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Abstract

Speech quality assessment is to evaluate the quality of audio, and it has been an
essential part of speech processing to measure the performance of a system for decades.
Conventionally, the mean opinion score (MOS) has been considered the ’golden standard”
for speech quality assessment, but such measurement involves a large number of human
listeners, making it costly and time-consuming. Full-reference objective speech quality
assessment approaches have thus been developed to simulate the auditory system of hu-
man beings and have been shown to have a high correlation with MOS. However, these
approaches require a clean reference signal for comparison with the test signal, limiting
their utility when such a signal is unavailable. Accordingly, there is a need to develop a
no-reference objective speech quality assessment method that correlates well with human

perception and does not require a reference signal, which is the main focus of this thesis.

On the other hand, self-supervised pre-trained models that enhance the utility of
large-scale unlabeled speech datasets have emerged in the research field of speech pro-

cessing. The self-supervised models can extract high-level, informative, and compact
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representation vectors from the raw audio inputs. The extracted representations have been

demonstrated beneficial for downstream tasks like speech recognition, speaker verifica-

tion, speech translation, and spoken language understanding. Nonetheless, the capability

of these self-supervised speech representations for speech quality assessment has yet to

be well addressed. In this thesis, we first conduct a preliminary analysis to investigate the

feasibility of adopting self-supervised speech representations for speech quality assess-

ment. The analysis results demonstrated that these representations contain rich acoustic

and linguistic information and can distinguish audio signals of different qualities, sug-

gesting their potential for evaluating speech quality. Accordingly, we proposed a novel,

deep no-reference objective speech quality assessment model based on the HuBERT fea-

ture. The experiment results showed that our model significantly outperforms the previous

state-of-the-art approaches and has better generalization ability across different languages.

Moreover, we also conducted several probing analyses to further understand the factors

that affect the model performance.

Keywords: Deep Learning, Speech Processing, Self-supervised Speech Representation, Speech

Quality Assessment, No-reference Objective Speech Quality Assessment

vil doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

B %%

Page
UPREBERE i
2t ii
WHE iv
Abstract vi
B &% viii
B B 4% xii
& B4 Xiv
F—%F 1

L1 B ® 8 1
12 BBF b 3

I3 FTTR 4
14 REFE 5

FoF  HRE 6

20 RBEA SRR L 6
201 WA SR L 7
212 EFNEA SRR 9
203 VR NEA SR L. 10

214 B L 11

viil doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

22 BEAMC ... 17
2201 EENEVLETAM ...l ble 17
222 BEESEVLEIAM ... e 18

23 FEIETIER 20
2301 ABBFISFIETE R 21
232 ERFISFITE R L 22

24 AFRE 24

F=% RAARREINEBLEZEBRELTREE 25

31 A 25
32 HAEE 26
33 ARMEEMT .. 27
330 BEEAMBE .. 27
332 WHEYT 28
333 BLAB L . L 29
334 SEAREY L 29
34 RTEE L, 30

FwFE ABEBEXEFTABANLRLEERETREFEITIARSN 31

A1 BN L, 31
42 FHEB 33
43 REZPEREVEIAM . 37
44 PEEIFFAEY PEETRIR ... 38

441 FEEE 38

442 BERER . 38
4.5 G FAMY AETRNEE AR 39

1X doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

451 FERERE .. e 39

452 FEREE e 40
4.6 FASATTH . 40
46.1 FEREE .. 41
462 FEEE 41
47  FBEAPM ASFTF R . . 46
4701 FEERE . 46

T 49
52 FHE 50
5.3 F R L e T R 50
5301 HAIZEW ... 50
532 PURTE L 54
54 AW 55
541 LDNet . . ...t 55
542 NISQAV2 . ... ... ... 55
55 FERECE L 56
56 BHEBREFTEEESSTESHUZ RIS ... 57
561 FBERSE L 57
57 HMARFTOEMAAFHR ... 61
570 RERSE 61
58 HYIARFUFHATEBEIR ... 64

X doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

581 FEEEE . 64

59 @R STHEUSERAREEIR ... 67
5901 BEBE Ll e 67
500 ATEE L 71

FENE EHuRY 72

6.1  EITEREFEB . 72
62  AKEE 73

%% Rk 74

X1 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

21 AEAHRBAELE ... 7
22 FEDANGHCRETIR FBRBAEA- BRHE L 9
23 EHAEEFREETAB ... 10
24 R NAEA SRRFHESRLE ... 11
2.5 = (L Sutskever) #74& 11 e0 5 7| 3 B 7| H-4| 2¢ T - 11
2,6 BUAESFUTAEE . ... 13
2.7 HHENACREEERER ... 15
28 SEHEABITAR RipkB el hvE-HLr 5 fgp bia
BT R o L 16
2.9 ﬁﬁ%ﬁ*yﬁﬁﬁ ........................... 19
2,10 $ N E Y HAITFRAB .. L. 20
211 T3 gmg LA B Azl o L 21
2.12 & ¥#g %=~ (Absolute Category Rating) > . ... .......... 22
2103 BEES SFER S EMAR o .. 22
3.0 AAEE ALY IR STECENASA® ... 26
3.2 %\%@ﬁ AR T RB . 28
33 AW EREY OFAAE ST ERF S STEFREINE ... 30

41 p EH N FF 4 # (Wav2Vec 2.0 ~ HuBERT ~ TERA ~ CPC) **
VCC2020 FA & (F5 ) - WRPATHT R - 27 > % d
BRLpRFR O RIBRLAFEFTAIFF IR FLAF

Yo d BB RANET Y RES o L 43

xii doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

42 fp ¥ #:3# 3 % # (Wav2Vec 2.0 ~ HuBERT ~ TERA ~ CPC) *
BC2013 FH & (2 @3 ) - AL BHcT B - 27 > %4
BER AP RFER ORI BRAARETANES > FI B A
oMl BERIR A MEF A XER o oL e L 44

43 £ # 3% % # (Wav2Vec 2.0 ~ HuBERT ~ TERA ~ CPC) =t
NISQA 7 & (3 B4 2355 ) - MBI PIH F - A

Pod RApRER FE CEd s ed PIARRA ST RS

BAiTY m#E B ENI00 8 A EE D o L 45
51 # HuBERT # fkemiFh & 4% 2RE 3 ST 13 ... .. .. 52
52 BEFEHWeE LI eamEeEER . .. 53

53 A5 BVCCEHRE (42353 ) Pangokafohinhnt
M2 vg e BY 5 MSE cndic @ DI B = ip] T35 354 ) %l & >
f H AR 3749 B 7 dcdn % (LCC ~ SRCC ~ KTAU) R4 & | §] % fl
THBEARR | PRR o L 58
54 Aj i GNISQAFHE (LR BEDHLETE) 1 ehdh Rt e
HY >MSE e e ¥ RIIB =) T35 34 ) % k> @ Hap=
5 4p B 84y % (LCC ~ SRCC ~ KTAU) R4 &3] B+ @] T 4p B 42
B IR o e 60
55 &K i BC2019 T E (¢ 2 )~ 122 NISQA-LVETALK )3
FF () et 4 e B9 MSE ihlic B TRl =
R T35 R L PR R o oA HARZ 4B il % (LCC ~ SRCC -
KTAU) RISETIB %R TR ARR | 2l B o ... ... ... ... 63
56 &jp i e BVCC TS (42384 ) frNISQA T (A B4
h4 334 ) tehd mehv @ o B¢ > MSE ehdic B 4R T Bl =
] T3a2 2L | enl & > @ HARZ 51 4p M (hdidp % (LCC ~ SRCC ~
KTAU) RIS B+ Rl "Bk 0%l & o ..o ... ... 66
& BVCC FALE (4 23F5) ¥ o F 4 & HAERIEmR R o
P mA W T2 L 0 A H i Bl e S A u i AR
WABERATERIE S o 69
58 wNISQA F# # (LR @EL LF5) ¥ o F5 & FH>HCD
FRIFERR OPE - AR DG T L B AL B R e G
FUVARSEEAS - 3 B i Rl B 70

5.7

Xiil doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

< B &

41 A@me PR TRE o L 36
4.2 ERNES A R R 80 Manitiis fppcE o L L 39
43 PERNFEIAMT I ASEE L 40
44 VCC2020 T & (FH#E#) @ * g E- BAPPFRIES T

5 43
45 BC2013 T4 & (2 w5 ) ¢ ¥ >0l o BPPACF B 5

T oo 44

4.6 NISQA FAL & (3 BHHL L FF) ¢ * 0 U BRBHCF F
GRES Tl 0 B NISQA FH A Y o f AFH £ A HkaREL o 45
A7 I RFRB AR NI R BRSNS A TIHIRL LA
B b Ap AZR © L 47

Xiv doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

5% H%

1.1 FrR#FH

r

mly

T -BAANEBRIPIRALNER SN o pFAED > A HEE

Qﬁ

CEY A R AL WA T B A e s e
e

i

Ph > BEBPHOEITMNLe 70 mFEHLBL LD

ET

W ME AL

FNEFEF ME R @ EF &J2 (Speech Processing ) Af 3 ¢ s BIRB BB

ml4

BESAM DR > FRA AP FEOT I ek & S 2 A7 ) 0 Sind

Google f773E § $0F ~ g Riesrit * nf§ EF et ~ ~ REHY v aiEg

P-4

(Text-to-speech) i se& = MehF HHp 7 ~ L2 FIL Y B B WHNFS

RILATR Sk LR LR -

W\;;m‘:% /f'l}wﬁ f“ i&,ra W?’Ti&*mF%ﬂ F%'g
& F %% (Speech Quality Assessment) ——ff & & &K dp A G R 3F 3§ & F 453 o
FE—— P A TRy A2 - o H Y T355 E R A A ik (Mean Opinion

Score) 7 BB R APARES SRR 22 o T3 EE LA KL & EY P

e

(Listening Test) * 3= F 4 AL F o - FR R BRI g UL
RpF 8 S ERSNBFLFRPN G570 0 5 97 XRBF DL T T 5033
ME T R L fice d W TEIBELLES T Fr R LHESEF Y o 2T
FRELAPOLHEFIRAY > B CFRTRIEF ST TErOEH

