SR 22, H ELAE S X 32 5 B R U

AT A2 2 AR A AR I i R 8 i I AR A R 1 PR T A v, e I .
5 DL B A S B = AN R D& TG & 2 R E R, DUSEIF R A FB R & R AR AR A RIE AR
AR 22 e SRR AE LA TE B AR 2 7 MG B . A EETTRA

(1) T IZAEEE R B REE A A BRI AN R, LR BT SOE TP A2z 1, $eth—Fh 2 43 3
FRAE R & M 4 (Multi-Branch Feature Fusion Network, MFFNet), 73 5l 35 &« 35 0 LL % Bt B2 Aiifs B FE 2 4
T P S AR 7 DS SUANE TS B DU I M R AE BABGE S AR AR . JRIE AR AL AT 22 5.

(2) 22 B AR ARV R JIHLAINT 15 2 ) IR AE A B B8 7455, AR RE S ERUIIIE ] A 4RRL RS D SR 328, S It dR
i —Fh AT A8 BT B I HL ] (Time-frequency Coordinate Attention Mechanism, TCAM), 383 % i 45 Al A5its,
() RE 5 73 AT AN S A 2 7 5 HEAT B dm b, DA SE G 3R AE EARGE & il 22 5+

() A T VAL AR 73 SCRFAIE 2% 21 X 4% (1) B B4 50 Bk 22 73 SR I TUARARHAIE 3B b E 7 —Fh & R & 4 2%
it Ak, 5 % (Adaptive Loss Optimization Function, ALOF), il i fill & 32 X4 2 A1 MultimarginLoss, DL A~ [H]
533 26 IR, I IE S N SRR A2 AN 5] 20 3 1 ey e s L PR AR

(4) £ ASVspoof 2019 45 1)j In](Logical Access, LA)YXE4E L idt47 T HEREMNR, sLie st iR, AT ik
BT I LAE, £ EER A1 min t-DCF W5 £ 437024 0.35%A1 0.011, F I H B4 ik kS . tk4b, 1



IR %E 5432 Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

LR AR KN B ALT I [RI AR R B AR e iz A
2 fHXIAE

S EUA B TAER LS AL D8 SR BOR T2 DU AL GeAe il Ty ik 2k IR EERFIE S 2T 1Y
I 73 T S 3 i XRS5 V25 AN TR R 45 FOAS N T35 AR IR T VAT VR A 4

2.1 RGN &

FEGURL I J5 15 8 Y MR GG TE & 5 5 TR FR U RRAE, 2R J5 RN 0 AT 1 R A5 R KR A1E 72 98 ) 4756 1 40 1 A8
o AR 22 S SR O ERAE 2, 5 JE R 2 R BRI AT A S, i BSR4 =
£ =25 B0 Mel #5151 2 %(Mel Frequency Cepstral Coefficients, MFCC) . # % Q {33 %% (Constant Q
Cepstral Coefficients, CQCC) FIZk M43 R % (Linear Frequency Cepstral Coefficients, LFCC) . 2T
it Patel 2 N BUg R A T35 2 R BIAE 55 v B R T —Fh 356 T M1 A 1) f e V4G I 325, S R B Mel 45
LB R K. Hol Ik 2453 2% (Cochlear Filter Cepstral Coefficients, CFCC) LA Jz FLiyi ik #e(5]3% 2%
5 sk S R A4k 1 45 & 457 4E (Cochlear Filter Cepstral Coefficients and Change in Instantaneous Frequency,
CFCC-IF) RAHEES WALk, FRARIE 75 (1) T4, S50 45 R B, 1207V EER I HER 28 S T AR
fE. 7£ 2016 “E%4IMH BTAS SOR i 3Pkt 28 KORSHUNOV 25 AV T — it K 307 2 47 At
PRl 2215 J2 IR0 O 15 35 A v, R R 264 40 1) 20 - (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA) #7758 7324 5]
WG IRALFIE T E R IE S5 B A AE SRR MR h F I AR RO R . Sahidullah 28 ABY SRR &
HriR & 1% (Gaussian Mixture Model with Maximum Likelihood, GMM-ML) #1 J& ¥ — A A5 252 15 [ B 4L
(Local Binary Pattern Support Vector Machine, LBP-SVM) 43228, 43 %iI%} LFCC 4FAEHEAT Il AR, (A5
U S EE B IR X 8. Todisco 25N CQCC HHAE 51 N BITE 5 D Kl v 4o P v iV A RS PR 4 3008 35
HH IR R A A A IR 328, TS 2 B ) e AV B (Statte of the arts, SOTA).

B IR G A I J7 VA NN D I8 V8 A DA 55 B T ANEE I e, H R 138 07 VR AR P AR = TR T
T2, CARAZ R B E B AT, FE A &

2.2 BT REF SIHN75 %

R ER IR T TR — 2052 51, DU E IR E IR s IR . 8 TR E 22 I BG5S )
T, B4 AT 50N G T G R T Pt i A vh ), Lavrentyeva 25 NBHR M T —Fh 3t TR B AL %
FRAH 22 X 2% (Lightweight Convolutional Neural Network, LCNN) )0yt 8 35400545 . 1%05 1 e R BGE S
FIBTREARFAE, AR5 @ LCNN MIZ 0t Hdr (i R 4724 3 o R % 7 V1A S DA ) S B A 1n) i | 2=
L, (ERE SRR 2 B SR N, EORE S R NBEREVE S IR . A, Lai 2% N MR 22 e 22 00 2% A 7Y
UG TE BRI SS B — P T 5 22 e 1 1 D a1 A I 7 9, S0 6 SR AR B BT HR T VR R S A ek
FEVE S il B o AER W7 VETOVE B R TR I RAE S A AT S5 . i, GS 2 APOMR e — i T3 ) K J
WIicAZ M 2% (Bi-directional Long Short-Term Memory Network, Bi-LSTM) /LA & i 2546 i 75 35 38 i %o i) a]
F R RO AT F B, U BRATHE F A0 o £ FE 3 i SR . Gomez-Alanis £ A\ B4 i 1 145388 A 1
22 W 28 AE R RS MR 28 Bt 20 ) 7 AT A D o3 2, gk — 2042 i O st 1 5 e P 12k e

