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Abstract

Data augmentations are known to improve robustness in speech-processing tasks. In
this study, we summarize and compare different data augmentation strategies using
S3PRL toolkit. We explore how HuBERT and wav2vec perform using different
augmentation techniques (SpecAugment, Gaussian Noise, Speed Perturbation)
for Phoneme Recognition (PR) and Automatic Speech Recognition (ASR) tasks.
We evaluate model performance in terms of phoneme error rate (PER) and word
error rate (WER). From the experiments, we observed that SpecAugment slightly
improves the performance of HuBERT and wav2vec on the original dataset. Also,
we show that models trained using the Gaussian Noise and Speed Perturbation
dataset are more robust when tested with augmented test sets.

1 Introduction

It is widely known that data augmentations can tackle the challenges of overfitting and improve
generalizability for deep learning models [23, 13, 21]. In speech processing tasks, augmentations
involve deforming the waveform by changing its speed, adding background noise, or applying
augmentation policy to the audio spectrogram which is the image representation of the audio [23].
With these augmentations, the dataset is effectively enlarged as the multiple version of augmented
data is fed instead of a single input.

Phoneme Recognition (PR) and Automatic Speech Recognition (ASR) are two of the most common
speech-processing tasks that can greatly benefit from applying these augmentation techniques. We
used S3PRL, an open-source toolkit that targets self-supervised learning for speech processing [38].
It supports easy benchmarking of different speech representation models. In this paper, we chose
to experiment with two pre-trained models, wav2vec [28] and HuBERT [11] to see how different
augmentation techniques impact the performance of both PR and ASR tasks.

Our results show that applying SpecAugment in the data slightly improves the performance (PER
and WER) on the raw test dataset and the augmented test set. We also demonstrate that experiments
with augmented test datasets have the best results when the model was trained on that augmented
training dataset. For the PR task, HuBERT-Gaussian-Noise (13.10%) and wav2vec-Gaussian-Noise
(70.67%) showed the lowest PER on test sets with Gaussian Noise. For the ASR task, HuBERT-
Speed-Perturbation (21.63%) and wav2vec-Speed-Perturbation (34.22%) showed the lowest WER
on test sets with speed perturbation.
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2 Background

2.1 S3PRL

S3PRL is an open-source toolkit with powerful functionality at all levels of model training, devel-
opment, and deployment. The name is an acronym for Self-Supervised Speech Pre-training and
Representation Learning. In this project, we utilize this toolkit for all of our model training and
evaluation.

There are three main components of the S3PRL toolkit. The first is Pre-Training, which allows
the user to train the models from scratch (e.g., Mockingjay [17], Audio ALBERT [4], TERA [18],
etc). The second main component is Upstream models, where the user can easily load more than
15 upstream models with pre-trained weights in a unified I/O interface. The final component is
Downstream Evaluation, where upstream models can be applied to a large number of downstream
tasks and evaluated using the official implementation of the SUPERB Benchmark [38].

2.2 Augmentation Methods

End-to-end and hybrid (DNN-HMM) models are the two most common approaches for speech-
based tasks like ASR [24, 33, 15]. Their performance improves when there is a large enough
amount of training data. However, these models excel at resource-intensive tasks while struggling
in environments with limited resources. There is a severe scarcity of reliable, diverse data for many
tasks and low/resource languages [16]. Overfitting models and inadequate generalization are the
results of this. Data augmentation strategies have been shown to effectively reduce model overfitting.

Most acoustic models are built and adjusted on a single dataset and generalize poorly. In addition,
the vast majority of big standard benchmarks share common characteristics in terms of domains and
recording settings, such as low levels of background noise and reverberation. This causes studies
to be conducted in isolated settings. Although there are benchmarks for noisy environments, their
training sets are small [16, 3, 19].