TR B PZATERY KR L AR PR B S L FRES

1 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

AR R REAG VLY F R 50 ByERrls% (Listening Test) 45§ = £ enpF

o o apd A

5

GESEN FANRE SHSIIRERED S S = L or

fedig g & e

Y- 25 7 FOATHEAGREL cRrE B K>S ERES
e F (Full-reference Objective Speech Quality Assessment ) #% ¥ i & * >
PG ZPREIRRETFRRT > BERFUFEZ AR EELER L E A

(Reference Signal ) 1 % % & chiF Rl gz e £ - 3 dapdt 4 B phdt 3 X fddp

et o3 Wi G oed e FEFRRBORT BBk REF 2T B
LA BERFRAIM - A LP2F T ERFFSFFT T2 7 FF TR
=% (Perceptual Evaluation of Speech Quality » 3= % PESQ) [I]~ ‘E@pF % ¥ 12

f% 1% (Short-Time Objective Intelligibility > 3z 5 STOI) [2]~ ™ 2 & f §4F % pE 4

( Mel-cepstral Distance ) [3] %

Ba o iR TR AZRPE ST AR Ry OEF £ B

Bl n e A L i—Fa @2 R % Pk 2T TREFR ST R 2

ETTRN

TORpEERT S R R RS OEFEF R SRR T E kG B R
I AER Y (Deep Learning) @ %% £ BiFH & F =% > 2 (No-reference
Objective Speech Quality Assessment ) &% 41 [4-8] > FRBE R TR, 7 &
YARLZFRSFTEATFLAFEL NELED gl 2T 7 REFRG O
i A 3 (Mel-Spectrum ) ~ iF & PF#E 3% (Deep Spectrum ) % 3% 5 # #z (Speech
Representation ) ﬁ%] A OER A SRR T - TRA R R F RIS
Bk (PETHIABIALLH) -2 ERAPLFF T2

TRTEOT R S REFEAESFT EREFS ST TR AL - AL LGy A

¥- 26 FE& k> np EENEFY (Selfsupervised Learning) Ff 2" 3

2 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

R HARM e SRR Lo A U ST ahp ZOE SN R WAL AR T
RAseaigf AgL? » B2 3 PR Lahdike & S8 A HORET L HE TS
B AL EAnA R X ATARE B % T F Y (Supervised Learning ) 37
E o U EF g RJLIEFAE 7 F 5 3 (Speech Recognition ) ~ 3% —“Ff F¢a8 (Speaker
Recognition ) ~ v 3% 32 % ( Spoken Language Understanding ) % 3% 5 #3:% (Speech

Translation) % o

B RNV 2E A B AR ER Y REYF L

Mo Ll @ s ERFD ST B b AR R AP R &

AmT R A SR A TRFE N EESFR AR AES T ERES ST
fGlads b ehv Al TR M- EFE G iR R N SRR E RS E
BRFR AT RS TERFF ST o Vb A2 K30 L a4
( Generalizability ) § 2 f-#% i#| » #7 (Probing Analysis) 7 & - #

M2 WA 2R AR A TR B P el it a4 R PR A e FF o

o
o
<
3
) <]
ki
o+
)
9
TS
F

5 [ B AR N2> X B - i T = >
~E,E;.7% NEF AT T E %ﬁ@%qr@'%&ér‘

B k- AREFERRFTERFI FTEREAOAR P ek ]

c RS BRRILIE EF S AT T T RN DBEE RS T
( Dimension Reduction Analysis) BL% p £ & ¥ F2"Reang 4 0300 3 &

Az B (Latentspace) t ® A 3 b S g f 0 MR a5 LR

oy

el e S R A

3 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

s EHAHRTRNZEU AT R ERELF LS

o FIP RIS TR S - H LR P A T F

1.3 FFRARR
hv o g e

TV ERAN TR BRPEFSFRI AL PFT G TS (FF %
TR M2 THEAEL (BREFL), PFR > A B EE U AR R
(2-D Scatter Plot) 1 % &% 4p B¢ 4 45 ( Canonical Correlation Analysis ) B %
RAPEFFROPEFNLEEZFIPEIRI B AG  HP p EHS

FRAMER S ERER SR S o

c BT FHEA T RE S > A A% HuBERT[13] 4 i o 417 + & 2N 27l &g
¥ (Feed-forward Neural Network ) ~ v£i¥ ;% #g4¢ & % g (Recurrent Neural
Network ) % %73 &3+ & (Attentive Pooling) [14]#& - 2 i 5 &5 »cenfic

WAEHEARFRE ST ERFF ST TRy #7214 MG #

¥ RE D A s o

cFHAm RN AR TR ELF LS > FRET A &

ZHA R R L it i 4 PR i g e

s FFRIAITF RERIFANENF ST L AF S ORRERE AR E B R

FER RE AL BN FLART RO S

4 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

»
&~

>
»~

I

=
e

Nl
s

>
>

I~y

il

s

o

s

R SR A

LG AERE Y R Y R

: & 4 2 HuBERT % ficeh

P ARH T SR AKR S B oo

53 ST

K0T % 4P B 4

doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

21 KRERBHEH

Al 5 Bt (Neural Network) 5 — A#F#HA] > @ # % Rig & B3-m7 A
%%@%%g%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ*i%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂz%ﬁﬁﬁ&%ﬁ
WA RIT 5N 0 R OR M SR AIRF ﬂm@“?p{’kﬁ‘{Lr’ﬁmr&T

£ (Artificial Intelligence ) | » #g4? S ptenik A H = 5 4 5= (Neuron) > & %
4 %< (W.McCulloch) £ 4 = (W.Pitts) > 1943 i =738 21 [15] > H fh kg4
B 2.1%77 o & BA & Av Hfc ? 'E‘ﬁ%] MBS SIS EEE L T L F I A

T iy d3UEL o B A R e T

He Xqey w54 % mmgzg,l 'fr'ﬁ;}]“"~ “A g aiEE S8 (Weight)~ b 4

A& (Bias)~ @ o & i e (Activation Function ) »

%% (F. Rosenblatt) >t F ik &~ > 30 1958 & 3% 1) g 7+ % (Perceptron )
[16] > ARAR T d & cPfdl G2 - - R s 5 3 K 2R hpR > =
FFBAHER  c A RHZE TR W IEIZEEY FE 2 T ETHE A

L3
B]7;35 %] (Pattern Recognition) ' 4 » G g P 2 - < &F > o pFdp d

%

T T ST AR WE S A AP P SRARD 2 T eS|

6 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

RRERE 0 p M R A SRR AP o

HE W

Lo |-+ s - -

=
o )~ @ Q,
H EENE
Tn @

fmizE b
AN X aH v

AT

Figure 2.1: #2 (g ~ 43¢ 77

Cn\:b
=

2.1.1 ArEE XA ae s

BEARR e B A E PR A A SRRAOFETRAP > L EF L FEFRESD
1o 1969 £ > B X (M. Minsky ) £7#5°% (S. Parpet) fis i e i¥¢ 4p 0y g
Fehd MR - AR TR & RILARMET A S 3L (4oFE iRl XOR & B
Feg ) S A PO REE R B2 AR AR TR ORCELE
A G R g e B SR o - E P14 % (D.E. Rumelhart) 2 % < (G.
E. Hinton) #-F = & 3%;% & ;2 (Backpropagation) [17] &% fagdd (54 B a0 5
LIS, 10] 0 i B 2RAE S S feeh R R ERE S S VA 0 B - BRAEA Y
(3 & FE IS 5A SRBE DR RIS 2 o ¥ IR T ROBETEE 0 T %
FRGE BT 1L f g LR R R @ < (K. Kawaguchi) 7% 2000 &
# M kR A ® (Multi-layer Perceptron) [20] > Bl =+ R& 27 R 5 Rk o 450

#EA4 (5 e Bt (Feed-forward Neural Network ) 5 & 2 e

5 A R iR A S A e B e 2 AR 2.2 0 d 8 B 2

S L EE R P R B LR LI = ER RN E S

7 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

24 2 s 2d bt oL 3R 2l B ZE
Bl aggp gieEty o

=)

Tenfiyg IRLTE ST = R R by~ B B
1 l’f”é] }él ByE > 5 f5 19 I AP ﬂ')—@m@]

SR FA A SRRIEEZFAVHRI DF » BT 2 IS 0] #
FYe R BERE AT AP E LRPRT R 10 5
EI W W U R il]%] o & F R P I 8k (Objective Function) ¢ 3 35 #-7] mﬁiaaj

)

NEZPRF R on iR B4 4 (Loss) £ T35 H & ™ %% (gradient

(2.2)

He 0, ZHAIPEFRRt 5By 58 Y % (Learning Rate) » * %] & - =
LATEH B4 L o BT F EEAF 55 0 RATICHD B I0A A o
o AR BUEARY > L 1 E A R E B P RS B o AN

(Classification) E7% %k > ¥ #hi¢ * 2 < % (Cross Entropy) ¥ 5 P &3 ¥c :

Lep(y, f Zyllog (x;0); (2.3)

BEP f(x;0) 583 e Sdics 0 jﬁ*“%] N rﬂﬁsﬂ N (Regression ) i 7%

P pliE i 1358 4384 (Mean Absolute Error) % 357 %% (Mean Squared

Laap(y, f(2:0) =Y |y — f(x30)| (2.4)

Lusp(y, f(x:0) =Y (y— f(x:0))° (2.5)

BFE 4P RES AN SRR SROREBRY > R HE L E RS

SL i avm v 5 88 4 % Wl bm b FR g &3k 72
ES m%?%%"@ F LA SRR DA o
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BWNE (e HHE

