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Research on adversarial sample generation methods for speaker recognition

Ma Donglin Zhao Hong Chen Weijie

(School of Computer Science and Communication, Lanzhou University of Technology,Lanzhou 730050, China)

Song Jiajia

Abstract: Aiming at the problem that adversarial samples generated by generative adversarial sample generation
methods have low authenticity and poor attack effect, an adversarial sample generation method ACGAN based on
AdvGAN and CGAN is proposed. First. attacking a specific target, ACGAN generates targeted adversarial samples in
the frequency domain by introducing additional target labels in the training and attack stages. Secondly. the gated
convolutional neural network is introduced in the generator and discriminator to help the ACGAN model capture more
accurate data features, thereby improving the success rate of the attack. Finally. the perceptual loss function is
introduced to minimize the difference in speech feature representation between the model output and the target output,
thereby improving the auditory quality of the generated samples. Experimental results show that compared with the
existing methods in targeted attacks, the ASR is improved by 1. 5%, and the SNR and PESQ are improved by 10. 5%
and 11. 1% respectively, which proves the effectiveness and potential of ACGAN in the field of adversarial sample

generation.
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I TR EE 2% 2 W Ui ARSI R 48 (speaker recognition
systems, SRSs)!' TR A T E KR, 20T
% 3h AT R K A U N B T AR AR VE i
BEPEFY . SR L Bl R AR (1 B DTS AR B R G
PR IGE B PR . X PUFE A (adversarial example,
AEY T 5% 46 F G G, Bl S 97 8 25 2 1800 3 w5
Chen 55 & L, BIAE 2 72 N B0 LA B 530 0 /N 3 3 F
SRSs A fig 7= A R H X — & BT I 40 4 @l ag B FE RS

=
=

W H 191 :2024-08-26
* FETH . HEKHARPEE 4 (62166025) T B % B

A AR P B DA UE 1 2R G ARG T VB AE U . B o A
UG 36 F P 0975 B R AL, R N HURE AR S8 e 2 ML L 520
BAFEAT A R RSB AR R, RS X e sy O T
Al SRSs W& BRI e th B REmEY,

XU BC ik Ay O TR R Y Moy L TR AR
ik T A A B . Kreuk 4550 A 26 T 86 5 89 PR
TR BA BE £ 5 1 (fast gradient sign method, FGSM) X} #f /K
B A8 3% 2 0 (mel-frequency cepstral coefficients, MFCC)
FRAESEAT YL 2, I 5 AR R TR 2, 7 o 2 3 150 35 A 6 HiE 2R
Givh S BT 90% Y I B U)K (attack success rate,
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5 AT & v F o

T # K

ASR) . EFRIEW] T SRSs (1 53 ¥ . Chen "4 (Carlini
Wagner, CW) J5 3 W F F 336 AR50, 358 7 100% 1Y
ASR, H3Z 536 HFR B . Yao 4577 2 B9 3 T X Bk 2
Z M B9 J7 B (symmetric saliency-based encoder-decoder,
SSED) .l o 5 2 1% WA 5 A1 £ 2 400 2k pR KR R ASR I g
Lt (signal-noise ratio, SNR) . Li 2 444 i 38 F %t 3
He 1% P 2% Cuniversal adversarial perturbations, UAPs) , jil
IR AEE A 5370 B UAPs 25 [8] i B S8, ) 20 3503 7 111 25
R 4F 1) SRSs.