Because of the temporal character of the spoken signal and the unique physical meaning of the
spectrogram, the audio data has specific augmentation methods. These approaches, for example, are
adding Gaussian Noise, temporal stretch, and pitch shift are three common augmentation methods for
the raw audio stream. SpecAugment [23] is a popular feature augmentation approach for spectrograms.
The two-dimensional spectrogram diagram is interpreted as an image in this manner, with time on the
horizontal axis and frequency on the vertical. This feature is augmented by time warping, frequency
masking, and time masking. Some of the first studies of noise-tolerant ASR using deep networks were
RNNs on Aurora-2 and DNNs on Aurora-4, respectively [32, 29]. The first investigates the transfer
performance of an RNN-based acoustic model trained purely on clean speech, while the second
investigates alternative noise-aware training regimes for DNNs and which are most advantageous.
The use of data augmentation on low-resource voice recognition tasks, in which models were assisted
by generated data, is demonstrated in [12, 36, 26]. In [9], in order to strengthen the model and make
it more robust, a noisy audio source was layered on top of clear audio. Raw audio was manipulated
in terms of speed in order to perform LVSCR tasks in [13]. However, cutting-edge models such as
HuBERT [11] and wav2vec [28] (only trimming which was not used to expand the dataset) did not
examine their models’ performance with data augmentation. The available pre-trained models are
trained with LibriSpeech, with no augmentation. In this work, we want to examine how finetuning
with augmented data affects model robustness and generalization to real-world data (data with noise
or change in speed).

In this research, we show that utilizing data augmentation not only increases the quantity of training
data to avoid overfitting but also improves model robustness to real-world circumstances [30, 23].
There are two types of audio augmentation: data augmentation and feature augmentation. Feature
augmentation is concerned with augmenting data by altering the extracted features. SpecAugment
[23] is a popular technique for augmenting audio features. SpecAugment is concerned with Time
Warping, Time Masking, and Frequency Masking. One of the shortcomings of the SpecAugment
technique is that it does not introduce auditory diversity. Data augmentation is the process of
enhancing a wave file without extracting any features. Typically, this includes changing the speed
[13], adding white noise [6], adding background noise, changing the pitch, adding reverb, adding
room impulse response, and so on.
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3 Data

3.1 Dataset

In the experiment, we use LibriSpeech [22], a publicly available corpus of read English speech that is
suitable for training and evaluating multiple speech recognition systems. The dataset is originally
derived from audiobooks from LibriVox† project and contains 1,000 hours of speech samples (16
kHz).

3.2 Data Preparation

Prior to applying any data augmentation method, we converted the audio file type from FLAC to
WAV using FFmpeg [31]. Then, to enhance our training dataset, we used three different augmentation
techniques (two for ASR task and two for PR task). We prepared models by training on different
augmented training datasets and measured the performances using different augmented test datasets
(refer to Table 1 and Table 2).

3.3 Data Augmentation

Here, we employ three different types of task-specific augmentation. We employ specaugment
and gaussian noise for phoneme recognition [20]. For ASR, we employ SpecAugment and Speed
Perturbation [13]. We adopt these enhancements since prior research has demonstrated their effec-
tiveness for the aforementioned tasks. To augment the LibriSpeech data used in training, we used
the open-source torchaudio library [39]. Our goal in this data augmentation was to enhance the total
number of samples while maintaining the dataset’s balance and consistency.

We use Specaugment[23] as our audio feature augmentation for both tasks. SpecAugment is a log
mel spectrogram-based augmentation approach. SpecAugment fully exploits the features of the
spectrogram to augment it. This study examines all three types of SpecAugment strategies: time
warping, frequency masking, and time masking. Frequency masking uses a uniform distribution to
apply a mask to number of consecutive mel frequency channels. Temporal masking, on the other
hand, applies a mask to each subsequent time step and follows a uniform distribution. Masking
enables the network to focus on the entire spectrogram as opposed to simply the time-frequency
features of a certain frequency or period. Time warping involves warping a random point along a
horizontal line passing through the center of the image during the time steps by a certain distance
determined from a uniform distribution from 0 to the time warp parameter along that line.

