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recognition

Keywords: This paper presents a new voice impersonation attack using voice conversion (VC). Enrolling
personal voices for automatic speaker verification (ASV) offers natural and flexible biometric authentication
systems. Basically, the ASV systems do not include the users’ voice data. However, if the ASV system is
unexpectedly exposed and hacked by a malicious attacker, there is a risk that the attacker will reproduce the
enrolled user’s voices. Especially, voice conversion (VC), a method for transforming speaker individuality,
has the potential to transform the attacker’s any voice to the enrolled speaker’s one. We name this the
“speaker verification-to-synthesis (V2S) attack” and propose VC training with the ASV and pre-trained au-
tomatic speech recognition (ASR) models. The experimental evaluation compares converted voices between
the proposed method that does not use the targeted speaker’s voice data and the standard VC that uses the
data. The experimental results demonstrate that the proposed method performs comparably to the existing
VC methods that trained using a very small amount of parallel voice data.
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F—U— DR FEEENDIDPERBTEF—T—F R
Ry T4 V7 3] ®, AX— 74 VOEFMRERLR EIZH
HEnsd. Bz, XA MMKFEFEERGEE, vV 7%2R
ELURWMEREOREE» SMAZFZITE 57280, 2—HIT
o TLDHARBRIETOEMKRIEE UTHffE N5,

BRIV AT LADHEIR DY K& RIEA, FEERGEEF]
AULERERDTELURBOMRMELZER I NS THS.
HAKIIZIX, BEOD DB EENGEH RIS AT L% 2
#7550, WREIEOERF AL —Y (DI, B
WNRFEH) OFFEZEILTETCLUES WD H 5. Frx
132 DWE % FEE V2S (verification-to-synthesis) K5 &
FRU (B 1 D F5)), Kz, FEZH (voice conversion:
VC) [4], [5] Z W54 V2S WBIZDWTHEMT 5. -
BZEHEE, ANEFEOIESERR GEEERE) 2mE
DEMIZEHT 2HAMTH 5. 2013 FFEH? 5 1F, FHAETIZ
Wik 7z 2 55 Ouahis - HEGREE) OEFT — X &
E=a2—2)V%v F7—72 (deep neural network: DNN)
DEDRIRFTET IV (FEEHMET V) (I2HD S FHEEHT
ERRE I N, JGEEHIC K B EEDOHKEE DGV % HIEES
HOFEMITEMTEH L2128 220H55 (K10 E¥
73). ARETIE, WEHEE 2GEEE, WENREE B
HeAeL, WREVPFEEBOMIZ X BT REEE
DEEHEMEEZETTL, TOFENETEREORFEeHITE S
Meigan g H. WH, FHERIEY AT L ERIIEERRFT A
A—YPOFET —RIFAEENRNTZD, VAT LVRES
NEGAETE, BHOFEEME TVOEHIIATETH
5. LU s, EHERIEHIEE O %2 &I
i oM EH 570, FHEERIMS AT LEZHHRT L L
SIIFBEMET VA FETHI LT, WENRFEZ D
FUEHETETLUES RN D 5.

ARETIE, A7 bRy 7 ADFEERGEY AT LD
VS WRIZ X B HEBEEMET NVOFEEERET S, 2
T, WEBEH, FHFERIEY AT LIIEWT, AJIESEH
O Z DFEEME %2 RS 2 5EH T T VD DNN #ig &,
WENRFEED TRV EH>TWD EET S, I DIRE
&, RRIEBEMNZA, KOBENLRT Ty 2Ry 7 A0
BRIV AT L (Tabb, WEHIZL > TEHFERIAET A
TLARED LS ITHEINT VD 2AERA) ~NDFEHE V2S
WEOMRERA2HAET 5 LCEETHS. FHERMET
ViE, BEICEENIFTHHEEOAZRFL, SHEME G
NRE) 2R LARV. Bz, FERRETVEERT S &
SIZFBEMET VEFET LTI, HESRGEED
FEEEEZBEHTE 2500, HEEOkbN (T4bb,
HEFENEDD I 5\) HEUMERTE RV, TITHR
FiEX, SBERBETNVEFERT 22T TIERLS, HE
FIZ &> THINCHESI N2 5/, (automatic speech
recognition: ASR, ® U < & speech-to-text) EF I LD
TFHIZNZ GHEFRIER [6) VWEELHATERTED S50
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2 JE% O DNN EEZLH (2 8) SRETLFHE VS KE (3
#i). VC & ASV i3zt h, HELHEFEERIELZRT.

