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[Abstract] In order /to explore the security threats and attack effects ‘of the adversarial samples on the end-to-end
speaker identification system, this paper analyzes five white box algorithms(FGSM,JSMA ,BIM, C&W ,PGD) and two
black box algorithms (ZOO, HSJA) to compare the advantages and)disadvantages of the existing adversarial sample
generation algorithms in a phonetic context. Each generation algorithm implements targeted and non-targeted attacks in
the end-to-end speaker identification model of ResCNN and GRU, and creates effective audio adversarial samples.Then
the attack effects are evaluated by using the performance indicators such as Attack Success Rate (ASR) and Signal to
Noise Ratio (SNR). Finally, a manual concealfnent, test is performed. Experimental results show that the existing
adversarial sample generation algorithms can{be implemented in the end-to-end speaker identification model. The BIM
and PGD in the white box generation algorithm have excellent performance. The black box generation algorithm gets
non-targeted attacks that are on par withathat of the white box generation algorithm, while its targeted attack effect still
needs improvement.
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Table 5 The ASR, perturbation size and generation time of each algorithm for generating adversarial samples with

non-targeted attacks

ResCNN GRU
SIS A R - -
ASR/% 5 e ] /s ASR/% o A I 1] /s
FGSM 92 0.001 0 51 41 0.001 0 62
JISMA 100 0.000 4 11843 100 0.027 6 207 373
BIM 100 0.000 7 3058 97 0.000 6 6873
C&W(L,) 100 0.000:0 7967 97 0.000 2 16 040
AISHELL
C&W(L,) 100 0.001 8 171 93 0.005 2 451
PGD 100 0.000 7 3011 97 0.000 6 6 875
7200 100 0,00073 27759 99 0.000 2 31297
HSJA 100, 0000 4 14 876 100 0.000 9 44 953
FGSM 91 0.001 0 68 49 0.001 0 60
ISMA 100 0.000 8 3729 100 0.01973 413 536
BIM 100 0.000 7 3023 80 0,000 6 5472
C&W(L,) 100 0.000 0 7555 97 0.000 2 13102
LIBRI
C&W(L,) 100 0.003 0 163 95 0.0133 328
PGD 100 0.000 7 2217 80 0.000 6 5324
Z00 100 0.000 2 43119 100 0.000 1 44 579
HSJTA 100 0.000 4 13 413 100 0.001 0 20 494
F6 TEMBENEERMNREREENERL
Table 6 The SNR of each algorithm for generating adyersarial samples with non-targeted attacks dB
ResCNN GRU
LGRS Sy RR7S
THE TN | /M XA i ONIEl TR /M
FGSM 28.238 1 38.961 7 18.264 1 28.436 1 38.961 3 18.264 1
JISMA 12.016 9 21.017:3 0.048 7 —17.7357 15.461 8 —35.1752
BIM 30.5122 39:842 0 21.367 6 31.286 9 41.667 8 21.122 1
C&W(L,) 59.6322 84.366 2 36.089 9 52.076 8 91.561 1 13.025 4
AISHELL
C&W(L,) 25.048 8 53.749 0 —2.1450 10.571 6 38.0722 —13.4146
PGD 30.5120 39.842 0 21.367 6 31.286 9 41.667 8 21.122 1
700 17.108 4 34.7852 —8.0485 21.083 3 63.364 9 —2.087 4
HSJA 38.1939 64.963 3 21.574 5 34.2957 97.795 9 15.202 4
FGSM 35.809 0 44.934 0 26.148 0 35.948 7 50.7333 26.694 4
JISMA 16.858 1 27.617 6 49755 —4.987 4 13.974 1 —29.798 7
BIM 46.783 4 37.8137 28.5419 38.822 4 53.6247 29.678 5
C&W(L,) 68.199 7 91.9557 38.516 2 63.372 4 98.440 8 16.524 8
LRI C&W(L,) 28.3372 58.454 2 3.165 4 —10.478 2 53.1132 9.594 17
PGD 37.8137 46.783 4 28.5419 38.814 7 53.624 7 29.678 5
Z00 26.495 8 48.5253 —1.1230 37.246 4 83.364 4 1.669 1
HSJA 48.859 1 93.025 6 23.644 1 48.356 3 127.004 5 4.997 8
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Table 7 The confidence of each algorithms for generating adversarial samples with non-targeted attacks
ResCNN GRU
AR S CEIRERS
P E EFNI! /e FHE RRE Tt /M
Tt 0.958 1 0.9989 0.615 1 0.828 0 0.9959 0.3625
FGSM 0.024 0 0.364 4 0.000 0 0.086 7 0.445 8 0.000 0
JSMA 0.066 1 0.3212 0.000 0 0.006 8 0.1585 0.000 0
BIM 0.000 2 0.007 4 0.000 0 0.0337 0.3555 0.000 0
AISHELL C&W(L,) 0.256 8 0.474 0 0.007 4 0.320 1 0.4859 0.0119
C&W(L,) 0.126 8 0.484 9 0.000 0 0.137 6 0.476 4 0.000 0
PGD 0.000 2 0.007 4 0.000 0 0.0337 0.3555 0.000 0
700 0.289 7 0.464 1 0.100 3 0.2570 0.454 9 0.0353
HSJA 0.168 7 0.376 7 0.010'8 0.259 7 0.4749 0.0138
Tt 0.924 2 0.999 9 0.347.0 0.954 3 0.999 9 0.529 2
FGSM 0.044 4 0.4623 0.000'0 0.0816 0.2957 0.000 0
ISMA 0.044 5 0.369 4 0.000 0 0.004 3 0.152 4 0.000 0
BIM 0.000 0 0.0043 0.000 0 0.061 1 0.382 1 0.0000.
LIBRI C&W(L,) 0.2758 0.497 9 0.002 8 0.249 5 0.488 4 0.004 2
C&W(L,) 0.122 4 0.464 5 0.000 0 0.1109 0.474 5 0.000°0
PGD 0.000 0 0,004 3 0.000 0 0.059 4 0.382 1 0.000 0
y4ele} 0.292 1 0.459 0 0.053 6 0.265 7 0.475 8 0.076 6
HSJA 0.209'1 0.446 0 0.0359 0.253 2 0.447°8 0.099 0
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Table 8 The ASR and average SNR, confidence, perturbation size and generation time of each algorithm for generating