With regards to Phoneme Recognization, we take into account additive White Gaussian Noise [6]. The
signal can have this form of noise added to it using element-wise arithmetic addition. Additionally,
it is drawn at random from a Gaussian distribution where the mean is zero. As a result, the standard
deviation is not always the same. It has equal amounts of all frequency components. The RMS of the
noise we need to produce can be calculated from the Signal Noise Ratio (SNR). In our project, we set
SNR to 10. Then, we calculate the standard deviation from this. Random-number sampling from a
Gaussian distribution with mean = 0 and standard deviation = root-mean-squared (RMS) is
used to generate noise.

With regards to Phoneme Recognization, we take into account speed perturbation [13]. The process
of speed perturbation includes speeding up or slowing down the audio without changing the pitch.
We utilized torchaudio SoX [39] to alter the training data’s speed by factors of 0.9, 1.0, 1.1, 0.5, and
1.5, and then re-sampled the audio at the original rate. When the speed is altered, the resulting time
signal is distorted. To illustrate, let’s say we have an audio signal x(t), and we time warp it by a factor,
and we get the signal x(αt). The frequency components are shifted by an amount proportional to the
frequency due to the warping factor. This translates approximately to a shift of the spectrogram in
the mel spectrogram. Speed Perturbation alters the signal’s length and, consequently, the number of
frames in the utterance. The SoX module of the torchaudio library was used for the speed perturbation
technique. The SoX command applies specified effects on a tensor, such as speed and pitch change.
We applied the speed effect while maintaining the same sampling rate. In order to add variety to the
files, we built a random function that picked a factor to change the speed by at random.

†https://librivox.org/
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(a) Original (b) SpecAugment

(c) Speed Perturbation (d) Gaussian Noise

Figure 1: Examples of spectrograms after data augmentation (Speed Perturbation and Gaussian
Noise)((Fig 1c, 1d) is applied and feature augmentation (Fig 1b) are applied separately. The original
audio spectrogram is shown in the first spectrogram (Fig 1a)

4 Experiments

4.1 Speech-Processing Tasks

General speech processing can be categorized into two tasks: discriminative and generative [35].
The former discriminates continuous speech into discrete decisions (e.g., words in ASR, classes
in speaker identification). The latter generates continuous speech from inputs (e.g., TextTS, voice
conversion). For this project, we chose two of the discriminative tasks: Phoneme Recognition (PR)
and Automatic Speech Recognition (ASR).

PR is a speech recognition task that aims to transcribe an utterance into phonemes. A phoneme is the
smallest speech unit that can be perceptually distinguished among words in a language. Every word
in a language can be considered as an ordered sequence of phonemes. SUPERB [38] obtains the
transcriptions of the phonemes from the LibriSpeech official g2p-model-5 and using the conversion
script in Kaldi LibriSpeech s5 recipe [25]. For PR task, the evaluation metric used is the phone error
rate (PER).

ASR is a task that transcribes utterances into words. Also, known as Speech-to-text (STT), it
transcribes the given audio to text having many real-world scenarios such as voice-user-interface.
There are two main approaches for ASR: a traditional hybrid approach and a deep-learning-based
approach. The components of the former approach include the lexicon model, acoustic model, and
language model, where the acoustic model is usually of a Hidden-Markov Model (HMM) or a
Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM) variant [7]. The latter approach, end-to-end deep-learning models
does not need to be force-aligned. The two main structures for end-to-end ASR are CTC [8] and
attention model [5]. For the ASR task, the evaluation metric used is the word error rate (WER).
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Train-clean-100 Dataset

Data 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Gaussian Noise Dataset
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Figure 2: We selected the 100-hour dataset from the LibriSpeech corpus and applied our chosen
augmentations to it to generate an augmented dataset. For the Phoneme recognition task, the
SpecAugment dataset and Gaussian Noise dataset were used. For the Automatic speech recognition
task, the SpecAugment dataset and Speed Perturbation dataset were used.

4.2 Self-supervised Pre-trained Models

Among multiple self-supervised pre-trained models available by the S3PRL toolkit, we selected two
of the discriminative modeling - wav2vec [28] and HuBERT [11].