TR I T IR BEEREAE 52 2T B ARSI T VA AR S T R RS DU A e D7 T IR T — e AR B, (B A R R
FERUR I RE AT S AN AT Gt 25 SR KBS . BRAh, 2 RIS MR TN THeAE, e CASBURRIE SR
Y5 73 25348 2 8] R R0 ) s I A, AT B ) 7 RSzl e it — 2B 4 7
2.3 - TFimBum a7 5%

RIS A — N Re 8 S E B OV R IR, S RBAT — RINME KT N TIREICERZ
YR ITE SURFE, Jung 25 AP0t 7 —A RawNet #8328 7 EUBAE S AT 5 (7RI 2% . Tak 28 ARl
— PP T R B T S TR I 7%, RS TR L B HOAS [R A6y AT () B 2 [a] IR O IC 1t o b 4rb il s
PR ) 286 F1 HL IR BE 2 ST R G, — e AR E R RAD 1R — X 2 B AR RS BE AN S IR B . (H R & 07



IR %E 5432 Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

TRME & P ARAAS B . ik, Wang 28 AR RawNet2 2% ATAHAESREL, FF51H T — 24 Simple
Attention Module (SImAM)17E: & SR HRR AT REAE BT IR AN 0T o [EIIF, AT 51N T ¥ 7R 22 4 Ay
(TG I 25 08 A R T R BB 2 AL RS ST 76 Wang 260\ 1 5% — T TR, 854 1E 22 7 5 i) )
LA R A S5 L, FF% N RawNet 2% #1787 TO-RawNet 2%, REf%iE — 54 v Dh i 15 25 FORG RS 22

2.4 BT HFERL & BRI 75 0%

FETRFAE A 1) DR 3 A DN 7 3 3 R 5 R (R BS0AS [R) R RRAAE , DA SRR AIE R R AE 8 0, 3 — B i AT
SRR IPERS . Xue 25 NS H 7 — b 5 T A B0 -4 IR AE R 2 P D 18 5 R 70, I S Ak 22 X 2% 4R
5 rh 5\ AR S PR AL AR AE (e S W 7R 258 A BRI SRR S T B O e 7. Wang 25 A2
P& 2 7 Bert(Hidden-Unit BERT, HUBERT) 1 Conformer 145 BUiE 3 (3% 2L, ¥ 5 Wav2Vec2
BRI RE AT Al G, IR T R G815 S5 BT . & = SRR E BRIty iE1EE . Liu A
P8It 7 — R BT 7 ik, o SR BTG T I WO ST AR A, I S A A AN T TSR BUA 2 A 6, B 20 X W
TR ERFESEAT B, DR ECSE Sy 4 1] HLA0E0 P38 R (5 2.

JUE FE TR &5 10 7 VAR B TH D 3 18 35 1R I e B BAS T — 58 sk, B AT AR T IR AIE T A A gn
P P 3 IR 20 3 DAFZ 4 S5 Pk

3 T HHFIERL & R A EE S MR EY

BT 24 iy O 3 V85 AL A 55 i T s 1) % 22 Pk, G e AR ARl SRS B e DT« e ARSI e 0 X3 B
FEHBE . DLRE B BRI AR AL AR A5 S RS A AL, R T — P B Dy i ik, A
T SR B A 22 o) SCRFIE R A P28 AT R . SR A R BILA (AR AR T R UL B0 R BR PR BEAT e, JFR U
— PRI AL AR R ST, RS R RS SRR (RSO R AR R J) o RS, N T VAN [F) 43 SORRAE 1) B 24 9F
AR TURNFAL, ASCEBE T — A B IE RIS SR A R B 2 — P 3 O 3 V8 B A A 55 R v R 1

HIETRALIE FHIEFE I R %
\
/%
|
|
|
|

Fig.1 Overall architecture of Multi-branch Feature Fusion network (MFFNet)
3.1 B9 HHERR & 4%

NARP A RTREAE 7 2] TV AE A RS A B 25 R N2 AN [R) Dy it 15 2 B () PR REAE 7 T M (1) 1) R, 3t —
ST I SRRAE B A 1 DA S A SRk, AR SE B i 1. 5 Y EZ I TRHER A A, BT
T3 R — Rl 0 R G5 R 2 T A E A6 SR, B 7R 8 o (R B e Al A RV 4 B2 15 20 3 BURM R IE TU A UL
T HE ] B 18 R AIE 4 B A o 38 sk BT SRR AAE 7 23 28 2 T AT Rl R 08 AT B AR B3 T 3% B RFAIE
2 B R 32 31, 78 20 R R AS [P AE 4 B2 R SRl 1 o 7E 20 IS 45 LR B B BB 17 I Sl RT3 AR A T 4 3R 1)
KB A5 B A AT TR R ATz 1 e

ASCTTEBENEZ WL LFCC Al CQCC = /NERE 78 /4240 O i 18 2 AR FE R E . 85 2, 1 B
A F A, MR IAIE S5 5 B CQCC M LFCC MBSl b . B G i Lo Al 4 A\ BB I 7 2

(Simulation Attack Layer, SAL) 1, il it S 4DL Bl AL RS 75 A 5 306 2 S 484, 7 I A0 P SIC i XU 10 30 5

BEER 7 roamet ALOF
1 ’ \ o

(
| | ' |
SR | f | | |
—» > it r—-L & I —»!
! I I
[ i | 1
‘\

i

! CQCCHHE | }

! [ peace
it




IR %E 5432 Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

g, A5 PR B 1155 5 TR S5 0 24 PR 5, B R v b 2 =) ) Dy e 38 3 T g O AE A 23 S ()
Rt R A e W (9 SeBl A F,
Sqre (1, ) =X(|(t- At) mod T || (f - Af)mod F[) (1)