ko, FEEMETNVEFET L. SHEFHRERE, &
HAOFRGFEANEEZSTHZDY TN INNVTREALZEDTH S
72, SERFHMERE -BIEE LI ICHEELEBRET NV E
FETHIET, ANEHEOSHEEOREENTREL 2 5.
EEBRIFHICIX, BTET—X»5FEINBHEOEEE
oy, BERIZLDEHINLGFEEBOSTHOME R I
B9 5. giFld, WEEVHENRFEEOEET —XED
LOEAFULGEE2HELTEY, REFZEOFTHLE
DERTHD. EFERLD, REEOFE L FHEHBNE
(B REEHE DA 2 COREHBTE L) 1, 1§
MEGFEED LK ADBDOEF T — A6 PP INL@EHEOH
BEHFARETHL L E2RT.

2. WERREEDEET —IDNLEZEIND
WBEDODNN FEZEH#

AREITI, WESRFEEDOEHET — R E2HHT 2@ED
DNN FEZ# (K20 E¥y) 2T 5. DNN HE
BHTIE, FINCERLAEZEET—&0s, SHANBEL
BT ZFEEEME T VAT 5. MERIIE, BWBE
(FREZLHDILEH) OIEEORE 2 W4 iFE (FE%
MO BEREH) OFFICAMT 2 e ks. Z0
Bild, BEEVPBEARFTEEDEFR T — 22 AF LG
BIZHBEREERDTELRETH D, BT, HENKES
FOBERET —REHVRVEEH V2S WEOHE LR & &
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T, WEBE  WENRFHIZLBRTVILERT — X1
SEBINIEEEH (2.1 8) &, HEFEOEHT —
R (Thbb, JUNRSULERET—R) OADPSFEEX
nNHEEE R (2.2 8) Zfiihd.

2.1 WEBE - BEBHNREEICLDZINASLVILBSET—9%
Buw/- DNN =&Z# [7]

x - @], af, o al]T oy -
[y, Ly, yp]T EENEN, HEEEZIEK
BHLEEEICL DRI VIVERT — ot I g
RHMEORRIE T2, 2o 0EHREERIE, SHEE
TRV —LaMic kb BoNnG. o & oy, EENT
N, 7V—LtiZBI5, BREEEZIIHENKEFEHEOH
FREENRY MLV TH L. @, TONRZ MLORITTHEIZ
BorrE (d 4 2 EERNGHECIE 78 oG) TH 5. t &
TRENFN, FV—bA VT ALRTIL—LETH
5. FEAMET IV (BFIZIXDNN) 2 G(-) £T5L, K
L2358 D FRFEUR RS 2 2L TR 5 2 28 i AR R
ZH, =G =[g,.- .8, . .9r] ELTEHX
5N5. ZOFEEBRETINDNT A —RIE, BN
HOEFRBER R y & B FEREERS g DR O
TR Luse(y,9) (RR) 2Hu/MES 5 2 & THEES
nas.

Luse (0:9) =7 @-v) @-9) (1)

ARG L, R — KB S FARHEE D & &
POV & e BB 12X D BT NS,

2.2 HEWNREEICLD/ VRS LILZET—9IDHE
Auw/- DNN =&Z# [8]

HANZWER L - BEEHEOEH T — 2 2 HW5 Z LT,
WENRFHIZLDE ) VNI VILVEET—ROANHHYE
EHETIN G(-) 2WET 22 A TH 5. AT,
d-vector %\ 72 € TIVIEIGIZ D Tk [8] #BRAT 5.
ZOFER, KENRFELEDOEFERBERT N SHEONS
d-vector (DNN IZEDWTRHROSNDFEHRE N2 ML [2])
EEEEBMETIVICANT S I LT, KBEDSHRHE
IR % BRI REEH O & R R RINICEHM T E 5.
3. FEEV2S BB FEHRANILEB NS