RAE FRTEBATT — 2 1 R 5B A7 A — 2t
S, ETRRE M I U7 i FGSM AR 4 B b AR T 451 2% bR
B T I S ML Bh ok Az B AE S Az 1 R B, (B R
5 PSR BN I, BT X R A A R I M LA SRR
BRI b I R s s B T O M B U CW L A
AE (935 BT O AF % B AR BRI ASR &, {H 4% 3 5
e 18 e B 20 i 5 I T AR B v Bk RO — A,
HAER AE (s 32 A RS —ENiTEBae ) ET4E
W Bt O vk SSED Ml UAPs, A U4 3h BT 75 i ] B A
1% {8 SSED J5 v 1) I Gt Tt g 0 A T 24 ¥ L 42 B335 5 1Y
1o AR R AL B RS 0 00 B Bh R B AR, R 2 B
B, BRI A 18 3 Bt B 3T 4l (perceptual evaluation of
speech quality, PESQ). A= B 0 XF T B A& B 3L P &AL,
UAPs J7 1 H) F A 1G9 25 A oxk H0 4 3l o %o 3 3 3 47 46 ik
SR RIE G R A BA — 0 A B O X R E H
b AR 3, S BAE A B A gt ASR B,

T L e BRI T X B T A S B g e 4 L T
—H WM., i, A IR T —F 455 AdvGAN
(generating adversarial examples with adversarial networks) Fll
CGANC(conditional generative adversarial network) ) 55 % AE
HERTT % ACGAN, & 8 A2 UK 2 H AR I AE. $2 5 ASR Al
Wr3E i fE . ACGAN 78 Il 2k A e o B B 51 A& 50 945 2 15
B R X E BARHEAT B AR MU B B AE, U4, fEAE
JI A TR 7 5 AT 4 45 BLp 28 W 2% (gated convolutional
neural network, GCNN) , DL $& 55 4% i 19 25 95 45 AiF M 11T 2
1 ASR, I8 i R /MR RS 5 B AR R TR S R RN
R 2E 5 LA K R R IE S ADvGAN (1 H A 451 2% R
RO AL 52 THAE ROREAS B T B8 R, SR IR A AR R W,
ACGAN #£ TIMIT I LibriSpeech %4 4 A e H A B0t Jr
AR TS ¥ ASR FINE & B .

1 HHXIE

1.1 XHm#ER

AE" 5 78 BLILE 3 500 T Ao FCHER A DL SR b
BIPE B . 2 BCE AR DL B AR B 45 A R, AE B e
SO praR,

2 =x+6.s.0 oll, <e ¢))
X .o NELET .S IXPiitsh.o 8 AE,
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FRAE Bt 35 % SRSs Sl I J1 PR 48 72 B, Bk 3 5
A & Wi (white-box attack, WBA)YM | K & % &
(gray-box attack, GBA)™ I ¥ & o oy (black-box attack,
BBAYM Huili M B AR e b S . AR SCHERE WBA, Bk o8
AR HARBRY Y YR AS H R S8 R T 4 R R A B
HETE B R SEBN AE, M4 m BGE SRS %,
WBA fif 55 K R b0 38 H AR 45 8 Y 65 4 14, 48 7R e 5
W R @A SRSs 25 % . MIEREH €
EBH AR 2, W 2 4y A H bR ik (targeted attack,
TA™ T H ik (no targeted attacks NTA)!' , B
DL 05 B I H bR B R A e 8 bR 2, BRI SRSs 19 %
P53 2818 T3 Ra2 A BRSO i Bl . R
7 o 28 iy A ] A S AR 26 B0 B R A 2R B TR OR IR
FEHLAL B A AL 1 ) W6 T, 17 Al B R ) R A By 4 RE T .
3 x4 4 o~ ak 3838 31 (time-domain perturbation,
TDP)™ #1451 8 #t 35 ( frequency-domain perturbation,
FDP)M™ ¥ S5 06 35 91 15 5 59 B 38R A% 84 Sl 38 30 e 2
 TDP, ASCHE ] FDP, 3@ iof #: 451K ¥ 5 5 19 MFCC %#
T, TERE A0 A2 1) AE A A L 3 e X BT W R P O
O IR A DA A B e s H R R B Y AE,

1.2 AdvGAN

Xiao W ER SR 1 T — R 5T GAN 19 AE /£ 1
Jrik AdvGAN, B e U HSE ) AE, Pl 5 HARBE AL,
AdvGAN 4 A G20 @ D B ARBEEY [ 40 1, o 2R
WA G AE SRS D X BSHEAR 5 AE. MWHURL
M) FR .