B, T BHE A5 S R RS L R E R RS T, i A R () FTow, S gEAE s S X (L F) £ER
ST A P b3 BT S P s (M 2 0 At A AT ) S5 SR IBHZ S mod(T Al F 43 5 s 5t
B K E ) SR IR il A2 Y . Dy 11— SD AT 5 45 5 2 I 1) SO 3 Bl A B il 3 55, 20 ) SN 7 I 3
Mt(tmask) *ﬂiﬁiﬂi M f (fmask) ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ,

Smask(t’ f) = X(t’ f)/g:'g/lt(tmask) Mf(fmask) (2)

KA S X F) 5 X e A1 Frasic 905 F ) BAT R AU A) 125 S . 3ep, MY {ER 0 KR i%
DA A SR (9 1 Rz XU SRR, it AT,

— “f 0’ tmask ? [tstart’tstart Lt]

M. (t =
t(ras) i 1, otherwise ®)
){ O’ fmask 9 [ 1:starl' fstart Lf ]
M, (f =
(Trasc) i1, otherwise “)

Hot, e A1 Fogare 20 B3 52 MO XA AR 0A 1 B, Ly A0 L PSR il 3 A DX B P03 P 308 3 I LS i T 450
I AN S B B R TR S T R A T Ok 1 R T R T R (S B AN BE ST N T e
AR AT TR 4% ol AT T o i 75 I 1) 8 e e S/ IR AT 5 N AL 7 LAt
Snoise(t,f):X(t,f)+a?M, M [0 N(0,D) (5)
SRS B X () dm R AR E A48 N(OD) (s e B4k M B S8 o #bia s ameE. N7
18 BRSPS SR A B AR AN (S e AR (5 2 X (T ) BT Ze A Mok B B 1 25 SR AR A R
Sadjust(t,f):X(t,f)?/L A0UQR &l+¢) (6)
Ho, AUDUL- &1+ &) KR WL TS50 /0 i IBENUIE 2 T o S 7 Hb— 25 B SR AR TR S8 205 2 I 0 el
BT HRIR3E B B8 11 JEAHE S 5 2 X (8) ST 1% 1 (7 R e B
Wi (1) = X ([ (t- A)ymod T ) (7)
b, I AR R RS [ TS 2 R EE R R I B g B S S B X () AT (S S0 2 e B LI 25 [
T AUU@- &1+e&) g WS 41 /0 A 1A S F,
Wadjust(t):X(t)r)ﬂ“i A0 U(l g,1+g) (8)
BT ok A B i B B T R U T S S R . N E R S X () wmpayie s | ofmat
SHy T
Wi ) =X () +721, 10N(,1) (9)
BT BHE T 28 T8 5t 8 1 O A e S A 4 Tk L AR R

_} f(F,(x)), if X {cQcc, LFccy
enhanced _% 9, (g;(X)), if X T Waveform
fka fj il:ﬂ{sshiftvsmask'Snoise’ Sadjust}’ gkvgj {\Nshift’Wadjust 'Wnoise}
Hoeh, £ R Q0) IR YA AEE (SO W 0 24,155 X GBI 4 & HRHER 513 208 X enchanced
A HYS B AE S TR RE S X ORI, XT3 5 8 s o e e, Ty %
55 X TR WAL, S P A e Ok, 9

(10)



IR %E 5432 Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

N T B B AZIRAN R DG AR T (AN ARV RFAE R 5 9 5 R RFAE 779016 N TCAMNet Al WaveformNet
PN HIRZ8 E AT A0 B . 7E CQCC HFAEHRH 7 3, FIH] TCAMNet & %% (Uil 2 fros) RN K3
B AR CQCC RFAL, L2 STE [ - B RE R AT BUAh, 1200 ST REA RA SR ARSI 20 1) g

Iy HPREAE S AT SRS A 2t 20 i Dy i 35 7E RE B0 AT O 2257 . WaveformNet R2% (A EBZS RIS 3D I A
T E DY AR BUR BRI A e A BRI A B, 8 08 o 3% SRR MR IR AT 5 AL P4, A SR VAR M 42 40 e T
ik D i IR

1 LFCC RFAEFEE A3 3 R ZR VR IR 38 K v B OE S5 5 TR B g5 0 . RPR G DL K e A X I
HRBEE . 1535 CQCC FFAEHEHN 53 S F AR IR P 1 4% 45 1) 1 27 =) SR, LUR DRAFAE S HL ) — S5t A A
RV L FEAERFAEAE o N AR 35 AE T4 Bl T~ BRI 6 A A A5 S50 PRk A0, B2 i A2 28 Py O s S M
EME. fE, Wit T ALOF (Adaptive Loss Optimization Function) 1, 5% [ 3 [ 1 {8 SR 7Y () 56450 2% ik
SRR B e RS DL SRR R T AR AE B 2 o — PSR O IE 1 S A U R P R

1383 TN
2 HEEEE B w B} F3i3 33 ifig
2 W o @+ R— ¢ H g g P 2
mAfat—»§§§(§§ﬂﬁﬁg & F = §~§~§~§L~ Eo4
$ g g § = %‘5 & M g8 § § §
gz &2 P
- - . - Lo T
A D T
’ ... g £
2 £t z
St t D A ek o
S e e a2 %“‘
5 & £ % \
2 TCAMNet 2 >] 424 3 WaveformNet % >] 4244
Fig.2 TCAMNEet learning architecture Fig.3 WaveformNet learning architecture