Figure 2.2: /F A # A S f#d 'S e m LB > F BRIB A & - B g~ o
2.1.2 BB EER

¥ # 54 5B (Convolutional Neural Network ) % # * (Yann LeCun) *%
1990 & #r3% & [21]> £ ¢ > L ffdy chE B kJBAE R ¥ e L S HE Y o %
FiiaEA S a &4 X4 & (Convolution Layer) ~ & 3+ 4 (Pooling Layer) ~ %
i 4% & (Fully-connected Layer ) “'L'r’]‘]& oo A MmN SRR >idEl
Foadfiifa e » SHAEA RPN SRR 4T3 - R iy e
B FIPN s B FARA S B X2 (Receptive Field) o+ b » 5 ff & &
kU g > SR AFARE ALK (Visual Cortex) ¥ e 8 ‘wmre

(Simple Cell ) #2345 32w (Complex Cell) e iy

AR 23R B F VA LR OR EEF S N - @?J N R ¢
A AR 2 R d L (S45 1w ~ Kemnel) #-H 3 5 5+ B2 AcH
(Feature Map ) » iz R PE R L FF T RBPPNFRARATRN o BF > &
PR TG R Y T'Fifsﬁia?]ﬂ: P EEALS TR MR
4’,55(@?]» Rl R  ZTHt e AR - Al RLEEIAPEFEEFEFLL

RRER GRS - K G B @ B B R ol ) o

ERFEH SRRREF AT 2 ¥ (Shift-invariant property ) > # * k3
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<7
~

Bl g Y 2% AR s g

T

S R Y S

B [22-24] 2 § % 3% (Phoneme Recognition ) ix 3% [25] +
0 | 2 [T o164
41 [k2]o[-1]-2 St
T1TTT0T7 T
il LN p—— ) ) ) —>» (3|3
2-2-1201%{% IEREED & 303
FRNEIREE IR
1{-2[1]o[1]2
PN BEHE cfaa]
Figure 2.3: ¥ & 22 £+ & 38 (757 &

2.1.3 @ X mEn

—~L‘-‘t‘3’ }\ A"J'Fl Zd s ;

E T

( Time-series Data ) °

X = [x17$27“' y LT

& R ey ) o T BT RRE L iy~ o

3E by R P Bt

d R i S

“\
o
—_

#% (Recurrent Neural Network) 3

A SR A A% ﬁ:—&r?} 245750 o BT

& ;Y (M. Jordan) *%

E

Zf L RRAE FR o F

& ?

X 2R [

E v kAL E K (50 B chpE

!

£ 24 TR EGA 5
’ ’}-‘J';:ftlj g lﬁﬁ@{f‘nlﬁﬁ.;},&

LR L RN

Y = RNN(ﬂft,ht_l;e) (26)
NS i Sl=gh = 3

ERAFKIDKRTHRRZEY AEFT R

SR EA L EEE R o

1 l«

( Sequence-to-sequence ° ﬁl?l » £ ﬁ""] |

f2AR 7 3

Memroy ) #F4¢ S ep o H ~ 2 R b N fEa oo

BAlEisd §F Lehk B AR AL blick Bl

10

1% %8 (Long Short-term
¥ H ~ (Gated Recurrent Unit )
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l«b“

oL FLANL2Z - @ gkt (L Sutskever) >t & B o R f Kb B
(Autoencoder) - ** 2014 & 3% ) chfic EH o RIBAR G B R 7 3 B AR
A [27]c B EHAeR 2557 0 B0 o G Be A E Y 5 L el e REgE e
2 R dhie VA S REE o BT - BT 0 %45 % (Encoder) B ARF
Fligde 5 - Bl & BRaiEs» & (Context Vector) e % » AR LZEFE» £ (T i
A e R HOR LS o 288 B (Decoder) € 1345 - B PF R 2R AVE UK 2 ﬁ;%]»l ,

& B deip) & @ﬁwgﬁﬁmo

y Yt Yt Yt+1

A A A 4
g

A A A A
B > - > >

) =R __J __J __J

A A A 4
ANE

A A4 4

X Tt-1 Tt Lt+1

Figure 2.4: vf3% ;% 2 4d 5 e 2 Hor % B

WAy
SEEER A

At —> D —> fRtses

A
BMAFS x

Figure 2.5: gc~ (1. Sutskever) #t# I\ eh B 7| 3 B 7|7 f#—r 2B e

214  FERHF

i %Fflé‘f’lif‘?’]‘#ﬁ_f; BEAIBRNEBRAMIBEFTIEADRB R > JpP
BMAOPHEAR T - ~ TR DAL RAAT ZHR > BT3B 7Y ST

AL R EHREF IR FH AL RIS RRT > B FRFE ¢4
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VRS E AR - BRI PR G ST T - BRI R

(Hidden State ) » ,S'{Ekﬁﬂxmp\ FARE B AL BEA L Fpr gz Y Ak

.1’\‘)%

Pow

o

20 fEA i ehR AL > = L (D. Bahdanau) 4% 417 - B TR 4e kR AT
mfﬁﬁ*,‘fﬁr&ﬁ:,’ peangge g 2,04 F s %3 4] (Attention Mechanism )
qped 7 [28] o H 1EiE 4o @) 2,697 0 8- Henihar VA SRR L B A f7

B LR ¢ R Bl TR | B RTINS 0 AR L B

Bo g -
FoFE P 4e™ > L2 - B3 T BREFREOR X = [11,00, - ,27] > %0/B %
BARRIHEEL -G PR HY ’pfﬁﬁgﬂétm%%%ﬁﬂ .
hy = Enc(xy, hy_1) (2.7)
fOAfRBI R A R m N ST RAHCE] oA H i w - R R

RAORG FS AW~ o4 FELLBEFRSEAHEOFR £

Ct = Z atih (2.8)

He > e a 55 - B e (Alignment Module) A 3+ 5 # 4

exp(es;)
= 2.9
S >_iexp(er,;) 29
et = A(si-1, hi) (2.10)

OO g e BA R L R ERA RN DET S L R
A% (TRDRHEe g AN ) 0 FY o2 Pl
35 B ip B BRI TR D LG e ) R W RB B R

PEGRAEEAION FHTRAME S AL R OFR S E o BB 0
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A WL L EE R

Yr = Dec(yi—1, 5¢-1,¢t) (2.11)
HoY 55 G BAMRFR tarER R G « BRI P2 BHE 73 5 7 )
A FERY AP EELBEAGEOEREE > n g AT EE A Rikadd
MEF P B FEag 228 A afie s DAY A BA LR S EiARAR
mifeht ks BY 2 2 RS ES IS -

at1 LD Yt

v 4\ atT T

-~ -

S h1 hz tee hT tee St tee fRISES

Figure 2.6: % ;3 $%+4]/% #2. 8]

d N BRABHAEIFBAEILIEAEREET E A d3H > L% (A Vaswani)
2017 #H M- BRE2ANEAPHORRFIE —EBREFTHH SRR
(Transformer) [29] o #3¢ BapA SRR DFE IR 27970 » H P @ 70 Bice !
{4 B %8 % (Transformer Encoder ) % ## 3% ® 245 ® ( Transformer Decoder ) &
e Y g ’%ﬁ”‘l oS 5 - i B e'E &K 4 i (Hidden Representation ) »

LI ApF AP AL - ) ENMRINPFER PR oY BHEESEE oL
LR A BRGLE - BREFEORN AP B TEAT AL BT RS
31%1/\ & — E%Fé&g;;ﬁnﬁg?]ﬂzﬁ»fuj o
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EHRIHBELIAFR - K4 - B J5p B2 (Multi-head Self-
attention Mechanism + 2 ] 2.8) #-2 2 % & ;S 454 LR R AT S o HAEE T B
%FEE&G’J%?] »BIIX = (21,20, 2|0 FEEP BABEE iﬁ%—ﬁs?] ;AR Gl s
WLz BEL 2A 53 (Query) Q € RT*% « 4& (Key) K € RT*% 11z &
(Value) V € RTxdv » 42 % = d fﬁﬁ%%ﬁ% 7+ (Scaled-dot Product Attention )
@3ty 4% %1 sp (Attention Head) mﬁl%l A

/K/T

Vdy,

Attention(Q', K', V') = softmax( )% (2.12)

#°¢ {Q, K"\ V'} = {QW KWK VWV} > & softmax(-) 5 dtitf + it Sl > &

X Y .
@ o

exp (a;)

—_ 2.14
> exp (ay) 214)

softmax(a;) =

&@’%ﬁé%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁm?éﬁgﬁiﬁéiﬁﬁﬂ’#i@*%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

MultiHeadSelf(Q, K, V') = Concat(head;) W (2.15)

(2.16)

head; = Attention(QWZ, KWK vivY) (2.17)

@m Concat(-) » » £ 8 & > ¥ L #-7 Fﬁ%?iﬁ'ﬁéfﬁ%]:‘:@ﬁéﬁ— B ¥ - 3
oo EREBRBEIRRET FAEH LY A E - ﬁiﬁ%ﬁéi“ff SER R B4

o Re 7 - S 4] (Multi-head Cross-attention Mechanism > 2 [§] 2.8)
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e e St Al e ® B AL R o vE- 3 AN RS B D

m

R s F

PRI

ﬂ"Z:[ZlaZQ:'“? ] 4—@}/}‘%#‘%"’5 °

2o AR AR o B BT S A S AR g e el 1 B

ﬁ@ﬁ&&?%ﬁﬁﬂﬁuﬁi%%y@ﬁ%%%ﬁ%*? 2. FenxhFo
REABRFI R ER NATE- HE R BB DN SRR @

Pty

FHA A S P TE S B ERY L A I RFTHESLI T A o d 3 E
BO5OEREE M BT CREA R R RSSO AN R ke 0
BAGRRER 407 BHRFHEHGER RS 5 LA 2 A Eiak
BT o gtk 5B AR B A SRR I RBCA] S B B 2 g
BERT [30] ~ GPT & 7 [31,32] ~ Wav2vec 2.0 [12] & % » 2 §-3 AT 2R &