adversarial samples with targeted attacks

ResCNN GRU
Hdn 4 Ak

ASR/%  SNR/IB  ‘E{5J¥ ) A /s ASR/%  SNR/AB F{5JE B A R /s

FGSM 6.7 26.29 095 0.001 0 0.35 4.4 27.09 0.88  0.0010 0.78

JSMA 100.0 12.62 0.54 0.000 4 25.16 100.0 7.82 0.46  0.0016 112.27

BIM 100.0 30.73 1.00 0.000 7 26.71 53.3 31.07 0.84  0.0007 60.27

AISHELL C&W(L,) 41.1 29.53 0.80 0.0162 75.75 25.6 37.99 0.68  0.0007 152.64

C&W(L,) 26.7 10.64 0.67 0.099 3 7.40 14.4 14.65 0.76  0.009 7 14.96

PGD 1000 30.74 1.00 0.000 7 25.24 66.7 30.34 0.95  0.0007 54.08

700 30.0 20.45 0.50 0.003 5 354.59 20.0 4.02 0.59  0.0010 330.76

HSJA 11.1 2258 0.68 0.002 3 5.72 31.1 19.02 0.84  0.004 4 8.00

FGSM 16.7 33.90 0.79 0.001 0 0.41 5.6 33.64 0.79  0.0010 0.67

JSMA 100.0 17.75 0.49 0.000 4 18.03 100.0 11.54 0.46  0.0027 65.48

BIM 77.8 35.38 0.99 0.000 8 27.11 60.0 35.55 0.96  0.0007 51.96

C&W(L,) 25.6 44.13 0.86 0.001 4 88.10 17.8 39.59 071  0.0028 135.28

BRI C&W(L,) 15.6 31.10 0.79 0.005 4 8.68 12.2 13.29 070  0.0385 14.42

PGD 76.7 35.42 0.99 0.000 8 32.13 60.0 35.55 0.96  0.0007 55.40

700 233 6.59 0.53 0.002 9 341.95 15.6 11.64 0.59  0.0008 328.80

HSJA 10.0 23.89 0.50 0.007 5 5.68 20.0 32.55 079  0.0013 7.62




e o7 e SER ] Y Sl A Syl = R s 1) ENTTRRVARN AL g RS AY . X O
F47E ol BRI 45 45, 5K B 45 < i ) g U0 T AR B XS HTAEAS BT B B 5T 139
S0003 S0003 o [CELEY 0676 (06001 0 0 0428 | S0003 [CEEEN 0.000 295 RIS 0.000 | 0.000 0.995
S0007 S0007 i o'ess) RE Iy 0 0327 0.404 | 0.281 0.000 [T 0777
S0010 "“01 0.973 S0010 0:603) 0 R 06 0 0 0 0.000 oouuooou
S0012/ 0.001 KXY S0012 [ 0 05331 0.999 015601 0 0346 0.606 0995 0999 0958 0797 0989 0991 0702 0998
o] 5 5
2z 2 2
S S0015/ 0-000 | 0.000 | 0.000 0.944 $ S0015 0 0 0.300 9 0.88 0.330 S 0.999 0.956 0.543
& 7 &
gﬂ S0016/ 0-000 [ 0.001 | 0.000 0.996 :2“ $0016 [ 0432 LD 0 0361 0.948 ‘g‘:ﬂ (XN 0586 0.999 0.986
] = ]
= S0163 | 0-001 | 0.001 | 0.001 oas| SO163 [REEMEEEE 0306 I 0301 [RESMCLUMERTM 0576 [ — 0343 0997 0999 0.994 0.994
§(337| 0:000 | 0.001 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.040 | 0.000 | 0.005 002 S0337 0 (SN 0750 [05550] o 0 0 0393 0.000 R 0.000
§0756] 0-000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.001 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.002 0999 30756 | 0275 | 0347 | 0.415 0.284 | 0298 [T 0.999 [JEPE] 0.000 [IRZIMNEEEN 0.000
§0913] 0035 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 JEKEEH 50913 [ s JeE 0569 0.705 |0 0.747 [05576] 0.998 0.000 0.998
CTIIA W TN 2N e TN S B B A WA SRR Y TN TR BN 2N T S B WA SR $ & O OB LN oD
\ N N\ DD N o ‘) 2 N N\l N > N N \ o > %) \S NI 9 \i 3\ D > o ‘) ) N
N\ \ N N N N N o 3\ O N\ \J N L \ N > Q 9 L N N N N PRI X
PSS S P FS PSSP FFFFSF PSSP S
Source Speaker Source Speaker Source Speaker
(a)FGSM (b)ISMA ()C&W(L»)
S0003 FXEEY o.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 %2 S0003 E¥ES) 0999 0.998 0999 0999 0.999 0.999 0.998 0999 0999 0.999
S0007 [ 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [EXFEH 0.000 | 0.000 S0007 0.999 0999 0.998 0.999 0.999 0.998
S0010] 0.000 | 0.000 [EXEEN 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 S0010 0999 0999 0.999
S0012 0.000 XN 0.000 EXEER 0 0 0.079 XN 0.60 S0012 0.999 0. 0999