3.2 BSNAARIER I

ARKRIE R BUE TSR OE UG 21 132 B % JBAE R S S A B VE T T 2Rt B ST B
B DA B M RRRAE 1) 5 3 0 B A% R0 O 7 A AR I 5 I D i SR R SUAS T B EARRAE A SO
VR ARARTE R /AL ST B O IE TE EATIAESS o SCARHLIE# (Text-To-Speech, TTS) {44 AT Lt fIiE
FOIEEAR, F8 % R 1 N X B 70 50ty U B AR IR R sl 78 A i 5 I BRI 1 B IR A i . XA
7 AEE A BB F EA R 22 18] (R BE B0 AN 50, 2B A IR W I REEIE STIE, il 4 o, Dhigis
TR R 3 A 2 8] 3 A AE R B S W LR AR T S P (AN TR BT 368 73 Hh B R 457 2 s 8 2 AN 2 14 1 B
Go EWEE A(b)H A8 IE TEE PR I, T LR A IR 3 AT HY) e R A AR BT ST A AR W] R A Bk
KRB BER S IR o X RE R L S0 5 0 O 1 1 1) EE R A IR SR 1A 0
FU AR -

CQCC Spectrogram
e Nl

CQCC Spectrogram

CQCC Spectrogram CQCC Spectrogram

0
0000 0.100 0.200 0300 0.400 0500 0600 0.700

0
0000 0100 0200 0300 0400 0500 0600
Time /s

Time /s

1 15
Time /s

() ELALER (b) PritiE & (c) thigiEE 1 (d) PhigiEZE m
4 ANFEE Dhig JRIEAE CQCC il B v i) for

Fig.4 Positions of different speech forgery traces in CQCC spectrum

ARBRIE R TH L A 2 R B 20 SRAE 55 (B AR B 5 0 (14 B A T, L 8 70 AR 52 PR 3 L2 30
FUBE 7 [ 20 O 3 RO, AN TIT RE IR 138 5 DA AR 55 A PR RE . 36 Tt AR SO JLabAT 1 AR AL it 32
TR T T Oy 1 A PR IS ARAR BRI T LA o



IR %E 5432 Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing

FE ARSIt 1 il it — AR AR N (00 [ AT S B PRI SR, 22 ) ARARIE T HL
IR ER 2 T 2ot A AR XAl B 20 S M e S O [X 3, S T T R 3 S50 D R A5 2 R AR A 8 08 T 0 Dy s
TETERE P AR . Dy T 4248 4 JRRHE P R AR AL, B 1 B0 I A ) £ oK B 3 B b AE 38 A, LA
R4 SR RFAE 10 JR) AL, Al A AR A (1 SR B8 X AN E R AN EE SR IR AR X a2 R A F RE S 7 IR
E2 @5 B AR KIS AT T HER SR IO i 8 5 P /) R B AR A AN 2% 005 IS 38 G i/ FR) IR SRS 45
BN o B G A PRI USRI 2 28 T R AR HE M 0 18 S 48R A 3t — 20 B im0 AN [R A 2 I ) RS AL RE
FRAPEI. BRI S I R R A R R B I SO RUSE (RS S Rl 7R e i — A 2 RUZ 0%y
ERTR o 2 BE 06 L AR TR [R] I 4 412 B b A [ 300 B 10 42 JR £ JE N =) B0 400 5 3 THASE 7R P B AR A 28
BE ST HFAIE 70 88 A DU SR A SN N S AR RFALE BRAT 73 B 3R A A B A IS SR A 73 ] 5 e Oy 3 TR 9 3RALE
R A T A T R e R RN e R SO B M . ARV R TR A2 R i K A 2 O 64, AT fRAE
FRAESR UL RE o ORFF R0 (AL 5 o BRAh, 25 S8 BITE R 70 W 28 rh IR = (R T T AR 2 1B s i i i
T 224 [ 30 0 T U S s R e R (RS IR 2 S RE D R B B AERE— E O s SRR L B ) 240 PR
B AT S J2 R0 A AR o R e A 5 B PR 9 Bl P 08 T e KR B M Bt A RS P . O T it — DR i
AR (RS E VEAZ AL BE 70, AR SCHEZE TR LIR30 e B i 3% B3 iEAT TARAE . ASCRA RelLU4
R ER MRS ReLU pREL REWS IR AR E I _EAON 4. AHEETARUERT ReLU, ReLU4 fEhid& 15
A R AT ST R R T B i 1 RS R ) A BIURFALE N £ R S X g PR 00 v, R ik /R
fEIE R BRI R 22 .

H gt 5 fros A X 234 TCAM J&, ¥ el id B &M e Kb A 25 A5 (e 1R] 7 1 AR
7 AT AR AR A5 B P TAL S A ATUSAT SGR B xe A o SRR RIS IR BN — BT R y, 5F
RHPATRZER . HEE I — A SR SRS yo $55E8 1 y BEATHIE D B F AR A K & X
A e, R FRSAT I PG RRERAE e Jm AT BR800 0l T 5PN S B B R X AN
TR S5 NFFIE X AR AF i B () B 28 it

SR
Sk E
BEGERSKRIL Xy —
X,
Y. S HEEA— /’ \\x
BAX —> e — —
\ N RELU4 \ FIEIE /
1 —’
] 5 R A, WRER y Xt
M ER

Kl 5 i AA bRiE B I B

Fig.5 Time-frequency Coordinate Attention Mechanism
3.3 BENEKEMKMILEL

N T VA AN [ 43 SCRFAE (4 B B0, DAE 78 402 ) iR FE it IR 8, i 7 —Fh @ MBS TR AR AL R B,
HAHE MultimarginLoss 5 50POH 052 X528 8PN . R0 7 A8 SUIRAR 26 i0 B, Be g A Rk 3 2%
S A, 5] SRR ) BROE S 2 g, SEIURAL I 2R SR e 8. — EURERSEA [ SR 2 )
# 3| MultimarginLoss &%, I8 1 margin X884 )43 2834 SR 34T fi i . MultimarginLoss Bk £ se e i i B
FA AR B RS, BRI TR SIL T, RS SR NG SRR AR I 7325 H AT IR 0 B 1 1 B R 2
PEREAREE A AT, IR MultimarginLoss 347441 1 B8 96 A5 80 6k AS [RI 28 20 Dy 3¢ 1 35 BRI HEAT
FORATRIAE 2], G IE PR AR SR SR IR 20 2 e 22 I o JHG oy A8 SO HR R ek B T B A A R,