4.2.1 wav2vec

Wav2Vec is a convolutional neural network (CNN) that takes raw audio as input and then computes a
general representation. It proposed several architecture changes that have been shown to improve CPC
[27]. vq-wav2vec [1] introduced the VQ model to wav2vec. It uses discrete speech representations,
learning on a set of discrete values instead of continuous vectors. Wav2vec 2.0 [2] applied vq-wav2vec
into but builds context representations over continuous speech representations. Its self-attention is
capable of capturing dependencies over the end-to-end sequence of latent representations. Although
later models such as wav2vec 2.0 [2] have shown better results on most of the speech processing
tasks including ASR and PR, we wanted to explore our experiments on data augmentations and how
they affect the model performance of wav2vec.

4.2.2 HuBERT

HuBERT is a self-supervised speech representation learning approach that utilizes offline clustering
to enable a BERT’s token prediction [11]. HuBERT overcomes the three common challenges in
conventional self-supervised approaches: 1) having multiple sound units for each input utterances, 2)
lacking input sound lexicon during the pre-training, and 3) having variable lengths of sound units
without explicit segmentation. HuBERT Base and Large respectively outperform the wav2vec 2.0
Base and Large performances on both PR and ASR tasks.

4.3 Experimental Setup

First, a task is selected; either phoneme recognition (PR) or automatic speech recognition (ASR). A
HuBERT or Wav2Vec model is initialized with random weights and trained for 50,000 training steps
on the original LibriSpeech dataset. HuBERT models are initialized with the Adam optimizer and a
learning rate of 0.01 for PR and 0.0001 for ASR. Every 1000 steps during training a validation test is
run. The current model is tested on a holdout validation set called "dev-clean" and if the error rate
beats that of the previous best model, the current model weights are saved as the best model.

Next, the best-saved model is fine-tuned three different times for another 50,000 training steps each on
one of four datasets: Baseline (raw dataset), SpecAgument, Random Speed Perturbation, or Random
Gaussian Noise. Since some of the augmentations are task-specific, not all datasets are used for each
task. The ASR task is finetuned on the SpecAugment, and Speed Perturbation while the PR task is
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finetuned on SpecAgument, and Gaussian Noise. Conducting the experiment in this way ensures
each model trains for the same amount of time while simulating the augmented models being trained
on both the original and augmented dataset.

Finally, using the trained models, we test the performance of each task (PER for PR task, WER
for ASR task) using test sets. Here, we test with both the original test set and augmented test set
to explore the robustness of models under different scenarios. For PR task, each of the models is
tested with both baseline and Gaussian Noise test set, and for ASR task, models are tested with both
baseline and Speed Perturbation test set

5 Results

Table 1: Experimentation results for PR Task with different combinations of model and augmentation
techniques. For the baseline dataset, we also report the PER presented in the original paper [38].
The lowest PER value per each test dataset type is shown in bold.

Experimental Results on PR Task
Model & Augmentation Type PER on the augmented test set (%)

Baseline (original) Gaussian Noise
HuBERT-Baseline 6.38 (5.41) 16.54
HuBERT-SpecAugment 6.11 15.13
HuBERT-Gaussian-Noise 13.17 13.10
wav2vec-Baseline 32.53 (31.58) 74.12
wav2vec-SpecAugment 32.60 72.15
wav2vec-Gaussian-Noise 74.82 70.67

Table 2: Experimentation results for ASR Task with different combinations of model and augmentation
techniques. For the baseline dataset, we also report the WER presented in the original paper [38].
The lowest WER value per each test dataset type is shown in bold.

Experimental Results on ASR Task
Model & Augmentation Type WER on the augmented test set (%)

Baseline (original) Speed purturbation
HuBERT-Baseline 6.84 (6.42) 30.36
HuBERT-SpecAugment 6.37 29.13
HuBERT-Speed-Perturbation 23.14 21.63
wav2vec-Baseline 18.78 (15.86) 47.28
wav2vec-SpecAugment 17.31 45.96
wav2vec-Speed-Perturbation 36.18 34.22

From the Table 1 and Table 2, we can see that the reproduced PER and WER are not exactly the same
as the ones presented in the original paper (values inside the parenthesis) [38], which is potentially
due to initial weight randomizations.