EHeh TR Y > A D R ) A M (Fine-tune) 14 > AT R it &

T ?5ix 7% (Downstream Task ) &4 I -

BWMAFS Yy
! E
ﬁﬁ%@xN'/> ) :
[ BIRETU AT ]
t |
SE; I E
SR o
g ( R . ? :
WHEEER IV o 5
[ BURETUAEHAAEER ]
A 5
St ] D

A

BMAFY x
Figure 2.7: f& 3 3 54 5 R B 7% 1 B
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MultiHeadAttention(Q, K, V)

T

T

ERIE

4
[ AR T ]
4 4 4
[%&Tﬁ%ﬁtﬁ&] | [Zirﬁ%}ﬁé] | [#@'fﬁ@?ﬁé] |

tr 4

#AQ ®K BV

Figure 2.8: $ sp & 148417 L B > Vg Eenkhv - H o 5 f5p &1
SRR L L o

“$ THEY AR RIEA L B AEY R B- BRI A M
xR T FEMA R QR o S (P Safari) § A A H FiFR
£ ;3 &3+ (Attention Pooling) [14] > # i & - i ¢ § 1=k % (frame-level) %
Moo 8 T 35 Mgt & ks B33 o & & (Utterance-level ) > ™ Bkﬂis?] »
FROFH TR A F e e T T e B - AT BRE B R T

H = [hy,hy,---  hy] ERTX s H &8 tschd oo B 5
h = Softmax(W.H")H (2.18)

He W, cR? L ¥ Hespid o g A b S g i e %;Q,_‘!—_,;hlﬁi_g;/_‘ﬁg
FlAp g AEI o AW A BRI AP 0 W5 (Aieima W) A7 MR
o BEAR BT L3 R LB R kB BGE S A A TRERFT R R ARG DR

=4 ,i\.]}’ﬂ ﬁg-gfﬂr"é‘l‘#' B j\jiﬁ:éjz e P R ?%?}%/‘\?ﬁ—a p?’rmg zmgﬁi&
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22 #BEHEAM

BB B AIEATEE Y > AP - MM B A7 N o KA e gk T5g
FARLIEEE AN AE PR RSB AEZES P RIEF AR

v ¢4 % (Phoneme) ~ § & (Pitch) ~ 2 §p & (Prosody) % 5 4 o » F]pt >

—=\

%
fA i g I ‘P EEE 2 4% (Short-time Fourier Transform ) #-j& 27 #&
5 PAGE (Spectrogram) » iR ELG {4 en® JRR L o gt b o A [ AT L BHG
FRwm A BRI F P2 B hh (h o FIL A BEOF B3 chB LAt 3
A AR > PRBEAESFHRIFE AR (Melscale) » & 5 4 B H?EiEF
BRUCAE AR o @ B F I EE I EER > YL E R (Mel
Spectrogram ) » Ap i3t AR GE 0 { RRIT RO R EET A B RN E R AR

22 IR AR SEY S

5ok 5§ 3 4E 3 7 e (Mel-frequency Cepstrum Coefficient) » £_% L e1zE
3 A Mz - o W M T LS B R P S TR 5 %3 (Discrete
Cosine Transform ) » # B~ H M AR e BT | o 2245 § PFAF AP > 15 F B4
W fehE 2 B Aap MR 0 A MAR DR R REF RTES ALY @
TEFW L FIP L EFHFFFEREY R hF 2R & #4] (Gaussian
Mixture Model ) > £33 F # M1 27 chf L 22 1%« Ra > 7&Kk > FFFEH
YAz > A PRERAAHF AR OEE G Y 73 L 56 L

A SR L G e

221 BEXZIIZIHIAM

1:/% AR LY g»g‘ffrﬂw% % pra ,fg_f‘—f# K 4;1 F o pzeh s NpEy T oy ;t«flj’# =
AR E Y AR YO IR o A U i) gy MR TARTE L - B3

e Bl ki § # {6 5% ¥ 5 (Phonetic Posteriorgram ) = -g_i% i 2" 4+ ehg 2
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FREECE B F 5 LR B % (Phoneme) g S 4 1 5 @ iR A AT
# (Deep Spectrum) R S_R-4% i P o 15 5 i~ o 1% 90500 i B B ORI

AR ERGK A o T Ay AR IR R T AE g @R [00,04] 7

m
\\\Xr
<l

A5 BE S AL E ) > TS E > B A RET R AR R R

LRED S TR (R 252 0 1% 3% ) hd R [36] -

222 BEBXZLEIIZFTAM

JFE K d N TAIF haffed o £ MR pEFE NV RIES
( Self-supervised Pre-trained Model ) #3E 3 A2 R F EF T < bl o p T4
AEY A RFES TSI DT RECANER TR T - 38 [37] LR
g
L i - a B@Ep EFNEVIFVRAFFHA (T JHEp EFNF

“1

AN TANE R R R A ROTE RS Y 0 G S S <

Iy

A T A RS ALY > REE R R L ahd ke £ 0 B & ok

)

AR RHE S BFR L ENAR B 7 I F IR F IR

\

#3[36] -

FRLAOPEFNFIHALET L EER Y Hp Fadksr sa <8 2
D ¥ B #74) (Masked Acoustic Modeling) % 4+t ;¢ & % (Constrastive

Learning) o ™ H#-A %] 5 ies BASFE TN

BERHEHEAY

EY FERAE XD ARF D ILY i Y F 3 #107] (Masked Language Modeling )
ECE 0 B PR A Ao B 29477 o iﬁ‘* A L ELY ehg - 30 0 SRR R Y e
NS S Y TIER ) AAranF oo B 6] k> Mockingjay [9] 14 ¥
: B-i*tﬁ?é%i'f%ﬁﬁl?‘ X B ERFITER Mg AR AR R R AN E
#p2¥ o @ TERA[II] RIrs v 5 2L :32’»—1‘:%] »~ #x % fMLLR (Feature Space Maximum

Likelihood Linear Regression ) »  %f *F 4c » #g F ‘A B + ek }J;: v - A B
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% ; ¥ -5 > HuBERT[I3] #EX&* A FALT I (LatentSpace)’i'»J‘J.ﬁi%J
» A B IMFCC 4~ # (Cluster) 5 B> BEAE Y J1* 2 & pFFghend i