Loss=- =38’
oss=-dil Yiln(R) (11)

i=0t=0
EANADS, S RRFEATE, vie R SEFRERIEA, Py R FN A, t RRFEARNRE S, 18
i 38 FH 28 SO 2R R B8R bG B TR0 26 0] 55 B S bR 2 2 (R Y 22 S AT DA ASE B A A ik BN SR R A& . FHorh
MultimarginLoss B %L1 & L WIF,
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1Rt . P
Loss =—71g max(0,margin- P +y,) (12)

i=0t=0

FEN A (12), Py ARRMRL A TRIMEL, yio X0 W FCSE AIAREE SR, p A& TF SR I A i A E, P SR 20 RO L
R RIIRTT R B R REDY 181 2, | Fon B 5o p (EBOK, BRSO B 1R 0 S It o 140 2 13 10 Bt okt
R . margin 2 FEE 7 SRAEST Y, LR 73 2845 70 5 HABSNAG 20 Z IR (K e N RI R o =5 I S0 14970 ki
—ANERME, FF B P SO A5 2R, 1R EUEDY 05 ez, WOMIE{E. =4 margin BOKIY, =
3 bR 25 (B A HL A S50 18] F TR B BE A — A RE P B3R MR R IO TN BE /- T2 margin B KR, B & 45
BERL P A R A T margin (BN, 2 4 /N LSRR RS AN RN A 4 21 18] P 18] B 8 49 R R Fr) R SR 57 ke
I AERERE 5. (EEST margin /N W& FEFEARLAIATE Y . T WA R 73 SCRFIE 1 B 2, S
P T — B LR AR AL R B ALOF 32 1175 AN [ 73 SC I 28 AR AT 95 th IR, 42 TS 7R ) AN [R]
LD IE IR 22 2T e 1. Hea s,

Loss = LOSS 4t » 1088, = Threshold 13)
LOSS,¢q » Else
l S-11
_§Zzyn In (PnCQCC )
i=0 t=0
S-11 (]-11)
LOSS frone = Max _ézzyit In (PitLFCC )’
i=0 t=0
1 S-11
_ g Zyn In (Pi;NaVEfOFm )
t

=
Il
o

S-1. 1 p
5, max(0,margin- PSOC +vy,)

Ifé;@ﬁ‘

o

i =0
-1 1

i
ﬁ p

L0SS,,, = maxg 5. max(0,margin- P +y.) (15)
i

o

‘léia‘

i =0

R ! H Wavef P
b max(0,margin- P/ +y.)
i=0t=0

B

1% ALOF il B A1 A R(13). (LRSI, Hrh 78 4 (A3)H, Loss Fom KLU A 5 4 KR A,
L08S 0 1 L0SS,, 43147 W VA1 DR L L0 4 HH1 R, Loss,,, W FErIFRKEMIT % . Threshold f2
P B B B KB 0.05. 4 Loss,,, I FRUELIHE G MR BL, t R IFHIAL 72
(L) (15), y, FoR ORISR, S ForB AR, P, I A B ) 51 R A4 3 FHY
B, p ekt I 45 S 7 U0 100 000 S 8 LM U W I 4, DA LR )
AU SR O KR

4 SLIGFN3 H
4.1 BiE&E

TR g AN SR B AR ST A BN 25 R SR L SR TN SR D 3 1 R U A AS R S A
VE S 52 T RS 2 IR R Th 26 70 ASVspoof kB kik 28, £ 4 CiE L% 0 2 | 5] 7 A4
FILREFIE NI Z AN RS (28RBS TR 8 3T, 32 75 77 #2 R AT — Hbos B 500 4, Hi 5515
FA s T AR 2 PG SRR R . R, R T TR RV R 1 R 6T EG AR T SR R
TR AR IV B AR« AR SR B0 568 T ASVspoof 2019 #2457 in] (LA) £ 42,
M5 B2 WK 1. ASVspoof 2019 LA Hi#iE 4 7 Jo i i sl 75 1P 3 5, Vs 7 e B T 2 48 (Voice
Cloning Toolkit, VCTK)IER}ZEF ISt 4E T 46 42 53 A 61 44 Lok i 3 S2AE 35 RS il i 22 FiE 35 & URIE
A ER A G E S . 2B NG (Train) . T & 4 (Dev) AR £E (Eval) = #843 , H i)l 2148
(Train) FITF & 4 (Dev) 3 B & 7S Fi O R0 D i 8 5 oy 1 MR (Eval) i 58 1 2 Fh AN fn 11 Fhk
S R B B DA A T A 36 BRI 622, ASVspoof2021 i G dEpifh 2. B #8717 (Logical
Access, LA) ¥R FIURE i (Deep Fake, DF) #i#ifE. LA HEREFRIDNIGEE S 2 H 13 FAFRFIE S
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B BRNE 5 8 3 T SR AR i A0 AR O FE P 5N T e A AL By T HE 3 — 20 T OAE I B e tE . AL
T, DF HHEEMNIEIE S H 110 FhAS[E IR O 14 O i 228 ik, R8I A 152 00 25 ok Ab 3 B Siii 3 P i
W, D RIE S KRB 5t . AT iEAE ASVspoof YIRS BT ISR, IE 2019 LA, 2021 LA PLE 2021
DF B4 s AT IR 2

% 1 ASVspoof ¥iE&E

Table 1 ASVspoof dataset

HSEE WO iE
Hh H & YR Bt
ASVspoof2019 -
LA VS 2580 22800 AO01 — A06 (6 Fi)
RS 2548 22296 AO01 — A06 (6 Fi)
MR 7355 63882 A07 — A19 (13 F)
ASVspoof2021
pLA AR 14816 133360 A07-A19 (13 Ff)
ASVspoof2021
FI;F HIRENES 14869 519059 110 Fif

