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ABSTRACT
In this paper, we propose an effective sound event detec-
tion (SED) method based on the audio spectrogram trans-
former (AST) model, pretrained on the large-scale AudioSet
for audio tagging (AT) task, termed AST-SED. Pretrained
AST models have recently shown promise on DCASE2022
challenge task4 where they help mitigate a lack of suffi-
cient real annotated data. However, mainly due to differ-
ences between the AT and SED tasks, it is suboptimal to
directly utilize outputs from a pretrained AST model. Hence
the proposed AST-SED adopts an encoder-decoder archi-
tecture to enable effective and efficient fine-tuning without
needing to redesign or retrain the AST model. Specifically,
the Frequency-wise Transformer Encoder (FTE) consists of
transformers with self attention along the frequency axis
to address multiple overlapped audio events issue in a sin-
gle clip. The Local Gated Recurrent Units Decoder (LGD)
consists of nearest-neighbor interpolation (NNI) and Bidirec-
tional Gated Recurrent Units (Bi-GRU) to compensate for
temporal resolution loss in the pretrained AST model output.
Experimental results on DCASE2022 task4 development set
have demonstrated the superiority of the proposed AST-SED
with FTE-LGD architecture. Specifically, the Event-Based
Fl-score (EB-F1) of 59.60% and Polyphonic Sound detec-
tion Score scenariol (PSDS1) score of 0.5140 significantly
outperform CRNN and other pretrained AST-based systems.

Index Terms— Sound Event Detection, Transformer,
Gated Recurrent Unit, Encoder-Decoder, Fine-tune

1. INTRODUCTION

Sound Event Detection (SED) aims at determining both the
categories and timestamps of multiple overlapped events
within a given audio clip. It has wide applications for real-
world systems including smart home devices [1] and auto-
matic surveillance [2]. Recently, DCASE challenges have
set up a series of task to evaluate the progress of SED re-

Thttps://dcase.community/challenge2022/task-sound-event-detection-in-
domestic-environments

search. Existing systems generally utilize semi-supervised
learning methods, such as mean teacher [3} 4} |5]], for weakly
labeled SED tasks. Most of them exploit Convolutional Re-
current Neural Network (CRNN) architectures [6, [7] and
variants such as SK-CRNN [8] and FDY-CRNN [9] to per-
form frame-level feature extraction and context modeling for
SED. In 2020, Miyazaki et. al [[10] introduced the Conformer,
a convolution-augmented Transformer architecture , for mod-
eling both local and global context information. With the help
of strongly labeled and synthetic data, the SED performance
can be further improved.

In DCASE2022, several works were proposed to ex-
ploit external large-scale weakly-labeled AudioSet [11] data.
For example, the forward-backward convolutional recur-
rent neural network (FB-CRNN) and Bi-directional CRNN
(Bi-CRNN) of Ebbers and Haeb-Umbach [12]], are firstly
pretrained on AudioSet, then fine-tuned for SED in a self-
training manner. Xiao [13]] used RNNs to context model the
output of the pretrained audio neural network (PANN) and
audio spectrogram transformer (AST) [14} [15], both origi-
nally designed for audio tagging (AT) tasks. Inspired by [13]],
we extend AST-GRU for SED using a pretrained AST model
as shown in Figl[l(a)] Like a CRNN, the pretrained AST
output is first aggregated (mean pooled) along the frequency
axis to form a frame-level sequence, then fed to the Bi-GRU
for context modeling.

Despite the promising performance achieved by AST-
GRU, it is still not optimal, as noted above, to directly utilize
the output of a pretrained AST, due to differences between
AT and SED tasks. First, there are multiple audio events
with various frequency bands occurring in a single clip,
so simple aggregation schemes (e.g. mean pooling) may
cause frequency information loss. Second, the AST model
is pretrained on AudioSet for AT tasks, which focuses on
clip-wise representation, leading to potential temporal reso-
lution loss. In this paper, we propose an effective AST-SED
method with an encoder-decoder architecture based on an
AST model pretrained on the large-scale AudioSet, as shown
in Fig[I(b)] Specifically, in the frequency-wise transformer
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Fig. 1. (a) AST-GRU: a frame-level sequence is obtained
from the AST output by mean pooling along the frequency
axis, feeding the Bi-GRU for context modeling. (b) AST-
SED: a frequency-wise transformer encoder (FTE) derives
a frame-level sequence, then Nearest Neighbour Interpola-
tion (NNI) followed by Bi-GRUs are used as a local GRU
decoder (LGD) to produce high temporal-resolution features.

encoder (FTE), frame-level class tokens are concatenated
with AST outputs, followed by a series of transformer blocks.
Self-attention is performed along the frequency axis to obtain
a frame-level representation suitable for multiple overlapped
events. A local GRU decoder (LGD) first expands the frame
sequence to match the temporal resolution of input spectro-
gram using nearest neighbour interpolation (NNI), followed
by a Bi-GRU [16]] to perform context modeling for the SED
task. As in previous systems [4], mean teacher is used to learn
from weakly labeled and unlabeled data. Extensive experi-
ments have been conducted on the DCASE2022 challenge
task4 development set to evaluate the proposed AST-SED
with FTE-LGD architecture. Specifically, a performance of
59.60% EB-F1 and 0.5140 Polyphonic Sound detection Score
scenariol (PSDS1) is achieved, outperforming the 57.30%
and 0.5050 of the DCASE2022 winning system.