Fp P % ﬂ;fﬁ?F’“%)@ BTN A

~~~~~~ b bt
A A

_)
_)

Figure 2.9: i ¥ %5 #7377 & B

HEXEF

BEARACTEY BRI ERASF IR A BT IR 3 A EPAR R
Aol RF R AL M SRR AR BN Y AR R AR
(Uncertainty ) [37] > ¥ 325E R 975 5 i & ihf ) 0T 30 ig @ PUIH0T] chie
Aot 3 V- A FRBEERT RN TR TR L B R L
KEY > BAL FH A F Y (Contrastive Learning ) » H 2L * PE 4 4o B] 2.10%7 7 ©
M RIEAR R O S E Y S R RTPUEARY o B R~ B g S 7
e en 4 % 2 (Data Augmentation ) i {7 3% 0 B (S IR PARFLIELD
# # (Positive Sample) > @ FALE ¥ el © P E HROFHLFDIRAL §

# (Negative Sample) » #-4|% F & ¥ & ﬁ;f]:". g o el A P AR G 1 E O - a1

gl

Bo TPl B R FARER o PN F Y 3. T U I Rp B
FTEEAL o blde o BF @ HL N E Y chgh 38R %8 (Contrastive Predictive
Coding » 3 % CPC) [10] Fi£iF v — PF Fé“,ﬁ;‘z&»mﬂiﬂ F MR B S S B A K mﬂi%J

o MBI fE A e R 2 4 5 §TEbene ¥ - 2 G o wav2vec 2.0 [12] B &
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B B Bfrite o B RRCAF Y I B8 ER R L EERR

¢ RREIE MK B FERR R g -

o

Ly
i)
5}

N ExE ([ERE [ERE)

Figure 2.10: #+¢ ;X 8 ¥ #4] 7 & B

dele d G etk o P ER R WA B S A MR e S B
FAEEHDAR A hrHY C BETHREE  APFR) EFNEY 23

T A U AR S RREES ST EARL .

# %5 &3 (Speech Quality Assessment) » A & & &g ch A FEFF &4
Beeh> 20 b 2R Y - EEAERPPF AL - o 2 RAP LY
RISFLHEDFER > AP 2 pFs ST 22 AR R FaER 2
= (Speech Synthesis) % %t ~ 3% 5 3 3 (Speech Enhancement) % ¥t~ 11 % i 30 1%
@J&ﬂ_fm-lz«kgz BFWA 2 P g BT 227 UALA A AR

P AR RBGER S o T A WEHA KR TR
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231 EBEZREFIREFE

ARG TR 2R SR AL RGE R EFEES S
B PRI EIETER 2R F Lehl BE 3 ST =632
A/B B3 (A/B Preference Test) ~ T35 @i, L 4 # (Mean Opinion Score) % % o
B I AR HE R K Y BB R B R
“h % Th- BIELLRPPERPN  HASRRESTARDL L ke
T o Rwmin AR Ao B 201907 o B R B R FRIAES A EED §
ﬁ%bﬁ%Zx%%ﬂ%émﬁﬁxﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬁ%ﬁigﬁgﬁg
- 4 * 5§57 %34 (Absolute Category Rating) % % 7 & i §° B (-] 2.12#7
T HP ]l &7 RME B A& 57\Tl‘§’»r§/,§\:f“"r‘f’%rr°”’j&"ﬁ;""éﬁ R S

ST 0fs > TV FREEES OTEAEE Le ko

T AL A BB R AN T T XU FRSF A BT R

AR P HFE RS EA PSS HIT &M EF 5 A& (Reliability)
FRF AR RS GG R 0 BT R AL R

Apre FOUE D e FRIUELE kSR B eRd L FE 0 TR o
AN
=
B
Wl <> g > (4] (3]

FAEES ZEE FEERDH FHFEEERIE

Figure 2.11: =353 B3 L & B A2H) o
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TH | BE | £ | Ei | Bl
5y | 1 2 3 4 5

&

Figure 2.12: & $f4 %] #=4 (Absolute Category Rating ) °
232 EBBHFREFETE

BALIER S AT UREFT BRI RY R o Rl § ik

BOBRBFFALERRES > RETLE AT ERY PAPY LG F o H
S F BT EFRERNY BUTE R AR FS ST s L) g
BFR ST 2 R kg REDERTR O EFRELFF AR

Tk (ERHA SR, ME TEES (REFEL) PFR o £

MR T EAV AR RANER LR [30] 0 @ RBATE BB LR APT

Y- LRTG > 28— H s 5 > %3 (Fullreference) 3% & 2 &2 & %7

(No-reference) =i = i » A APEA 4o@) 2.13477 o

FRESR ————> P

, | EERMEDIE

2E9E _e
ZEER ——— o> At —
s EETE

Figure 2.13: ZBF 5 S HiF > 2L Bl -
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25H BIFE Tk

PHEAERFFSTFR D Z N AERSTER 20 0 S hF R
FME A E nF Rl s, Fend

Pl fdp iRt o UHEE FRIAR DT ER I 5P

i 5
S F SRR EREE STEEC AARR D L A R R R

Eojhi AFRARRBROSTE ¥R 3 578 756

(Perceptual Evaluation of Speech Quality ) * # |4 T &4 «h% 2

Z 4 (Packetloss) ~ % fEs & (codec) i = endf 4 ~ w3k ~ P $7% ¥ gt

S ERE  FR SR TR AL S E AT RIS 2T AL AR

BEfHEFAR DL AN IRBAI AP IR EOET A S '

%]

pFZ LY 72 24+ (Short-Time Objective Intelligibility ) P 5 B4 2 pF e & » £ 4 Xk
R ERF LN FATIRIREE S T - S 5 o HNE D A S @A bldes o
3% 3 (Text-to-Speech) % EF fE4: v > Pl ¥ @ * ¥+ f i4f FHiE4E (Mel-cepstral

Distance) k3+5 2 2Z 3 & p EFHL R o

2HEYERFR ST FR D2 ORHANV R APERE DAAET ZA
BATER SR ERG AN VEARAFF o Ra o Jd WHFRERY F & A

SRS EET S SR R A LR X SIS

B2 E BB F %

FAMZETEFOTF STECEE (ATAPRZREY ARTER ) B &
EPE AL EPE (bldr 2 oRF R AF R ER IR BAS- B RF

FFREOP F 5 A AL AP B A B ) g 2 RES

NP FERFROFFARTIIRRLBDET R c LR kg o APT

YA B A e L & 4 3 b (artifact) S AR X R - o] SArab b
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$FRBEER STEF 2 kE S pen; prb s G2 ﬂquﬁfﬁtu KE e
GBS R Ak Sangd i o Blde s ITU-T 22 3% P.563 [40] & ﬁéﬁr&%
(vocal tract) ¥ B % Seri fEabw|F 3 ALY ond Bl > BF TR L2 E g
SR BRI ek FR OB FRATTRE S DS A RE S ST
FLRSTEIRFR ST FER 22 vt 5y LRFF SR 2
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W
& o B # P4
3.1 @A

bR BEEAES RFEE R BEYERES SR E (No-

reference Objective Speech Quality Assessment ) e3F gL &3t > FEEALY & F @ *

§2E B F eh% ¥ g (Reference Signal) T2 %t > HE 7 Z 47 Fplagevs
FRIABADE TR RS « Ka o L ONUREE > B £ 2RTE &7

G AR R AR ST SRR B 2 5 BRES &
B 3% » 2 (Full-reference Objective Speech Quality Assessment ) © iT# & > & ¥ /7

K % % (Deep Learning) ez > 3 % A RBRBPBATFH, 7 £ 24

PIER RTLFEEA LT L ER 0 R R S % [5,0,41-47] - %
x5 g R A 4 #ic (Mean Opinion Score ) 1% 5 fic3] en3g Bl p & > 1

STEETER SRS T PSR T I R S e

G E L § A AT o T RE G BIRE R B BREE SRR

‘m\\

AR R R AR AP B B
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3.2 BARHE

LA A 232/ S ArEL c MEGEBITG T E S T T A SEEE R iR
PFeniphdF > TR ELFF AR TRE=, hFAanz T k=, cvFn e

;Eiﬂ 1) ié}%i:}\‘ﬁj?%mé g%% mﬂé}i“%?g:fifgﬁ ; rﬁl”g}é-'j"\mﬁ FILE]J/ /_\%E%_;j:_‘

FHFARE L N R REEAREEFALLEE R AT TRES S
Fimalnfkin e B o F LAvER R 2T RRES ST - Bk

P~fi- 2 (Feature Extractor ) ~ — i pF 22 ficfic 2 ( Temporal Modeling Module ) 14 %
FEipIHC e (Predictor) H# = » 300 @ ipl3n 5Lents f pEAE @) (Mel-spectrogram ) i¥ %
xR AR L

O N D W A

, | sy B s .
m wm || e | | EUEE | — RESH

RRIERSR

| N e

Figure 3.1: AA A e R 8 5+ TRF 3 ST =R 37 L R

oo PR Pe G R TERGUELE > R FIERR Y - P SRR L
#x (Hidden Representations ) » iz 2 fc? 7§ M A X hEF T o & F > R
EHC e o ¥ o iR s aEa (g B (Recurrent Neural Network ) 4 0 ¢ 7 F
E Y B e ficie (720> A 19 FI P AR M (time-dependent ) 3t % & A A
ERHHREHUEIDIGFES P BTN DT R LA PR LR i
R IR Bl AP 0 A P AEREY TR X - A ¢ R
FER R KRR S Y L R BEE Y IR

# 3 RHG

~-.

B m e Y DR LS54 o B B Ll BT

\F‘b
6‘ "

Y BT E MK K HmE R T AR AR AR )
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FETH ROPF B FRTERNFTEFV IR STF R EKRTF R 50

PR WO e e R xR & R 0t S 12 R s (frame-level )
B e B T i T 32 £ 3 (Mean Pooling ) FiRI3E ¢ & & (utterance-level ) f1
AREFEEE (TH T2 B L A ) YR B W S ] YRR
AR s B2 B enT 353 % £ (Mean Absolute Error) # #5324 (Mean

Squared Error) & {75 ¥ :
_ 1 . 0))2
6 = arg min & ES (ys — F'(s;0)) (3.1)
.1
0 = arg min = ES lys — F(s;0)] (3.2)

BP0 F(si0) 2 y, AUl &% % s BES URATRA BE F R T I00 Rl LA

Boo FABY GuEd kS S

\\\?{.r

i
’
>
1R

|

3.3 ABBR#AT

331 BHEbMmHMean

BTl R LA BAT SRR FY s PR RG ST
R o

o4 B dem R TS REST QL B ER AL 4% (Y.

M-

S W TR B PRACE A X o T § @RI A S B

Leng) 7 L& B0 & ’}}1‘ #p B % ¥ (Listener Dependent Network ) [5] > # A A £ 4

ho@] 3.2477 o B b HCR| R OAH Y BB R Y DR RIERIE TN H
¥Rl e e LR L 4 e (Opinion Score) » E R ki > B AP RELFF 2
d SimgiREems > FEP S LA LA #{2,3,4,4,3) > PIE TR LA