4.2 TH AR

R T WRARXEAS [R50 R 1 e VPAL 1 28 TE PR AN — 850t AR SR A 7 AN A FF IR B e F T8 B8 PR A B
SRR R/NA— RPN E 2. HRZR (Recall) . F1 184 (Fl-score) . Ailliz Z= BT il
2k (Detection Error Tradeoff, DET) FlH:5Z & #/ERFIE 12k (Receiver Operating Characteristic, ROC) .
WA, 7R T S 3 AR I o SRR A SCIE R At /A -BENLAR Tk A (t-Distributed Stochastic
Neighbor Embedding, t-SNE) f& ¥, X 58 (1) 4 th 45 R T nT AL R 7R . EER (BRI RZFE) RIRfEfReE
52 2 5 R R AR 40 Z6AH S5 I B 8 BUE A N — AN SR A TR bR, BR 8 A 1 S I A (R I e e . kB A 5K

EER :Pfa_cm fr_cm (16)

Hrf, P, o FROREHRIES R, P, WEHRIBAER . o/ NH AL S B IS s min t-DCF 1E 8 — Al ik
R A PEAN R B, BEWS TE L VP A B A PR RE . (EBUD, MR BT iR RE 1. HF R AT,

(17)

=P

mint-DCF=C, - P, +C, P,

fr_cm a_cm

Horp, o MR RE 0 KUK R A A SCIUE N 2.40595, C,, R R 352 210 KUK R4 IUE Y 1. min t-
DCF (RME B/, BB IR I PR RE R A o RSB 52 Fi P AT AL 2R T Oy LE AR A (0 B AR i o TR 0000 Oy T
A Hop SRIER R A SCR R . [EROR RoR SRV Rty . b5 (18),

(18)

Precision =
TP+FP

TP AR SEFR Y IEAEA HARA AL IR W B IERE A B FP U S B B A 0BRSS 7R 5 T 1
FEAHIEH T EN I S B oA IERE A AR R B R M PN AR AR R H o A Bl 3R AR NPl R AR 2 — 3R
ANTE T FL S IEREAS oy 7Y TE A T 9 TE A A B, L 54 50(19) I °F,

Recall =7TP (19)
TP +FN

B SRR R AN 4 (0] 5 2 FH T DA AN [R) S0k 1 A ) 25 48 (B AR AN e A T BBV R B il
FEEVE T REAEHERR R T R O HE B R L HRIWAE. N TRRIX— W5 NT F1 80 17EN—
AN EEE VRN B R, LU AT AS R FE bn B 5200, AT 58 4 T SR A5 S0 M R o F1 1520 bk e AR 38 SV I MR R
U HAFEAXQ0) W T R,
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FL, - 2 - Precision - Recall
“ " Precision + recall

PR t-SNE A A —Fh 28 $L (1 5 2 ] AL AR BE WS 78 705 FE B4 i 2 8] (AR G P 5 0k 22 T e 4 =
(B (AR oy S 2 SR i AR 4 S (0] o IX — I FEANAAR BE 1 25040 1 J0 350 &5 A R AE 38 A8 15 F 9 3 e % B UL b
NS RN FR AR AR TR (0 23 SR N B SRR RUAR AL AR T RS2, DET Al ROC B4 AL — 0403
TR BE 1R 8 b, BE % B S WA TR 7 e e . v \DET 28 1 4% 4 22 7 i IE 451 %€ (False Positive Rate,
FPR), B A7 RE A AR 15 20 S R IEREAS OME R 125), 90t 2 7 1 17145 % (False Negative Rate, FNR), Bl IERE A4
BRI ONTMFEAR MR . DET MiZkifzin G2 T M, R el . mhZR F 1 TiAR 54 2 4 e i fe
Bb, ThD B R A, T D7 5 M BE RS . ROC il 4R 114 1k il 2 7 8% 1F 151 % 1280 9 4 5 7 2 1F 46 22 (True Positive
Rate, TPR), Rl 3 SEAE A Y 1E A 70 KON L SFEAR FIMER o 25 M 2Bk SE 0T 70 b Ay, U038 BH 5 21 B ik 4

A3 LWINESSHIGE

AR I M 28 1580 2 LT Pytorch 1.7.1 PRFE 22 SJHESR 12177 Ubuntu 20.04.5 LTS #4E &4 . fi
{41 B ALH5 12th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-12400 Ab¥E 2% DL K 2 B NVIDIA Tesla P40 24GB &£. 7EH5 TM
GRS R SR Adam AL gs ik T S8, 2 21 R BB N 0.0001, 7K [ 1714 7% 241 lambda 1324
0.05. X TH M4 TCAMNet, i B RFIE K 13 B 750, 2 4E S % B 4 256, WaveformNet f¥7%i
N E R 6.
4.4 SLWHERS DR

KICE At ASVspoof £di 48 EEAT T Brili BN 2 MRz A PRI, R4 S IR 45 Rk 2.

% 2 REISELE ASVspoof BURE FHYSIIbLER

Table 2 Experimental results of different methods on ASVspoof dataset

(20)

BAEsE [ EER (%) min t-DCF
ProsoSpeaker!?”! 5.39 -
CFE-ResNet? 5.23
ARawNet2*) 461 -
Stat-SE-Res2Net50C% 2.86 0.068
Student Net-KAF! 2.39 0.067
OC-softmax®? 2.19 0.059
Spec+Multi-branch® 217 0.118
Spec+LFCC+DenseNet! 1.98 0.047
ASVspoof 2019 LA
CQT+MCG-Res2Net50C 1.78 0.052
Waveform+Raw PC-DARTSE® 1.77 0.051
MFCC+GTCC+SMOTE-LSTME"! 1.60 -
L-VQT+ DenseNet® 1.54 0.045
LFCC+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-GMME! 15.62 0.4794
LFCC-GMMH 19.30 0.5758
ASVspoof 2021 LA LFCC-LCNN[ 9.26 0.3445
RawNet2!*1 9.50 0.4257
Proposed Method 8.94 0.4063
CQCC-GMME! 25.56 -
LFCC-GMMH 25.25
ASVspoof 2021 DF LFCC-LCNN[ 23.48
RawNet2!*1 22.38