DNN =E&ZLX#

AT, FRGHAR0TELREL LT §E#& VS

W (K2 0FED) 2ET5. 28 CTHEHL 2@FED

RS BN REH L LA —HNBORKEEET —XTHY,
BIZAE, WaEED» TZATBIE] Thohe 5] ERGEL-H
IEE R T — 2O %2FT. MdLzLd, +okEHET—X
BEHVWTEYE I Nz DNN HEEHE, FHiEREHE T — X1
BEENROHGFIIBENTH, WBREOHEBE 2 WENEGHEDOHEHY
IZEHT B A HRETH B.

FEZERE 35m Y, WAL, WBENREFEEDEHT —
X —HHWTIZ, WENEFEEVPERINZEAT A b
Ry I ADFEERAEY AT L & FEZEMRE TV 2 iR T
5. FHHEAMETIVOEEICE, FEFIES AT L O
BWREUTEHEENLIFHERMET NI CTlRRL, BRE
X THINCHES N EFEBMET VOMMAT 5. &
ERWMET IV ETMT 5 2 & CHEAREEE DL % HE
TTE, HHRMETVEMHETL I L THEHICESH
Az fffFTE 5.

3.1 FEUEBRIZLODOFEERHET IV
SHDEANZERINGEE O D 1 2 RET DEEE R
WETNVEV()LTD. ZIT,s, BHOFEED T RV,
one-hot DFEH I — R 1, = [I,(1),- - ,1,(s), -, 1,(9)]" &
LTRATHEZ SN S [9).

0 otherwise

{1 if s=s,
ly(s) = (1<s<9) (2)

T, sEFEEDA VYTV IATH D, iEH AW
ETN V() IE, GEEFEMER (ANEHOEHN
SHDOHPTHBZONL 2 EEWIIRTERE 271 —
LEIZFHT 5. FEERERDORRY Z V(y) =
[, v, ul]T 2L, ZL—5AhtIZBI)5HEMHE
Rx vy = (1), ,v(s), -, (9)]T T B, ZIZT,
v (8) WANEF y, s FEHOHEHIZ X O HFEINZED
ThHhHMRERT. V() DETFTILNTA=RIL, FHHEITNR
W1, LEEEREEE V(y) ORID softmax cross-entropy
Lscu(ly, V (y) (RA) 2i/MLd s Z e THiEI N5,

T

S
Lson (b, V (@) =~ 331y (5)logve (s)  (3)
t=1 s=1

18I TRz L5112, AFETIE, FEERBET NV V() D
DNN & &, WEHNRFEED T NP TH 5 & AKNE
5. Iz, FEFAOFERBET NV EH DI LT,
BTG TR g OFEEME & WENREEE DFEEMEOE W ZHK
Lscr (L, V (§)) I & D EEIIZFHTE, 512, 20
{828 % B\ 7z backpropagation (Z & o T{thd DNN % 7%
TE5.

3.2 SHEMERETLLOOFFRHBETI

S e TV V() ZFFIRS 28K Lo (L, V (9)) &
WS Z &T, WEHREEH OGN Z HH 5 FE A
EFNVDFENEHTES., LrLads, Zo¥RE,
FAEAMOFBTERELN AL TH L Z L2 HRFEL R,
ZIT, ARTH, ANEEORKTENEE THITEEDC
HANIBEI N EERBRET NV R() 2FHT 5. R(-)
IANEHEDOGEFRERE2 7L -2 BIZPHITS-0
KBEODERLEMBEOSFEOETHEEORME L2, TH
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K 3 RET55E V2S KEDYHY

FHRMEHE D " FiE Lyse(R(x), R(§)) & U TERMIZFE

flicks. X512, R(-) % DNN THRET5Z LT, EE
Luse(R(z), R(§)) %M\ 7= backpropagation (2 & % /&
EMETIVOFEPEBTE S,