B 324 o BMCEEARM R PR o T T BT S HiE L AR P
Tow g RY EBARIFEY (BHEF) dmr 26 o izk 22 R FHDN
AEY TRV IRIR? LR REE TS RE LR s BEHT YR T R
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I

cita A HAIAR o A % (W.C Huang) RJi&- 451 » T8 F 4 (Mean
Listener) [6] ° ;%%d HERED 15 BRF dms BT FE o gl
Ao A ¢ s da g e B (Inference time ) % i@ * %‘%@‘F}f 1Pk R Arid S A

7 e (mismatch) A 4% o

FEHERDE

SEISER ’

ZES REE
RS -

Y A - %qlﬁ%$ﬁ E%%l%lﬁg

B = o & s R R ; 8

T T

BRISE ARSI

Figure 3.2: B FH Ap & b7 L B

332 ##B2YE

LS AL M R B O SR SED I SR ke ) = S B R
PR 3 R AL HmF g g p Fa ¥ R A (variation) + it FH
R-H0A] EE P R (Train-from-scratch ) *tigtt FAL A F > ¥ oat i 5 Bk e
BEZRERPFAAG? R kST FRFSHR e 8287 BT aip

B e A e p et 2 b A B R 4 B AR REE (Overfitting) £

g o i@ F B R R L i 4 (Generalizability ) © 3 % BF7 7 R BEE
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4 & % (Transfer Learning ) f#;4 F it F*4E @ &4 > 2 X (M. Soni ) &2 = (A.

tﬂ’.

Ragano) 4 | >t p % B (Autoencoder) 1 2 jR R » 3% 8 ;2 (Deep-clustering
Algorithm ) » 1% < § @ R334 RIFRER] P g cde B~ 1], 40] > (@ 3o
Pk ACE S F AL L ¥ 0 A % (G Mittag) BIFE R < BE R

55 ERER SR MEREANEVR AT RE T A DIgR Zr ) [43] 0 ipkt

A.

EAZR A { Fede et (Initialize) & 44 ERFF &3 &a &7

F 3R o

333 HEHBEH

STE Kl R BE SRS I A B

blde o 355 7%

# (Speech Recognition ) ~ #% % #s2% (Machine Translation ) ~ 3% 3 #-73] (Language

Model) —tszssdny » § AL~ FWHEHAPBHEY LFA R T LR
Fa e Al o8 (WC. Tseng) F £ 41* %71 &3+ (Attention Pooling >

A2.14 0 &) RE Y7 A M) ST A feenph st [44] ) T B fRA R AR * T
£ 3 TR R e i E AR P T 2 & (Recency Effect » 5 w12 & 223 5 i
Flge— X MIRPF > Br §enA) 2 4 B Bt g kM mendlge) 5 @ F % (G. Mittag)
Plig— @ % A0 B n ] enibie S SR [45] @ @R PR R )

guEfcpRERs S R F ek A"‘L"

334 3% EE

5 zi+8 % (Multi-task Learning) » * F5 % PARF Y - g 8-5 Biphf =
- B Y S RE Y3 2, Hyms A58 5 B g Y £ 3 & #c (shared
representation ) » # & HCA) FuL i i 4 0 T PFEEF L RO YT a3t B 30k £ 2 (local
optimum) » H EA 4B 33477 AR NIFA SV hE 2 LRES ST ERE

Ay P o APV LE R IR FRE S e &2 (Noiseness) ~ F B 2

29 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

% #2& (Colorization ) ~ % g § 14 (Discontinuity ) # 3 & (Loudness) [45] » &3k
5o ¥ g AL (Just-noticeable difference ) % 34 eh— R F X § BiF A Sk
RTRHECA] [40] 0 A EF U FR AR AR BV NEEFELRREEER I B @
dF T R R R e gt b o 5 B B4 % K4k B (spoofing detection) 3R -
AE Y 5ulp RFFH2AAFR LR AL B2 K@ A (decision

boundary ) *fiT etk & 5 i@ %2 HA AIFRI P RFF DS T ORERAE [47] -

NEEE g2E sNARE ) (Aot

s ) ( ToiB ) (mumn ) ((eson

REHESE
Ty R et it

/

Figure3.3: 220 5 @it 8 ¥ aiFh & 54 FRF S &6 311

34 AFHE

EAFEY S APFRAGAANFEREY R FYERES SR RY
ERE

¥

BEYERES ST AR 20 AR CE - B EHE

it ko

EEGRIEE AT A o (S AP BT R Y AR F chip M Hoe 0 B ¢

A

’a ’

SN

SEF YRR EBEY R PIZ S ERgy
30 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029

FUE BEBRXZBISABARAESS
BBEZESRETEZITITES
M

AR R &AL TFIANFAEY ALY LEFES ST % (No-reference

PEREF - TRAR FY A

[e
lie
J
W

Objective Speech Quality Assessment) = % » i3

ke BAaBOTLESYR

IR FETI Y-

&y
oy
“JH-'

WiddserEmam gy orign a4

BB RAPE o KA o AL T OLEGEE AP M R T o

‘m\ﬂ

Y@ 53 RRER ST TR 2o b W § - 3 & T T IR L
& #c (Mean Opinion Score) TR S F R EBER " > ¥ HMAL * & @ 27 o

FoIRBZ A g 4 L P o

F-26  FE &k d BT JIF hgfeF 2R p EF SR
B HcA] (Self-supervised Pre-trained Model ) %3 5 /a2 Ap & F EF 7+ £ ehid
A PERNFY IZEFLTHF LI OFTH BEIFFRFTH DY - 30

CNE‘
=y
=
\4

Py
i
—sb
e
a4
&
) \.

HiEp ERESEY Y

RAOFIHY (UTHAEEFAFINL) T AR E S R

A ]’i’%%ﬁ“ PR - R
HPETER L DA e £ (TP EAF N F & M Self-supervised Speech

P
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Representation ) » iz £ Hop ZF i H:e 5 BEF AJL T i4ih4 T o T AgAxiE2

St

=

o~ "I—f )3

7 34 yH# (Speech Recognition ) ~ 3% = 74

218

ERES S b S sl
( Speaker Identification ) ~ 3% 5 % % ( Spoken Language Understanding) % 3% & %%

2 a2z

( Speech-to-speech Translation) % % o

BEARE EARNE S AR B AL ER L RBET F LA R . el D
AREr R EFLERFFFTERL BT L o AP LR R AH BT A
REitahsr g QI a sy TRES ST st o Ra o a
PR f ERNEE A AR LG FER ST 0 2 Ry
PR ERERSTEAMNS - ST HEHP EFNET ARR T EST 2

BFd & Al AAghp 39 > APREREETEZ B F o v ih

BAE S 4 B

s F A AP 0 AP AL AETEAR X Ak AR I ER
(Loudness) ~ % & (Pitch) ~ 353 (Prosody) ¥ %% (Acoustic) 7 3 [48,49] »

F RN Y £F 5 R age (Explosive Noise) ~ 7 & ¥ ¥7

bo

TAZEPERFTOTE - APRRE LA THFN L% 24 T

Ao E - BRALE TAEFAES A LE GBS M OTR

SR EFIR L F RS TR F ) LE T LT A 0miE o ¢
NERNBAET L A ER o F - BER ALY SR FHR T R
Mo 2R s L RFE DRRL T AP @ T BRSNS

PREFFEET M FAAM DT R

by

P ERSERINA AT RERY X EFRETAES 2 IR
PRy BFRFEISTEAMMS /A APy T ERNEF 4L
FELIFRSFORF . WE P EFSFI AR R RS

BRBchi ez B PG b o BIRA SR 247 P& 37 233 514
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bAR o AP LRTA EFRABAD ERSFS R LFEEE G5

&

e

B EE I o e F o AP s 47 (Dimension Reduction Analysis) L% 7

| d
e

3P EE S A AR 2 @ (latent space) e F R GR B (S AP

1
]

2

WE 2% 4p B &~ 47 (Canonical Correlation Analysis) &k & 7 p & E‘ T AT

TMEF S & e Benp B o
b ARG AEY > BFTERFF ST FERORY S F 5
P EtE g (Text-to-speech) & sifei® 5 #& 4% % »L (Voice Conversion) ¢4 *3F 5 -

N

MELAGEBIOLLFE A AP RS A FFELAFALE 53 kD
Uik #2435 A FENFRARRAALE T2 o+ o)

p X & (Naturalness) > @ p ARV &t £ P 5§ ¢ 9% 5 (Robotization ) ~

FRRF T -2 o U B EEART E AR AR KW R FENG

BMELRAKEE T E iﬁé’jﬁﬁ 97 12 (2 1+ (Intelligibility ) » 3L EL ¥ cp
FEFFHTE- AR LT GRS BEHERY Y E PG E TR D
R o gt h o AN EA FRATKR DR Xy PG T o 2 R5F g g

PEFRE T E LA R LA A AHHA ERAEE AR R

ﬁJ\

%ﬁ: —Ei /J~ /U’f‘?‘z% ‘ﬁ#’f’é I:l‘(‘ “%fbﬁji ];\;

$4RRES SR T FRERE
BN igﬁfiﬁ;?]i%élﬁﬂ% B o NEmERFRLAL B B T gn L

e A

42 FTHE

ARSI INTR S AAPM TS LS4 R PR T Ak 4l
EABURR L TOLRL LA RTR R el R 230 6 s
e1/g ¥4 w324 (Absolute Category Rating ) °

* Voice Conversion Challenge 5 F.iP| % = #% % : Voice Conversion Challenge ¥
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FPlF AL B P g Fdcfk p & £ (> <1 The Voice Conversion Challenge 355

#ft'f*"é’}?“ﬁmﬁ RER o F- L7 BPEHEIIFT B RRRA
(Naturalness ) % 113 gg 2 4 # (Opinion Score ) » 14 2 & % 1T 353 B

% 2 4 #ix (Mean Opinion Score ) °

‘3;

* Blizzard Challenge 2 F¢.P| % F 4% # : Blizzard Challenge ¥ FLiRI % 7 4L &

FElyc f p & & i» e The Blizzard Challenge for TTS < ¢ %8:F 3 ﬁ% 7o
%

Rale
IR
o

AR Foasend g b JmFRAREY HER

3+
1%:

AE*I °

ml4

LA SR - LR RRFEOTIE R LA

T
Kial

ARz

« BVCC AL 8 [50]: BVCC FAL B 5 %% 54t h o B B fc b f
% B & & < Voice Conversion Challenge # Ft B % 7 A & [51-55] 2 Blizzard
Challenge % BCipl 2 FAL & [S0-01]dcm 1o pteb s TR AP » o g

o

ESPNet 3 ‘% 2 e [62] vng B ’J-éu’f["‘ i Buend eV

ml4

£iE A

\mk

B SRR X ERE )RR IS R B ERBROSY
E SIS VR GRS S S e PR TS FEN NN RS C
£ 5 7106 £ > F R 4Pt 5 5 16000 A % o AT chR kP 0 APk

B eE R AT AR A A E AR L 4974~ 1066 ~ 1066 thz T B o