Proposed Method 19.81
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I 5T B 5 % EE AT B R R EER A1 min t-DCF IR bR L EUE R rERE . Hird,
5 7 §iE R UG RPN J77: Waveform+Raw PC-DARTSES L, fi4i /77 7F EER A1 min t-DCF # 4™
FERR L IR T 1.42%M1 0.040, 7EAGIIRS 5 77 1T, 15 24 iy 55% (2 O A 1A AE 777 SpoTNet“ xS bL f
FEJ7VEAE EER A1 min t-DCF PN 85 _E 2 I FEAK 0.60%F1 0.034, 3875 7 SOTA Hae. @it 58 A TIE
FHEE, BT 3R 5 VEAE R AIE = & B 3R LS S 41T, B 0% 11 55 Oh 36 85 5 AGn AT 45 ok s 58 AR A7 45 5. 1R 7™ A4 3t
Dy K I PE e 735 7 B B3R TH. b4, 5 Yue 25 A VOVIR LD F K S e 0 AP0 A58 o 4 A ik 7 VA
P AR SR 3 1 7 v MR RE B 4 A EER P T 0.61%. min t-DCF [£{% 1 0.019.

UbAh, BT J7iE(E ASVspoof 2021 LA Fll DF $#a 45 ERRILEREH €0, I T8RNz AR T, 18
ASVspoof 2021 LA ¥4 b EER Ls2¥l T 8.94%, T30 THLA M HARL . 5450 GMM J7 %4
b, FHRITIERITEGE R TF. 15 LFCC-LCNNM i by, i 77948 EER LF&IK 0.32%, 7E min t-
DCF W&, Ui BHAS J7 VELERFAEAS B 424 77 1T 8 Sy - O A I, 76— e R B 200 7 X i id A M5 B IX
5. HILFIR, £ ASVspoof 2021 DF ¥#i 4k I, Fr# 7% 1 EER 4 19.81%, Ltk CQCC-GMMP LFCC-
GMMUHT LFCC-LCNNM™ 5 g R Btk B L fe iR TF. 5 RawNet2MJ7 Al b, A vkt ilsg 7
2.57%MERESE T, 45 T, P I AUAE ASVspoof 2019 LA ER LR, 17 H7F HoAth BdE 4 - Rk
F UL B by i s R SR A b

% 3 EXAEKEHLEEETA EER(%)FN min t-DCF

Table 3 EER (%) and min t-DCF for different attack types

FEAY 0OCSoftmaxt®? Inc-TDSSDNETH! Res-TDSSDNETH! Proposed Method
Gt EER(%) mint-DCF EER(%)  mint-DCF EER(%)  mint-DCF EER(%)  mint-DCF
A07 0.1222 0.0034 0.6927 0.0195 1.4430 0.0395 0.0985 0.0020
A08 0.1800 0.0042 16.5625 0.3004 0.7504 0.0206 0.2037 0.0054
A09 0.1222 0.0094 0.4312 0.0341 0.0407 0.0025 0.0000 0.0000
A10 1.1408 0.0244 0.8319 0.0242 1.7860 0.0493 0.2207 0.0064
All 0.1222 0.0025 0.6689 0.0191 0.0645 0.0015 0.0170 0.0005
Al12 0.4652 0.0107 0.7096 0.0199 0.1800 0.0043 0.0985 0.0018
Al3 0.2210 0.0061 0.1630 0.0041 0.0645 0.0015 0.0170 0.0005
Al4 0.6927 0.0187 0.3260 0.0088 0.1392 0.0032 0.0238 0.0005
Al5 1.1023 0.0376 0.7979 0.0219 2.0949 0.0541 0.1392 0.0039
Al6 0.3260 0.0074 1.1646 0.0278 1.2461 0.0276 0.0985 0.0024
Al7 9.2184 0.6158 12.6171 0.7860 6.0064 0.3254 1.1986 0.1201
Al8 0.8964 0.0378 1.7282 0.1119 1.1171 0.0642 0.0985 0.0092
A19 0.8964 0.0317 2.0780 0.0793 1.4430 0.0511 0.1222 0.0045
Total 2.1788 0.0558 40431 0.0976 1.6421 0.0481 0.3536 0.0105

T IR A ST T VE BIZ AL RE 7,365 ASVspoof 2019 LA Ht o &K A iR B Br o 64T 1 1 B AR,
SLIGAER ER 3. IR AT A e H AT s SRR E R ALT S BT T IETE EER FRERAUVEAY
AR B . AL7 J0s R B S R DRI B SR A F O 3 15 35 38 %o SR A 18 35 AT e S A B S B £ i
VB 0 110 7 R 755 1) PAARR, 5 O 36 T e DA PR B o AR S i 0o 138 55 A T N Sl A 5 R A7 4 b 2
BN FRE T 3G P R, 55 BT 1 0 4R il AU U B A A B D VB S AR U BE F1 . 5 Hua 25 4R H
Res-TDSSDNETM 17 i} b A S 77 :4E. AL7 KA I eh Kl i) EER 455 E 5230 T 4.8078%H) 4G, R L 1
B AL R P AR o AR 1T, 24 TH X A08 X ST iy, AR I STVE ) EER RS T-BLA J7ik. Xk
PEAEBEAT N BT 5 KN, A08 T i & — Fft I T 222 0 4% (8 35 B s 1R, BRI I 7 1 3 B 3 1 AR oh &2 71
T L N — SR HARRIE . WA ST S0 5 SR 4G 1 3 78 i 3 Al TR AR A 35 D) kR 9% 3 R 44K i 1
2 P SR JEUUA AT 45 BORS I R 22 Ah AR SCIRHEAT T min t-DCF (IR, 5286 45 SN 3 . Wgess
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SRR B AN ST R L R 7 VA T K B4 oA S A I A 2 L SR K AL M BE . AHEL T Res-TDSSDNETM
AT T VEAE ALT R A # min t-DCF 1% 7 0.2053, 2R 1M 7E A08 S5 X ' ,min t-DCF %%
R B AEE