Lan :n}inmliquz logD (x) + E, log(l1 —D(x +G(x)))

(2
K D) TR« BRELEBRIIER, 2 +G(2) FR AE,
T2 TA F 3500 B ARBR { 312k B0 THE = () Fis .

Lu, = E.l,(x+G) 0 (3)
A ee FoR Bl BARBR 2. 1, 37m U 25 H AR A R A 458 %
1.3 CGAN

CGAN & GAN HZE A b A il G A1 ¢ B
LM = = GCoyuz), 20088 DB (2 o) RN E L
(G(zhe) ) 2 ML H B AR s 0T R X () s .

rr}inmfo(G,D) = E.[logD(x,¢)] + E.[log(1l —
D(G(z.c) )] (€Y

YA U BB X R i AE SRR SR BRI
Y ASR, A 454G AdvGAN F1 CGAN, 7 AdvGAN Hy
WIGRFN B B Be g | A48 8 b7 48 4 18 8 B8 Abn 2815 B
A LA A U AR E R AE,

2 KEE

2.1 ACGAN #&8i% it
AU LA AdvGAN 5 CGAN [ &, 8 —Fh AE
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T ACGAN, AdvGAN 4 B 52 H A 2R S 3 #5
AR AE,CGAN TE4F 8 &k F FAE S i AR, 456
X BT ACGAN FER- R AE B 5T M: 19 [F i, 3 1 4%
PR FAE BE ARG G BAR I AE. ACGAN W 45 45 14 41
Bl 1 s AL dG AL RS G2 I8S D DL HAREEHS £, p 5k,
LS 3 A TN L 43 R S5 AL TR R IS SRR AR 2
FW B XL P 22 R AT o 5B TCE HARbr & y — R4
ABIERE G, = A X Hi g sh G(asy) %30 shak ds m
BRI FEAE D AN 2 +G(xyy) . AE B HAFE
T AU R I R Lo, R AE T ECSEIE

FH 7T SRR A B SR T Loa 8K, AN FE AR
AR FNLE B #8 5] GCNN B8, Il 7 35 B i 504 1
Hb A 3R R R AE I A Bh A B A A T
RE SR AE; GCNN 38 1] R4S Bh % 51 % 45030 5 40 30 19 1
B RRAE 00 PR AR X A B SETE T 45 2 R AR S S v A L DA
% ASR., )i 7E ACGAN H 5] ABRHIR R Loy » 18
i e /N B FR AR R B SRR R AE FRAE 22 8] 1Y 22
SO A R AE FEUT S B S5 HSGEF M. Lo 5
Lo ~Loax IR B LS4 2K pR L L, EAT R A DAL 2R
AE W73 5 ik

hhG(xy)
y
H bR br2s

TUE &
III-I-I I-II - MW D
R SG

e l 4
g B

FH 45D

BUEAREFN
x+G(x,y)

-

— Lperceptual

il AR AR

K1 ACGAN P42t 4 &
Fig. 1 ACGAN network structure

2.2 [EERHZMLE

AdvGAN 25 B AR 7776 FRAE 235 A 2 19 )80, D)
PO I 45 A 75 25 0 A G0 O L R A,
ASR. S5 EAE X 4 B S0 R A 0 I 2 0T AR
T 2R B8 09 5 %8 FR 1, S 0L, ACGAN 5] A GCNN, 14
B GONN B T2 AL ) 20 250 42 i 75 5 457 A0 119 48 2K A
SRIE A BLTEWT A L E O ELSE ) AE AR R TEE L EH A
FITE A Gk Jm vk . GCNN [ 3l 7 I 75 3 26 45 fiF B9 %
NLEEE T AE HU SRSs MMER . Xt T %00 %% . GCNN A
Bl T 50 40 S0 B R X 4y BLE S SR OB S 22 L
1o LA A5 TR 2 R BE R A ) 0 B8 ), 38 gk AR o =L 280
AR BENE 5| 25 1 A A BT M UK I AE, R4 T A
PRI ASR