* NISQA 7§ [45] : NISQA T & 5 3% 7% ?%%*?ﬁ%’ﬂﬂéﬁg
%ﬁa@ﬁ?ﬁé$ﬁ%?ﬁ%(%ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁé%%‘%
PEAE R84 (£ % - Skype ~ Zoom ~ WhatsApp ) eh% B 3§ M5 o & —
EN= lg%’; W& i~ fceh > 4 1 3p H ek R (Noiseness) ~ %3 & 5 24
(Colorization ) ~ # & 4 (Discontinuity ) * 3% (Loudness) e B & 1-100

SRTL  FTHEY LG 2BVRFEC2BRFFEE 3IBRIETE -

* LibriSpeech [63] : LibriSpeech % & < % ;%TEI‘ E ko HE Ak p Lib-

IBVCC * i * ¢ Voice Conversion Challenge # > 5 & = 2016 ~ 2018 % 2020 & » @ Blizzard
Challenge | % & =~ 2008 T 2011 # ~ 2013 & 2 2016 #
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riVox T 2§ BF o T F HESY TR FAERAS SR B
BERREE > A uliEET 233873 2 T3 nF K oA 2 B R AU F O
AR > RS SicERE R R R oo B 5060 ) pFehggiE AR |
- HEA L 360 ) FEZE 100 ) PEehA B3 B o 3 R R 4B S L 16000
A% 4% o LibriSpeech #% 2% % 3% 5§ 7% (Speech Recognition) ~ 5 % F¥id

(Phoneme Recognition) £33 p £ %5 #3114 -

Libri-Light [64] : Libri-Light % & < % 3% '*Ff F R o gt TR B 8 _LibriVox
ik 2 G BE el 2 B R (4218 6000 [ pF) > 12 10 ] pFen

> FHE A 0 3 AR A B & 5 16000 #% 3 o Libri-Light # R 2% t3f

TIMIT F#L 4 TIMIT 3 %2 5 F5 il HFsich o 630 =5 ¥
R h AT o MER B 6300 £ 0 R R 4B X L 16000 A% i o

TIMIT AR 5% 5253 8 « 3 2 pEiEis b o
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Table 4.1: &3~ @ #7i¢ * hFHL & o

THEE R MR BGE L/ P R KR P
Voice C ion Chall

olee LOnVErSIon LAaTense VCC2020 20658 EEg 24000
2020 BT B
Blizzard Chall

{2are AATenge BC2013 24196 v AEEL 44100
2013 BEFH B
BVCC F 4§ BVCC 7106 FARE 6000

M e
NISQA-SIM )
QA-SIM NISQA-SIM 12500 W4 3 48000
VRERF S B
NISQA-LIVE
i T 3 204

P NISQA-LIVE 1220 PRI 243 48000
NISQA-FOR S A B
IS NISQA-FOR 240 L
L T
NISQA-P501 PR A B
ISQ: NISQA-P501 240 BRAESLS 2 > 4e000
BES R TP AR
NISQA-LIVETALK
: Q NISQA-LIVETALK 240 R M 48000
PR R
LibriSpeech 2" s + & LS-960 960 -] P¥  LibriVox 1 %% 16000
LibriLight LL-60k 6000+ | ¥ LibriVox 1 #% 16000
TIMIT 74 # TIMIT 6300 FhB A 16000
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43 #AIBEBEFS

mﬁ

g A

GhFOFHRY o APRT TR B R EANES Ao B e

Wav2Vec 2.0 ~ HUBERT ~ TERA %2 CPC > 11 F #-4-4F & B A { /i 5 o

© Wav2Vec 2.0 & * 7 = 3% e enif o A1 BBl S 2 7 A hE 504
AU RRE 12K ki B REE o AR R S 768 o BT BB
Yo BB A B BN AT O A FHE S Y - PR

i i InfoNCE » Fg " T & & LibriSpeech 773 3"+ &

« HuBERT i¢ * § = 4% Seenif " A > B2 e 2 7 & o ff st dgdd
SRR 12K O B RS E o WA PR AR S 768 o B BB o

w-ﬂllg ’I}_;Fé&_} : ]T;‘ r‘nﬂéi:f%% ’ T}ﬁ_@??,? ﬂrfﬁﬁ&%mpp’% %,@f{

AFEEFEY BFEH o FFP R & LibriSpeech h#75 3R+ &+ o

« TERA @& * F 3 & eni et B8] 4e 2 3 4 i Z%a % -
ﬁﬂ%ﬂ%*Ha&p'ms B g AR ’ﬁ 3% 3% 28 fMLLR (Feature
space Maximum Likelihood Linear Regression) ¢ 4% > ™ ¥ 2 4f 5 & + e
B a Al B8R R EENACEFREY TSR HRRTREE S

LibriSpeech er#73 2"+ & o

o ¥t 35 Rl %48 (Contrastive Predictive Coding » 3z 5 CPC) i * | > & & eh
FPRHCADR > BHCAI S 2 S K X A SRRl 1 A&

1 (Long Short-Term Memory ) #f#4¢ 15 4§ o $i7) rﬁﬁ%] AR S 256 AR

PIREARY 0 WASEFRA KRBT DA AGE T A S Y o 2 p RSk

InfoNCE > @ fg 3" F 42 # % Libri-Light # #73 &34 o

Zhttps://github.com/pytorch/fairseq/tree/main/examples/wav2vec
3https://github.com/pytorch/fairseq/tree/main/examples/hubert
“https://github.com/s3prl/s3prl
Shttps://github.com/facebookresearch/CPC_audio
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44 ABEBXEZTAMPHNEZENATR

R - BRA&RY 0 APEERD ERTE AR Ry HE R (Log
Mel-Spectrogram ) » & Bt A E a8 5 2 LF 27 FR 5% ~FAFE
F AT 0 R FI A AP L ES AR § B ER T T kY
RELY PR FATIE o A AT 58 A 1T B P R ISR TR
Flet o AP AL L P R E S A MR R SR R

F‘Evﬂj ﬁb%\ﬁiﬂﬁi?ﬁ/‘a\?%‘éi mﬁxmo

44.1 FEHZE

B S (7 e TIMIT TR B b oo 24 Fﬁia—%] 3 % MR D 16000 A i 14 S
dp EESES A AR =4 5 (frame-level ) 4 iR 71 £ - & 5 4 5
A SR (THERAMEER) RHERRw 80 Bl f AR - DRP R

DBl Ml g el PR Y 0T 356 ¥4 £ (Mean Absolute Error ) o

E

WA RS 6 Adam B i L E o pi=t 4L 3TE 160 B Y %5 0.0002 0 - £ 30 50
B oo E R A PRREAIRIE AR R S R RS R LI RDL B

F B 4 B4 3 B8 (checkpoint) 7Bl B P % o

442 ThR&EXR

FoREF A 420 29 AT R ehlicE LIRS RS R SO R
PRAE G cn T 308 SR 4 0 AR £ RARYF o SR Y T R B D 1 p A
W AT S EE SaMm P - T ABR R R RS O R
WP R EREES A Py BE g T e p vt AR R
A iEY B8 H7] (Mask Acoustic Modeling ) 3¢ 2" # ¢h4 #c (HuBERT ~ TERA) »
H A RS h4F >t A 08 Y ik e (Wav2vec 2.0 ~ CPC) »
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Table 4.2: f § /55355 4 #c® *oB R 80 e sicts i mafsH -

B T 305G HiE L
Wav2Vec 2.0 0.272
HuBERT 0.262
TERA 0.044
CPC 0.328

45 BEBXZZTABFHNZTANEEATR

BE-BR&RY O APEERD TENFS A MY ST F F 73 (Phoneme
Recognition) =74 » ML £ e £F 57 2E TP FAMPFR > 12
T F WA EREIT AT ke RFIA AP AL F R MELTA R “,ﬁi K4
REF T AF P FEATFHITIE S S B EETARDEF o AP F

T ERE

N

xr

FTRERFNFIAMY SRR LT R AR DT 0

SRl

451 FhEXE

F AL ie 7 A LibriSpeech #7100 | iz 3+ & + - 2 ﬁ&—%] T3
BT 16000 #7155 d B E RN ES WA IS Rk s d B ] B 3R
Bown A SN HEA SRRERIE FIEREST F o TR RS B '“%J SR E R
B en2 ) Y (Cross Entropy ) o #3234 iF Adam & & 1* B » $+=x % ] 375 32>
9 % 5 000020~ %515 S00000 % 2 % o & L FF 10000 = A e 4] b b
LibriSpeech 52 Z B # + Ffric @R+ 1 > BB ERDESE I RF T LA RE

43 e BRBE ARG B g 22 % (Errorrate ) 0 A% (KB £ TLARLTF o
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452 THREXR

FHREFEI A 43 £ ¢ e F 5 LPFESF Y ahg 24535 (Phoneme
Error Rate) » % £ FERI&E % ¥ 5 5 5 F A angy 3004 30 AR MR & AR o
e BER AL APT - B EHCHE FPEE TE S O] T
B G T A T § BN A MGG AR hi A
HEPFREFERS P AEE F A ERFHAR DT ENGES - £

? > Wav2vec 2.0 22 HuBERT % 5 REIT A $g97ac BfRendh % ko (F %) -

Table4.3: p EE " F 5 2 Hc* 05 FyRE -

R BFF (%)
Wav2Vec 2.0 5.74
HuBERT 541
TERA 49.17
CPC 42.54

S B e PRI 82.07

4.6 EERIV TR

T
oo
iy

B E A §3 EE s T
?I"P"p’b’lé’i’rga’%x =

W ARG GILAER o BT ko A PRLFCEFH EFNFR AL RS

ly

B
BEIPMFFA BT HEHYEST LR

TERFR SR o g A o p RS E S L AIREAR
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4 s @:‘J‘L%ﬁ(#p ) l’f.p__’_; A= VAT F B &;‘ L B o Bl A& FEA Tt B
L TN E SR e A N L SR
S T AT L F VST R vy SR LS T VK-

B3 A e b B % Y A R

4.6.1 FTwHXE

ml4

AT ALE S AFRGAEF B PBEE R YR
i nd S E A LR B AR EFEG L R ATRE §
VCC2020 ~ BC2013 ~ 12 % NISQA ¥ + f0e @ & % chp T HNFF WAl ¢ 7

7 Wav2Vec 2.0 ~ HuBERT ~ TERA 11 2 CPC -

APpL UK BERE? REFFELFIEFT P RET N 2 KEFD
BRI ?;%‘Eﬂie?]'\“'ﬁig?ﬁi“% MR F 216000 AR o T d B E RN R A

PO R SR ] o R 0§ HER R I § 5 T8 (Mean
Pooling) # 4% 5 3% # & % (utterance-level) # fc o & {5 » 44| * 1 * t-SNE /&
/% (t-Stochastic Nearest Neighbor Algorithm ) #-% ‘2R ch& ke EH P I - A%

B X @25 B (scatterplot) o pt#h » Z 1 F i %7 Bk * 1 2 F

FLE P chp ARIE TLHEEB o

\

4.6.2 EHRER

A REFAE R st A (VCC2020) F ek o 7 R &
FRRI e T R4 44 a B p TN LA Bz B s F Fad

B 41957 o

6 @2 A 822X BVCC T # &
RS A T R R R
Fie* BVCC T amris » 4 4%
Mrﬁ'targ

SEE F R ES o L Rd S FS 0 A
. : SRy 3 quggg_’rﬁiﬂ,}i,
e BHLZ Y & %5

a4 .3
o
o
)‘l{\%
My
l.... a