Recall(%) F1-Score(%)

Al7 Al0 A7 Al0

Al4 A3 Al4 Al3

K6 Xt A07-A19 18 B3 (%) 7 %t A07-A19 ) F1 1573 (%)
Fig.6 Recall rate of A07-A19 (%) Fig.7 F1-score(%) of A07-A19

4T ASVspoof 2019 LA %ds 45 B SE % 5 P15 & WIREARAS P4 in) 8, A SCiE A R A FL 745
SAE RNV T AR, CAVPAl L AR RO 22 P AR S 2R B B I ()32 A B8 77 o A8 DU P 24 300 0 1 355 B i N TR
A, ESE B AN SREAS 3l I W52 ] 6 AL 7 A 0 AR SO VAAE A B A FL 1599 LR B T =
J7i%, DR AR SR B A B Mz A

T-SNE ARt T-SNE A[#l4L T-SNE AJ#R1L T-SNE A3t

(a) (b) (© (d)

8 f£ ASVspoof 2019 LA Eval 454 L T-SNE W #i4L Hr(a) OCSoftmaxt?, (b) OCSoftmaxFA7E R F ¥ T HITT AL, (c) Fr
T, (d) Frig e AN R d Ak

Fig.8 T-SNE visualization on the ASVspoof 2019 LA Eval dataset in which (a) OCSoftmax!®, (b) OCSoftmax*? visualization under
different attacks, (c) the proposed method, and (d) the proposed method visualization under different attacks.

N T AT SRR 73 MR AR 8(a)MET 8(c)H, 70 I (o AN L (bR iR s+ (Bonafide) Al
WewiE & (Spoof) |, W BLA SCHTHR J7 AN B SEvE & A U 1 & FE DL B =y K SRR u o ik — 2B by
8() A1 8(d), i (AR LS IE 5, 110 FLAL AN [R] B €20 00 73 il % LA [ SR A (1 ety o e X EE P 8(b) AT 8(d),
T DL T G S AT J7 i OCSoftmax(®, A ek e B A RIS A Bt i R 7 5 v (v A, AT
BOAE T HAEE & O & R DU R 0Bk . AR 7E DET FRFRINVE A ST H 10 77 V23R 30 B0 AR (R PR A, A
9. 0N F AT s T RUE T oAt = b7 vk, (EAR 6105 2685 15 - Res-TDSSDNET!M®, & B A7 7 55 43 i 15
FHARBNHSLIEF IOl /£ ROC fEFR MGl , Wik 10 Fros ASOIT iR iEfEfE bR AUC 53] 1
99.99%, I A =Mk, - BUEM] T ARSI A A Rtk .
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DETh4% ROCHh &
10" e 1.0
08
10"
g % 06
EJ 10 ﬁj
x x
04
10’
0.2
4 Proposed Method (area = 0.9999)
10 0.0
10 1wt 0’ 10’ ' 10’ 0.0 0, 04 06 08 10
BEH%E {BIEHIE
El9 DET ik 10 ROC ik
Fig.9 DET curve Fig.10 ROC curve

N T UG UEAN [/ 2 Bont A TR RE RO REIA SR HEAT T T Rk SE 36, SR 45 R IR 4 PR .
*® 4 JHRASCL

Table 4 Ablation experiments

HAY EER (%) t-DCF

Signal-Spectrum-branch (CQCC) 341 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

AT B ] XU E EER 7T R HLH 1.82% M B KA {t, [FINH7E min t-DCF #84s LB T 8
IR . DR, R BB R A 6 AIE TCAM REBR AT R 4 3E4T DU B 1 % ELisE, 51N T TCAM
MEHE, EER FIME FFE T 0.45%. X T-5] N TCAM REE ) 24 AE Ml & 7%, Aets I A0 A B 32308 18 35 1Y)
P IR, EERIEE] T 0.50%. [FIRT, ¥ SAL BRG] N ZRHERL G k)G, $em 7 2dE 2 FEvE, nss 7B
S ARENIEE S RE AT A F ), 145 EER 5% 0.58%. ¥ TCAM #l SAL 3| N Z4FfER& 7 %kd )5,
EER 2}y 0.35%, min t-DCF >4 0.011, Fi CiF B A< 2 BT 42 482 1 e s ke

5 Btk

R 3==|

EE AN —F S VAESOR, H AT 8 2 BT & 2K S AE 5. SR, BEE IR O IE BRI
K S5 Wy 3 T A R e A5 2R TE F R AR 48, 51k T — RSP EI R MR . RS R S e A Gy,
PR RSO AR A E T 5 () LD HEAT 550 28 R 2. BT 1) Oy e 0 5 AL v AR A 22 T B — R A, 3 AT 4R Dy i
T R BT SOE BT, HLI BRI S i AR L A5 S BRI RS BEAZ AL RE S 32 IR DAL ARSI I T —Fh %
3 SCRFAE R B X265, 70 790 IR - AR U4 DL R IS 3558 A JEE 200 Dy e 1 35 o ) M e o R R v SN I B 124
Tz, LA SE G R AR O T8 5 105 R AR AL WA ZE AR A . SRR HEAT I Dyt 5 7, 72 I sk b S 4
Jey B Dy sk, ELAE Sl BE O 3 V5 i PR S B0 A0, 6] IR SR s 12 104 2 AT IR 5 2,
DAASE B0 it SRV Oy o DX 38 SR 6 45 SRR B A ST R VR A Dy s 1 5 A I AN R S e AR ) O T 51 A 1 8
P

FEAR N ORI AR rb FRATT IR 4 28 5 v R RS AL R 5 R D 3 18 55 P BUIR) € A 7 vk, AaE — P S R Dy i 1
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