3.3 mﬁ*ﬁf7w®““ﬁ£

REEICH ZHE TIOVEE QLB L(-) X
RATE 2 ‘571@5.
L(x,9,ly) = Lsce (ly, V (9)) + wLuse (R (x) , R(§))

(4)

ZIZT, wiE_THOEAZFAET E2NA R=1RF A —
RThHb. ﬁ()@?mmtib W REHFEDEH y
EHRAIZHWEWEEEBRETLVOFEENEHRTE 5.
I3h£%V%W§@WﬁI%m$

3.4 RE|EICETIEREER

EE V2S WEIE, HRA0TELUHE (10) D—HTH
D, TOHMIX, WEEVPRBENLEHEORIZRDTET
ZETHD. INETOEFLDTE LURBEOHETIE
W RFEHDOGFHT — X2 HWIEKEA [10) (KFE
TlE 2 fIA%3%Y) ©PREFHESTE (1] 2 HWZKB Lk
PRREINTE 2, 555 V2S IWBIX, piHE MUK
BN, WEHREEEDEH T — X 2 M 31555 G
VAT LD ORENRFEHEDOELEE LTS HETHS.
BlLEMgEE LCTHAIE, TRA0DTELREZMRAIT S
anti-spoofing Z W% (FFfR) UL CHEZLMET V2 WET
5 HERRE [12) LTWD. —HTAREDGEE V2S K&
@,ﬁ%wﬁ/xTAémﬂbT%EE@%rw%%%T
5HDTHB.

FEOBEEDS, & V2SS WBIE, XTV v I RAA
VOEFA—NADOFEERIMES AT LM TE S EH
T— X ERERT ZFE [13] KBET S, IS DFIEE
R RAE Y AT LR FEMT B M THIE T 58, Fi#E V2S K
B, WENRGFTEHE DD 5D B FEEE N TN ERT
5ZLaHBELTS.

BN Y8 (adversarial attack) 1%, FEEARBRE T
Vo (B2, B [14) WG [15) 95, R
KHoNZWEAETH S, 7HE V2S WEOHMIE, Hos

MRBDOHK e < B s, BOBEL, FWETVE
R IEL O T — ﬁ“j’/’]ﬂ/’%iﬁ%@'é@kﬁb
mie V2S BB, FEET NV BB G OEN (RiET
EEEN) 2T L HNE T 5.

FEIOBIRD S, FiE V2S BRI, classifier-to-generator
W% [16] X membership inference % [17] 1258 < BHE# ¢
5. TNOoDHBEF, FEHFEARBETNVOFEET —X B
UK IEZ DIERDAZHET L2HDTHS. T o DRE
ERIATHZ LT, 3% V2SS WRBIZ X2 EHBEHONE %
WEHETELEMELRDH L. Thbb, FHERBETNVOF
BIZHMALUZREEE2HET S Z T, AEEHOMRENE
MHHfFTE 5.

REEIL, 228OFERT —KERFE [13] D& D2
L N NBEEE OFRINRE R T — X 2 HH L. §5# V2S
WEONRMZBLEE LT, ZOHAMEREHET —X &#x
BEE 18] 2HHL-FENEZ S 5. £7-, KOHEN
IRAAZITHBT 2B EE RAEA, AR IS L 72 gD
BHREEERT DMBEDND 5.

o SR AERMLIE: AfED R EAME TIVIZE FREE

EHRRL, BEEEEZIEO R 3 — X NETAERT
5. LOBEENRXAZTIE, Fa—K0E (§lx
\E, neural vocoder [19]) ED7=FE - LKA M E
THhd.

o TREIRE: AW TRFELMMY AT L SERSI NI
B (&) PEBENICEEFERIEY AT LZANZE
M%’t%ﬁibfmé K VBENZE A2 T,

FIRTEDR R B AR AT Lh 5 G & 1 CEE5 R
/XTAkWEéﬂéifw,a%m& SNl
EERTDLENDD.

o FHENNAE: AR TIIFEEZHI AT LICALZ
nr-EE (REE) PEZENICZEDOY AT LTHEHE
NI eaMELTVWD. KOBERRXZ T T,

HHE O R 1] 2#HT 554G, end-to-end B2
£ 20, 21] BEET 2HENDB.