o] b} 5
Z 2 R~
3 S0015] 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 N 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 3 S0015 0.999 0.999 3 0999 0.999
2 2 o
) @ @
?‘3 S0016 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 8 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 ?n S0016 0999 ?D 0.999 0999
e e =
S0163 0.000 [FEH 0.315 | 0.372 (XIVANELEN 0.405 | 0.000 | 0.000 S0163 0997 0.998 0999 0
S0337| 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |9 0.000 | 0.000 S0337 0.999 0.999 0.996
S0756 | 0.000 | 0.000 JHLEN 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 S0756 0.998 0.999 0.997 0.997
S0913 LN 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.251 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.006| 0.000 XS S0913 XL 0999 0.999 0.999 0.999  0.999
TN B 2N TN SR ) SR CIIS T\ TN RN TR SH O B A A RN, ) O O E O o O
\ N\ N\ N \S \ o v ) N NI N > D 3\ > o > ) N N} S 3 N N N\ o ) & N
\ N N L N N 3\ O {\ 3 N\ N\ N N N N N O Q\ 3 N \J N N N N\ > ) 4\ O
S PP SR P PP PP PP HTS PSSP
Source Speaker Source Speaker Source Speaker
(d)C&W(Ls) (€)BIM (HPGD
1.0
S0003 El 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 S0003 [EEEER 0.0003{ 0.000 },0.000 | 0:000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000
S0007 | o.000. 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 S0007 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
0.8
S0010 | 0.000 | 0.000 FXEEER 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 S00 10 0:000 | 0.000 KEEEER 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
S0012 | 0.000 | 0.000 el 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.293 | 0.000 | 0.297 S0012 | 0.000| 0:000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
o] 3
2 2 0.6
S S0015 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 S .S0015 [,8-000 | 0.000 | 0.000
@ &
?D S0016 0.153 0.315 [ 0.000 0.271 | 0.282 i) 2} S0016 | 0000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000
8 5
& & 0.4
S0163 | o150 |10 0299 | 0.147 [ 0.280 CREEM N 0.349 | 0.288 S0163 EES
S0337 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 £l 0.000 | 0,000 S(337 | 0000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000
0.2
S0756 | 0.000 | 0:341 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.282 I 0.000 S0756 | 0000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 [ 0.000
S0913 [EXEEREELGM 0.255 | 0.278 [LRALM 0.000 JREEN 0 S0913 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000
SR S O S A N (R T S N 00
NN SN TN AN I R T A WO SR P & LD S
\ N N O O N > L N \ N\ N N L O N 3 4\ O
PP PSR DS PP PSP PP
Source Speaker Source Speaker
(£)200 (h)HSJA

B2 FERNEHESEZERENERHRNE

Fig.2 /The matrix heat map of the confidence of each algorithms with target attack
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Table 9 Concealment test results %

A S WL 25 HEA MHLE5 4 B ML A5 R C
FGSM 40.00 83.33 26.67
JSMA 6.67 86.67 16.67
BIM 73.33 90.00 43.33
C&W(L,) 80.00 63.33 46.67
C&W(L,) 30.00 73.33 30.00
PGD 70.00 86.67 46.67
Z00 6.67 93.33 16,67
HSJA 66.67 90.00 36.67
poplizEil 83.33 90.00 43.33
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