GCNN #5 He 1 & 45 BURN [T 45 26 M 82 5T (gated linear
unit, GLU), WK 2 R, GLU & —4~ 307 ok 8%, B2
B n, (o) s BRI E I G R,

h(x) =(x*W+b) Xo(x*xV+c) (5
Kbz AE L ZEA WDV Al EERZNSH .0
J& sigmoid FREL, * JEBRLGEE , X EXT N S8R, HH
T ALE, T DRSS AT — 2 AR SR F R — 2 AL
BI{E B F GLU BA 5 LSTM 24 A K BE B R B G 2
2.3 A RERHELR

A AR T BT A e LB D TR B R BRI B AR,
7 ACGAN R 25 % v, B B0 3208 & 1Y 75 SRR E F H
bRy bR 2548 A i A DLAR AR 2 B AR 9 AE, [F) B R

h(x)

Kl 2 GCNN 4544
Fig. 2 GCNN structure

GCNN Jin A B A 525 H o B0 200 50 Hh 42 1 X 75 5 5 AiE 19 4
AR L AT A BE T 1 SO USSR AE. AR AR
ERIYNE 3 BT LG FORFER R EFR T REEZ b
w Mle M HMRERRE S REER, B8N ERE P k.
¢ Fs AR R B R K/ BB K, BLADE BT
TR AR E AR ARZEAE N B A AT R OR AR Hobols B AR AR
28 4 3 W) 45 RSE RN B AR AR AE . Sl 58— B BUR,
FH T I SR A3 35 rp & B £ B RRAE L BB S B AT GCNN 42
WURRAE  7E 4R BB 38 40 1938 3 FRAF A1 B AR (5 B R & i 4%
HATE L FORFE R E R IR TE & K/ BB 5 8, R 5
F 8 5 IR E MR R AE,
2.4 KRR

Sl A ) FE BEAE R X ARE AR A A A
A T SE B A BT BE 045 B < T ZR T HL . 4 O I 4
B El 4 FR , 46 2 65 2 B R A8 16 BU K/ R
KR JE Zid GONN, #5 BB AU 4 v 7 38 0 X X 4 B 5
5 AR B B R AE . DR B 2R A B R
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h35 k5x15 k5x5 k5x5 hl k11

wT c64 cl28 ¢256 wT/4 256

cl sIxl  s2x2  §2x2  ¢2304 slx1
. 2
2 £
(El ]
~

FSREE (2D) 2D—-1D 4 Blocks

(1D) 1ID—2D

kix1 h9 k5x5 k5x5 k5x15 h3s
¢2304 wT/4 c¢l128 c64 cl wT
sIxl ¢256 s2x2  slxl slxl cl

Reshape
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Fig. 3 Generator network module

h35 k3x3 k3x3  k3x3 k3x3 kl1x5
wT c64 cl128 256  ¢512  c¢512
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Fig. 4 Discriminator network module

AL ) o B IR B — AN A AL RN AR D SR R
W,
2.5 HKEHRI

TEYIN it A2 o, 25 A DL B SE IR 5 R ARE R 51 = AR
i HFRARZE v /E A AR 8 G s y) SR 1 L
S5ESEFMHAMAR 2 +G(x,y) . %5048 D A4 G
T ERA NG I Loy 515 BB L AL EY, LL4R &
PR A RS T » Lo B2 PR A5 C6) P

Loy = mGinm[z)ixEl[logD ()] + E, [log(1 — D(x +
Gz y)))] (6)

Sy R S B AR A AL R AR AR GO H AR AR A [ B
BINGR 77X I Lo B R BEE 5 28 B A T 1
1 AE, L o 8 BT E = (D R,

Liw=E.l (x+G(xsy)sy) 7

L, PREL B B R SRR PURE A B B AR R A 1R 00 40 2K
B HAR y . MAM A L. BURSER ARSI K
INGL e BREGTHR I (8 TR .