AT, R7A bRy 7 ZAOFEERIY AT LITHT
B BB &%k%bh.ibﬁ%%&&xﬁ@&,ﬁ%mu
VATLET Iy IRy I ATHY, FEESNE - BE
VAT LD - FEE T NVIFBERIZ L o TRHMTH
5. ThoOEEES 2012, BIERR Y b7 —
7 [22], [23] ®iEAbEE [24] 1ZHOLK T T E—F N EIT
RHEEZLND.

4. SEERBIFT

4.1 EBERFMH
A - FREREE - SRS T 2 A REEIX
39RTE (LIRD 5 39IR) DALY TA ST MRS (AR

7 MOVRFEEIZHY) &2 OBNRMETH S, FHEON
AT STRAIGHT [25] 2l 5. EFRONKD 7
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V=LY 7 hE5ms THD, WEHIZFEM 14, K&
REEHIEBLEL 242 L, AEEME T IV OBEIIRES
EWIBHRERE DT HIZITD (Thbb, FMER & B2k
MOFBELEER»H D). FHHTIX, &7 O 25EE»HE
Lz 25 HEFEDNSVILEET—REHWS,

FEHE VIS WBROFEEEBMET VI, 7822y bDAS
J&, {256,128} 2= b ® ReLU [26] BEN/E, 78 1=
s DI ST D 5 5K D Feed-forward DNN TH 5. &
RETIVIE, 78 2=y D ASIE, {1024 x 3,8 x 1} 2
=v M ® sigmoid BRNVE, 260 2= ~ (EfFaEELHIZHE
L) ORILHSIED S5 Feed-forward DNN TH 5. &
FAIE T VI, 78 2=y PO ASE, 1024 x4 1=v b
D sigmoid FENE, 56 2=v b (FRHUHY) DOfRE
HHJEH 5D Feed-forward DNN TH 5. E&ERBET
V- BERHBETVOEEICIE, 2604 (BME1304 - &
Y130 #4) OHAGERFEGE SR T — X 2#HTS. 20
260 ZIZWBHIIEENT, HBHLFTHIIEENS. A
BABMETIVONT A —Xg@Efbicld, ZEGEE 0.1k
U7z AdaGrad [27] 2l 3 5. FEHAMET VOFED
KEEBUL 25 E & L, FHIZMEATARBREDEHT— X
X200 FHEETH D, A (4) DEAWIE0.01 T 5. &
F VS BT, HEEBMETILVEHVWTHEED AR
7 MV E Z BRI REEE DAY FIVREE TS
5. 0RO A NI T AN T LMEE & IO LR A AT
125 28], [29] XA L 22\, &8 (Fy) OEBUZBEL T, &6
HV2S WETIIHBENKGFEHEOE SITBHlTcEd, AT
RETIHMATIEEHOLEMIINEETH S, £ TARR
Tld, WEHREFEEOGTBHOMEE CEEE S8 TR E
FIZL > THAITH B LINE L, WEHEDE &% AL A
TH5ILT, HEFEHEOE®IZEMT S [5].

NRIVNVEET—RZ %MW DNN BB (2.1 ) 12
BUAHEEAEBMET VDT —F 77 F v L FEHEO K
ik, FEE V2SS WBCTHEATLIEDLRAIUTHD. Z0D
PUF-RBIZOWTIE, BOEHTHRT . T5, 0
DANIT TA ST LRE, wHSEa LI B I fa sl D 25
WIIZDOWTH, FHEH V2SS B LR THD. /R
VILERTF— &% H\W= DNN SE4H# (2.2 ) 281
LZEEEMETIVDOT —FT 7 F v, FEFT—X, TN
BDNAIR=IF A= RIZDNWTIE, oA — T ra—
X [30] - FEEEHMER [6] - d-vector [2] 2T 2 BEFH
%% 8] L[FkkTH 5.