We can see that SpecAugment is the only one of the augmentations that don’t degrade model
performance on the original dataset. Both the Gaussian Noise and Speed Perturbation augmentations
decreased the performance of the HuBERT and wav2vec models when evaluated on the original
dataset. When evaluated on their own respective datasets, however, their effects can be seen more
clearly. Unsurprisingly, the models finetuned for the Gaussian Noise and Speed Perturbations
perform better than the Baseline and SpecAugment models on their datasets respectively. These
Gaussian Noise and Speed Perturbation models may not be more generalizable, but they are certainly
more robust to the type of noise they’re finetuned on compared to baseline and SpecAugment.
SpecAugment’s improvement was small, but the fact that it translates to performance improvement
even on the Baseline dataset shows that it helps the model to learn a generalized distribution of the
data.

6



6 Discussion

In this research, we explored whether augmentation aids in making our models more robust to real-
world data. Table 1 and Table 2 display the results of our research. We demonstrate that finetuning
with noisy augmented data makes the model more resilient to such effects. HuBERT-Gaussian-Noise
reduces PER by more than 20%, while HuBERT-Speed-Perturbation reduces WER by more than 28%.
wav2vec-Gaussian-Noise reduces PER by more than 4.6%, whereas wav2vec-Speed-Perturbation
reduces WER by more than 27%. We also notice HuBERT-SpecAugment and wav2vec-SpecAugment
show lower PER and WER for both the original dataset and the augmented datasets. The performance
of the models finetuned using data augmented by speed perturbation and Gaussian Noise was inferior
on the original dataset. This is due to the fact that it shifts the learned distribution away from the
original distribution. Specaugment, on the other hand, produces good results on the original data.
This could be due to the fact that speculation does not produce a distribution change and does not
introduce auditory diversity.

One limitation of our study is that we did not test our model on a variety of publically available
datasets or on real-world data. We also did not test our models’ outcomes on datasets augmented
with SpecAugment. On audio augmented with real-world background noise, we expect our current
finetuned model to outperform the original pre-trained model.

For augmentation, there always remains the issue of generalization [37]. Previous research has
shown that no single validation or test set produced from publicly available datasets is appropriate for
quantifying transfer to other publicly available datasets or to real-world audio data [16]. From our
experiments, we could see a similar issue occurs with augmented data, while the fine-tuned model
performed better on noisy augmented data, it performed worse on the original data.

In the future, we plan to test our models on various publicly available datasets to see if they outperform
the initial pre-trained models. We also intend to test our models in the wild by gathering a small
custom dataset. We also want to explore how different models perform with such fine-tuning for
different tasks. We also plan to finetune by a mixed augmentation [34], Room Impulse Response
[14], and background noise [10].

7 Conclusion

In this work, we have explored how different types of speech data augmentations can impact the
robustness of pre-trained self-supervised models in discriminative tasks. Using the S3PRL toolkit, we
explored how two upstream models (wav2vec and HuBERT) perform differently on two downstream
tasks (PR and ASR) when trained using different types of augmented datasets (PR: raw dataset,
SpecAugment dataset, and Gaussian Noise dataset, ASR: raw dataset, SpecAugment dataset, and
Speed Perturbation dataset). Our results show that the SpecAugment technique has comparable results
to the baseline model when experimented on the original test sets. We also observed that the models
trained on noisy data (HuBERT-Gaussian-Noise and wav2vec-Gaussian-Noise) and models trained
on speed-changed data (HuBERT-speed-perturbation and wav2vec-speed-perturbation) are more
robust when tested with a more realistic data. As a future work, we plan to explore how sequentially
augmented datasets (e.g., SpecAugment + Gaussian Noise + Speed Perturbation) further increase the
robustness. Also, we aim to evaluate the performance of these methods on different datasets than the
LibriSpeech corpus, to claim the effectiveness with more in-the-wild data.
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