L,.=E,max(0, | G(z,y) | ,—o) (8)
P BUEHHRE WA A K c EH 0.3,

TSGR A LR AE FEWT SN 5 B S A AR B
PE ARSI R Loy B 56 B FLIEE T 2 AN
PUREAS 2 4 A B A ARBEA F o, 0T R RRAE R 7R F (2
M F G s8R R L, J5B0H R 4URR IR ) 22 5 B
W L, LB DIARAE I <F CHW , LB 38 Bk 48 B K /N 1Y 32
Wi ORI R S Lo L A1 Ly —&IEATEEG AL, H
B S TE AN 4 %o B M B[R] B, PR OE AE TR AR 5 H

. 52 .

WEF A RFENESR AN AR AE W E I, BAH
KRPOT R (D PR,
1
C,H,W,
AP F XA HRMEER,F, () RRE j JZHRE,

C,H,W, F/mRFIERS,

ACGAN R S A48 2k bR H00H 30 =8 (10) fir s s oL 8.
Y AR R TS R T SR AR R B
ARFE ST, LR SRIABE R 1.10.1, R AR A AE
14 WIF 5 5

L = Lo +alwss + BL e + 7L porcoptuat (10)

Y2 3t B ARGIE T 840 ACGAN AR B 19 % 40 1 1 75 50
P A3 AT b 3 T R B B S 9 Bl HARBE Y {
XL bR A A T RE R I 4R S I BT BARRRAS v .

3 LWRITEERST

3.1 HIEERESTAE

BT PR ACGAN #E#I7E 363 NPT 55 L i dERg R
FETAS A BE 4 - TIMIT' A LibriSpeech™™ , TIMIT %t
WAL & 462 2 26 [ 45 W 2 B0 O B 0 USO8 T RS,
LibriSpeech #4875 2 484 £ Uil A AU K IEH MR R

MFE 1 Praw, AT H A B A B R, AR ST
TIMIT F1 LibriSpeech #1331t 16 791 ASFEAS 47U 2k
8 820 MEAH T MR, o T LibriSpeech #f A i & A ] ,
W RAREARZRIT N 3.5 s, W SO 0d Wi b 21 DL
R E R, IFRAE K 25 ms fIE KK 10 ms B9 %
HEAT 43 M4k 3 . AR ANIE B PR B 34 A MFCC &80, BT
A BEUR SR AT AR AL AL B DUTY B A ] 5% 35 3% 4 g 2R
BEg] AN 7 i 2

| F,(x)—F, D1, 9

L perceptual

®1 NEES5NKLE

Table 1 Training set and test set

R UOEABE Mg N4 RAER/KHz
TIMIT 162 2310 1368 16
LibriSpeech 2 484 14 481 7 452 16
A1t 2 946 16 791 8 820 16
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3.2 iFMiER

S8R A ASR.SNR #l PESQ 1F A PR 4845 .

DASR F/R2EME AE 8 H ARSI R85 3R K 8=
di L B QD B,

— N 0
ASR—M><1OOA (1)

A MR EEAR B ML B B EEAR N N,

2)SNR & F T 2t 15 5 5 3 AH X 1 1 75 KT 19 8
SNR & = (12) fiR .

=1,

| 2—a"1.