4.2 EEBRER
WEOEEE Y, RET DEH V2S WROEHREE %
L. 22T, AMEFOERMEICETS S Ty
LY AABTAMNZFEMBUZ., fHMEL7-FEEFIATO@ED
Ths.

e ParaVC: {5,10,30 } #ifiDNT VI EHET—R%

K1 SHEOHRMEICETE SV 77 L2 AB T A MOFER (F
PRI, K p EA0.05 ED/INSWFIETHS.

A 237 p fH B
ParaVC ( 5 utts) | 0.388 vs. 0.612  1.221x1071° | V28
ParaVC (10 utts) | 0.475 vs. 0.525 0.158 V2s
ParaVC (30 utts) | 0.458 vs. 0.542 0.016 V2s

0.598 vs. 0.402  2.694x10~% | V2S

NonparaVC

x2 HHEOARMIIETLEI TV 77V X AB 7 A MORER (R
PERIZ). KFIE p EA 0.05 K DNIVWFETH .

A 237 p f# B
ParaVC ( 5 utts) 0.490 vs. 0.510 0.572 V2Ss
ParaVC (10 utts) | 0.593 vs. 0.407 1.365x 1077 V2S
ParaVC (30 utts) | 0.610 vs. 0.390  3.174x10710 | V2S

NonparaVC 0.538 vs. 0.462 0.034 V2s

W7z DNN FEZ# (2.1 &)
e NonparaVC: / V37 LIVEET—X %Wz DNN
HEAEH (2.2 8)

o V2S: f2FY 5 FhFE V2S WE (3 1)
FMHZ I, BHEEE2 S VX LARIETERL, L AR
ICHEZ 2 2 i &8 IR S 72, [[ikz, FEEREICETS
TVT77 VY AXABTAMEREMLEZ. V77 VUV AX
i, WEHRFEEOHREHF L Lz, £ TOEBGEHENIE,
Tex DI IRV =2 VT AT A ETEMBLE. &
T 40 BB, Kl EFHE T — 2 D 5 5 10 i
DOHEX &G U 72, B2 FHIE B OMEHE, 2 (AB,
XAB 7 A bN) x 2 (FERHE, 2MEMZH) x 4 (FEOHM
AEHER) =640 THo 7.

K1 RK21zENTH, AWM - BUEEORBERIZ
BIETV 77V Y AAB T A MOKRERT. FERIC,
x3 & R4 lzehzh, FMER - REMOFELHBIZES
35 7) 77V AXABF A FOFERERT. £1 & £
2 DFERD S, RET DHH V2S WEOFF D HARMIL,
NonparaVC @ B % Rl 5 Z L2350 5. —AHT, [
PER - BMEZBOm G IZBEWT, & V2SS D EHD
HARMEE, ParaVC (5 utts) DEFOHRME L FAEETH
BN, F3 L RANS, BB V2SS KBDFH
HEEL, BEOFEEMOFEEHEHEIZSE D Z Ehnh
5. 12720, FWERMZ#D ParaVC (5 utts) (2L T,
FAREOFREERETHILI RS, Blhdb, %
T EHEEH V2S W, T AR (5 HERE) 0T L
BERET—RPoZPINBEOFEEEH L FLEEONE
BERTEDEI BN 5.

5. F&o

AfET, FEBEEBEHVWEZSERDTELREEL
T, 5% verification-to-synthesis (V2S) WEZEE L 7=,
A V2S BRI B W T HEAHE TIVIE, BEELEEHE D
ARSI HRT A MRy 7 ADFEEREEY A
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EHBEIZETA TV 77 LA XAB T A b OFER (FM:
MZH). KFIE p A 0.05 LW WFETHD.

A 237 p fE B
ParaVC ( 5 utts) 0.530 vs. 0.470 0.090 V2S
ParaVC (10 utts) | 0.615 vs. 0.385 < 10710 | V2§
ParaVC (30 utts) | 0.675 vs. 0.325 < 1010 | V28
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