41 doi:10.6342/NTU202300029


http://dx.doi.org/10.6342/NTU202300029
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Table 4.4: VCC2020
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Table 4.5: BC2013 F#L & (= AfwiEd ) # * 0§ 4l - A3k Bicd Flomss 7 -

PR PR S 100 4.8
M 100 3.9
R AT C 100 2.9
P 100 1.2

Wav2Vec 2.0 on BC2013 HUBERT on BC2013
204 e natural speech (MO5=4.8) e o e natural speech (MOS=4.8)
. best system (MOS=3.9) >N, best system (MOS=3.9)
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° ot ® worst system (MOS=1.2) e worst system (MOS=1.2)
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20 ) (344
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4.7 BREMHIN TR

FORRA R B s R > AP S EARES LAY R E 2
FiMaoER a2 RS F2FaEf ezl s ERARAGT - KR8 » NPT
PR EBE TREAGIRRTUOETERLEF LG A PR o A A &Y
Aqp e * 422 4p B A 45 (Canonical Correlation Analysis) i&— % ~ 47 f £ 553 3

FH? AT AT AL AT RS (TR EE LA E) 2 Fap AR o

BEAIM AT E - B RBRF P R B EA Bk £ RS
A AT U N R R £ 2 Fansmiip i idic (Pearson’s p) & % 3

BRMEL S FPEAFTY RS PTS EER SR £ mwwwoeﬁii

hatl

R FS R EE S A4 TR LA g FARE RN A
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&
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471 EERZE

AR %A WETAEBVCC FAREFNISQA FH EF o 54 AP jcho
BVCC 2" 5 & ~ NISQA ¢4 315+ & (NISQA-SIM 4r NISQA-LIVE) # %%
B R W F A G ARE SER RS D 16000 0 F gD B TR ES BB
SR EECY SRR R RS LY ST ELESEES T I T
Booedojice ¥ RN AT EH NF oA KREHEDTIORE LA BiD
MUphph St o A e % Pyreca £ 7RG IEHIEARM AT A A (01,10 FFP
d i A AP B AR R B & e A1 e (Regularization Coefficient ) » {8 » 2% ¢ &

Gl d-A B4 RSP SR B % A BVCC #1383 & 4o NISQA ha B3 &

"https://github.com/gallantlab/pyrcca
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(NISQA-FOR 4r NISQA-PS01) # chzg #linzd ¢k s flc b » £ 35 3 428 mad

pritis N S RN T 300 IR LA B AR M AR R > BoEARE AR A A B

RRARS o

472 THRER

TAR B A T i R doh 4797 o A il R A p ERNE S Ay T
BA R LA BRI AR MAZR o L0 ABVCC B3R+ g E 7 g

ERERSE R AME THARALAKIRFAMME (F22007) £ 1
Wav2Vec 2.0 ~ HuBERT ~ 7 2 TERA s fc# i 5 @ &n B NISQA piE 3
Blos PRV UFERST D) ERNFR AESEETAEIRF AL
H ¢ 2 Wav2Vec 2.0 &2 HuBERT % jicg &~ ep i o & F|pt > APz p &
BFRFR AT AT REFETERE @ SELS 7L

R At e AT ;ﬁ;f])\;igg BT

Table 4.7: {1* AP A~ 4135 03 F p BB FH L2 T01 g LA K/
AR B A2 R

BVCC i#]:#3+ & | NISQA-FOR NISQA-P501
Wav2Vec 2.0 0.750 0.788 0.760
HuBERT 0.752 0.721 0.821
TERA 0.757 0.736 0.798
CPC 0.700 0.745 0.779
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-
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el
T
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P - £ 257 2" HuBERT 4 fleei b & %5 L E S S0 0a)!l » s
# HuBERT 4 ffci 5§02 by » » 02 58930 B4R ? 8 ¥ 28 § s it
4o (structural knowledge) ~ 11 % f EH S A c? chE g Tz £ &- H#EA
R ST ERES FV}F’T?L‘E A IR R & IR (4 )I* LG E RV B R ) UE

21t @ 4 (Generalizability )

R &REREY AP L BRI RGER ST RO AR O B EE
FRARBN G W LMEFIFEE EFNE ST EREFS & T =k #3] LDNet [0]
2 NISQAV2 [45] o  #F » 531 RBET) 7 F 252 hF AL 8 1 cnd 0 A P
HEFRTPEFSFF AT AR ESTERTI ST TR L i
4o ffs o A 3F |4 17 (Probing Analysis) F » BEH- A hiT 5 0 1 R

FHAZROFF > LREART LA 2w

' 1F K 4 49090 InterSpeech 2021 e7 ¥ [44]
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WAl 63 Ry et F ke

WA % 73 R3] g R > & Raw #4514 (Transferability ) # 2 o
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H

52 FH&
AEFEHRTEFFOTHE HAAM TR A5 4597 4580 Mt it e
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- NISQA F# 8 o

53 A@AXRBEIFE

531 EBAERE

\\\?{r

AP I ER R ST ERFS ST R 70 - BREREE e
( Temporal Modeling Module ) ~ - B & ;* & 3 fic %2 (Attention Pooling Module ) ~ 12
% =)'ty (range clipping) - & BHCA| 22 > 2 A L R A3 HWHR* g

EENFR AT T ]éﬁﬂi??l% W REER EENGS A B Rz
FIRMFFR O FERFPFEE e £ P& - HRAFA DA RE LR
Ao AT ARG LEIS .
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i~ ATEF B s F A 60 HuBERT %~ i@ ¥ chf £ 5% & A7)
HuBERT(s) = [hy, hy, -+  hy] 61

B ST i p7aER A h eR? 5 F 12k % (frame-level) #hf R Ak

PR R L Ao 65 RS R - @8 S AR )

TemporalModelingModule(hy, hy, -+, hy) = [q1,92, - , q7] (5.2)
AP o eR"GFIEASNET A E - B 7 FREEFEE P T
BRER A ARNHER T REOT R S FERE TR M AT 4

B (time-dependent) =ff % o 11 3EF ¢ RZARF 4 ehv ¥ (Interrupt) 5 &) » A P4
WRERFF VALY R DI LT SR PR AR V- 36 0 3
# (prosody) } ity g2 H K- BHie? hFa @ 22 Y53 FET R
IFMZ TN IR G MRZE-HFESLFFORLRR o0 AT
FHCRE > BAEVHEE TR A PRGNS T AT EFOFT I NS
R AR 0 FAI* 4o T35 (weighted-sum) M35 3 & k& & (utterance-level )

SN SRR P VR SR PO P Yok

AttentionPoolingModule(qy, q2, - -+ ,qr) = Q (5.3)

AP EREPFEY SO T LA DT 5k F AT L PR e AR R PR
oo HAB-T IO B L A BT DT S o BefS 0 d AP TG HE
’F?A"\ﬁimﬁq'%@@ﬁ’ﬂﬂﬂ’?ﬁgx P EF ARG E % (Hde-1 &) Fp

Sl TR A S LU PSR IE SEE S ER R SRR R

RangeClipping(Q) = ¢ € [1, 5] (5.4)

BT R AR - R L N R o
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ERSE ;20 X

FRER I ed - & e £ &8 Rt (Bi-directional Long Short-term Memory
i 5 BI-LSTM) # 4! g e~ — K o & 8 s 4 5 % . (Feed-forward Neural
Network ) 2 % 44 £ B = (Rectified Linear Unit > 3 5 ReLU) = > H 7 % B
LW S.2a HP > Bi-LSTM "8 K ‘AR K 5 256 0 @ ﬁg?J N E s 2x256=512 -
AR KA SRR ﬁ TR S 256 APEEAHFTHRPILGD NG G

R TR A E ’Fﬁz\ Hoenfa B oae 2 A h R | o
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A BAEPFEELERROEL > FEFHRIDFINF R DT A
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$&B b

UG 5 S A B E) 8 s34 (Absolute Category Rating ) % b sh2tsiufs,

)3&3,1— H 3t B3 501
7 =2 X tanh(Q) + 3 (5.5)

H ¢ >tanh 5 g4 & *» (Hyperbolic Tangent) &Sn#c~ Q 3 &1 &3 *“_E_ﬁig?l A g B
?4\&‘519%»*5—]””??/?1% °o ¥ ] 'Jé ?"Eﬂm’f’ﬁmﬁﬂ %@EIE'JSLE‘}"

fow A A m R g P UL A TR R R h A IR -

53.2 IskFE

R eng 1722 2 0 % 36 Python 3 3 ¢h PyTorch £ % o & F okl endg 2 + >
;%"513};?] € A TE RS T 16000 A% % o 24P S3PRL 1 BEe2%phBp AN
R AMEVRE ST RS ST A A EE ) SRR A T

¥2 o Bz B e T 35923 4435 2 (Mean Absolute Error) & (72" 4 ¢

1
0 = argmin XS: lys — F(s;0)] (5.6)

B P(s0) %y, AU B %R s B RO HE FFHT R L
A0 SR Sl TR S RS S RFRY T Adam A i 1 F o
Br=09>By=00999 > 4= 4B ¥ F2xK 5 0 215 1000 3% A ¢ ¢ iFpR 2 T

SE P EEFRELE IRPEEHEFT 0 B o B S EK E 0.0001 o Lt S
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Zhttps://github.com/s3prl/s3prl
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54 REFE

AR o R AR nA S 2. B¢ & 5 LDNet[0] 42
NISQAV2 [45] » & & 4 5] % B % BVCC F42 % (2 #34 ) 122 NISQA F# §

(LA B2 EFG) A RBSDEI]

5.4.1 LDNet

PHCA R * g% B-f245 B (Encoder-Decoder) 78 4§ » ¥ A *v3.3.1) & 7k 3|
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A E P PR P RS HORC R R TR o B R AT ¢
B BT E N - gAY et Y BRI L 6k N

AR PREER eI 2K i BB E A (Transformer Encoder ) » @ ¥

3https://github.com/unilight/LDNet/tree/main/exp/Pretrained-LDNet-ML-2337
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