3)PESQ J& —F = B H A5 B8 2 (TTUD 4 2 1) b o,
i L H SR E M AE, RV IE S R . R R
RSN R W 52 e, DL Ak 9 7 U A 1 & B A 1
i, PESQ &t — /& 08 W FEEHEE—0.5 8 4.5
Z 1] Ho g oy e R R R .
3.3 HiREHR

AR 33 SineNet™ 3638 AN RHI R GiE R HArf AL,
PR X 5 045 5 PRS2 75 2 AR 04 1 B R K A AR
AE B IR 264, {8 A SincNet 68 5585 i Hb 30 iF ACGAN
A AE BYRCR B O TR 52 BR g P o B o S T R AR
# ASR.
3.4 LWIEE

ACGAN #5752 8 78 Linux 38 F #47, GPU
NVIDIA A100, {#i Python il PyTorch 5% B F £ 455 5l 45
A YA . A SO T R S ik FGSMLPGD,
CW.UAPs fl SSED., FGSM Xilivh, %M Lo Ju s i 4
B, Ay 0. 002, PGD Zrai 2% 2 4k 0. 000 4, % 4L
100 ., CW Iz 3%k 0. 001, UG FF 10 WK, #MIE I fx
% 10 ik, UAPs Ml SSED #J il %k 10 4~ epochs, 2% 2 K h
0. 000 1,f# ] Adam k2% .

ACGAN HEHIY it , B 2R3 80 h 100 4> epochs, fff
I Adam EAL#S .2 2 E M 0. 01 B HFE R 0. 000 1,3F R
L, f BRI 3 R/, B 0. 3,
3.5 ZBERSH

1) 76 B 1 B ok DAk

NTA 1 B 92174 ACGAN B 7 J 8 2 A7 25 B %o
SRSs Y38 B ik

W 2 ik, FGSM 7E TIMIT #1 LibriSpeech I ¥
ASR 4354 55. 2% 1 48.4% , H. SNR 1 PESQ #H X} #%
k. BT FGSM 2&— 520 Yo i o7 i - UAE S A 8008 1 46
B 1) P AT B R A Bl M LUK 4R 5 3 3 DL AR RS R
., HEZF.PGD fil CW 38 H 57 3% (%) 5 68 /1. ASR
BB T 95% /0 AE i AR, B A1 S 2 W)k R 2
WE HPREEI A g REIR &S T ASRARET AE
MIELSEME . UAPs /BN —Fll L3 5 3, /8 T8 & 1
ASR Ml AE i, SSED U4k T ASR Al SNR,{H R

SNR(x,x") = 10lg (12)

1k PESQ, 35 PESQ FH A £, ACGAN £ ASR.SNR
M PESQ R F, X AL G PERE RV IR TR T ACGAN
FIAT GCNN FUBH K A%, X 15 ACGAN ZE X i
I 7 v RS ) M AR 4D ST R AR IR AR T A R
AE BTt 22 5

% 2 £ TIMIT #0 LibriSpeech #{#E & & NTA
Table 2 NTA on TIMIT and LibriSpeech datasets

EIES Yy ASR/%  SNR/AB PESQ
FGSM 55. 2 27.53 2.14

PGD 98.3 30. 12 2.53

TIMIT CW 98.7 31. 14 2.67
UAPs 96. 6 19. 65 3.00

SSED 96. 8 50. 82 2.41

ACGAN 97.7 52.56 3.19

FGSM 48. 4 27.53 2.08

PGD 95.3 30. 09 2. 44

LibriSpeech CW 95. 6 31. 11 2.57
UAPs 95.9 31.16 2.32

SSED 96.3 41.23 2.21

ACGAN 97.5 43.74 2.66

TA 5 H 0 2P ACGAN i B 75 35 % bF 28 B Xf
SRSs K fig 1 . HAMERE = T NTA,

nzk 3 WroR .78 TIMIT %4l 4 I . ACGAN 1y ASR
97. 4% L T H Al J5 925 s 7F LibriSpeech #¥i % ., ACGAN
B ASR 24 78. 6 %6 , HoAth 2 3 AR, X R W ACGAN 7
5222 MR B AR B Be R EF R R RO . ACGAN 7E
BB 4 13308 T | @AY SNR Fil PESQ 1143 . 45 5
E7E TIMIT $4 4 By PESQ A% T 3. 22, % & T HAt
Frik. ACGAN MIEFHKRIE T4 E T AdvGAN Fl CGAN

% 3 £ TIMIT 70 LibriSpeech #{#5 & F 1 TA
Table 3 TA on TIMIT and LibriSpeech datasets

PR S Yk ASR/%  SNR/AB PESQ
FGSM 51.5 27.52 2.14

PGD 96. 3 30. 21 2.55

TIMIT CW 96. 7 31. 28 2.70
UAPs 96.3 48.51 2.47

SSED 97.2 50. 07 2.35

ACGAN 97.4 52.78 3.22

FGSM 13.2 27. 34 2.07

PGD 75.5 30. 07 2.49

LibriSpeech CwW 74.4 31.12 2.61
UAPs 63.7 29. 89 2.11

SSED 76.4 37.63 2.02

ACGAN 78.6 44,72 2.78
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T # K

BT, AdvGAN A U B PR 8 (1 AE, CGAN 3 i
KA B AE, 2585 ACGAN RU4EH: T 35
ASR, i GEEF X 4R E bR 25 A2 URE B 09 AE, 328 85 T B % A
e, RE ACGAN F I 4, (H7E LibriSpeech 5 #i&
% LY ASR A - FH25 [

2)F B BBt PR A

77 A AR AT B Mo 2 48 TR B bR AU SR RS 18 T B
F BRI AE 5 RE LT R T H bR AL, R I
R AE B 015 L F AR SR 3K

AR A FGSM 347 %6 Bl 25, 38 o 76 I 2k 2k 72 Ao
A AE BESRBOR S, B E WBA & b ads & R
B AL » 25 BE R DD B A s 2, Ui B e o 7 vk B4 o
IE N RE B M, U AR TIMIT B 45 B k47, X L
FGSM,PGD.CW ., UAPs 1 SSED T # J5 . % 4 Fia,
ACGAN I ifi SincNet £ % () ASR K 64.2%, SNR K

FGSM (445 CW i B = Bir 4 4k 77 1 ok B /IME 3 2k o
B, O FE TR BE 1 — B 7 25 (FGSMD 75 B2 0 £ i 3 57 WAL,
A R 2 2 AR, B R B AR 75 340 2% eR R
BB LR B AE s 9B [B] 22 K T FGSM I PGD, A i
I ] 3% 1, M9 130 53 UAPs, SSED F1 ACGAN #( 4& J T 4k
TR £ 5k L A R DR VI R AR R B R L B — IR
7 P (4 1 [ 1 4% B AT PRl AE i AE, Hof UAPs 38 1 — A4
Yesh)a , or g S N T 2 A REA 800 T SR
FoR L A i el e . ACGAN i T SSED, & AN REA (1 4=
RS Y A2 T R AR 25 5 3T AT Ak, T LA R R R
AE, P A B i T SSED. AL A A 0. 01 s,

*x5 E&HEP ACGAN HEB WAL
Table 5§ Transfer attack performance of ACGAN in

black box scenario

49,56 dB,PESQ 4400 3. 14,3975 T HAb )7 1% . % W) ACGAN e BB BAREE Tukrik ASR/J
TE TR 70 M T FRCOR A 3 FF B85 1) ASR NI IR Ik TIMIT SSED - 70.3
, ECAPA- ACGAN  74.8
F4 EHETETOERER SimeNet . 'DNN SSED 67,5
Table 4 Various indicators under defense methods LibriSpeech ACGAN 71. 6
s Wik ASR/% SNR/AB - PESQ
FGSM 19. 6 27. 31 2.03 K6 EBMHE
PGD 57.8 30.41 2.37 Table 6 Generation efficiency
) FGSM 0.9
S‘SI‘ED 61.8 40. 63 2.21 PGD 1
ACGAN 64. 2 42.33 2.75 cw 131
UAPs 0. 004
DR EVGE YT e 7 TR SSED 0.52
{f R 5 3k 34k ACGAN 7E BBA 3 5 i 1 g ACGAN 0.01
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