2. METHOD

In this section, we briefly introduce the baseline AST-GRU
system with pretrained AST, and then analyze its shortcom-
ings. We then detail the AST-SED system with the proposed
encoder-decoder (i.e., FTE-LGD) architecture for efficient
fine-tuning without needing to redesign the AST model.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of Mean pooling in AST-GRU vs. FTE.
(a) mean pooling along frequency axis; (b) FTE with self-
attention along frequency axis.

2.1. Baseline system with the pretrained AST: AST-GRU

In [15} [17], an AST architecture was proposed for AT tasks.
The AST-GRU system is built upon the output of pretrained
AST, as shown in Fig[I(a)] Input spectrograms are split into
patches with size of 16x16 and a stride of 10x10. These
patches are linearly projected to 768-dimension patch-tokens.
Following [18| [19], the patch-tokens plus positional em-
beddings, form the input sequences PI € RF*TXC  The
patch-wise transformer encoder (PTE) with a multi-head
self-attention (MHSA) is used to perform patch-level context
modeling, as shown in Figl[T(a)

It is known that the training of transformer based mod-
els generally involves extensive computing resources, such as
O(n?) computational complexity for self-attention spanning
the length of patch sequences n, and requires sufficient train-
ing data [[19]. This may limit the direct utilization of trans-
former based model for SED tasks, due to sequence length
n, even when employing the large scale weakly labeled Au-
dioSet. In AST-GRU, mean pooling along the frequency axis
is first applied to form frame sequences with much smaller
n, followed by Bi-GRU for the SED task. A linear classi-
fier with Sigmoid activation is used to produce frame-level
SED predictions, and the softmax [20] is applied for the AT
task. Furthermore, the PTE part is initialized with the pre-
trained AST-base, which has 10 transformer blocks. Follow-
ing this, the AST-GRU is fine-tuned using Mean Teacher [3]]
for weakly-labeled and unlabeled data with the loss function
defined as follows,

mel(t) =05 L.+ Lf + a(t) . (LMT,c + LMT,f) (1)

where L., Ly denote clip-level and frame-level classification
loss, and Lpr,., Ly,s denote clip-level and frame-level
teacher-student consistency loss respectively. Weight «(t) is



tuned using a ramp-up scheme for each iteration ¢. Although
AST-GRU can outperform existing CRNN architecture for
SED, it is still not optimal mainly due to the difference of
AT and SED tasks as aforementioned. In the next subsection,
we will detail the proposed AST-SED system with FTE-LGD
encoder-decoder architecture to address loss of frequency and
temporal information in AST-GRU.

2.2. AST-SED with proposed FTE-LGD architecture
2.2.1. FTE: Frequency-wise Transformer Encoder

Let us first evaluate the frequency-wise activation distribu-
tion of each event to illustrate the motivation for FTE. This
is done by replacing the mean pooling in AST-GRU with a
single frequency band, to evaluate the detection performance
of each event category. Class-wise EB-F1 using different fre-
quency bands is calculated and normalized to [0, 1] to reflect
the frequency-wise activation distribution. Fig[3|presents his-
tograms to explore the frequency-wise distribution of four
kinds of events: (1) Alarm_bell_ringing events that mainly ac-
tivate on a high frequency band, (2) Speech events that mainly
activate on low frequency band, (3) Dog, Dishes and Cat
events efc., that mainly activate on middle frequencies, and
(4) Electronic_shaver, Blender, Vacuum_cleaner and Frying
events efc. that activate on all frequency bands. We observe
differing distributions with respect to frequency, suggesting
that simple aggregation schemes like mean pooling may in-
evitably cause loss of frequency information that is poten-
tially discriminative for SED.

To address this, an FTE block is proposed to introduce
frequency-wise MHSA (fMHSA) in transformer. Specifi-
cally, given the PTE output PO € RF*7*C 3 learnable CLS
token sequence CLS € R7*¢ is concatenated with PO along
the frequency axis to form the FTE input FI € R(7+1D)xTxC,
Following [18} [19], an FTE block mainly consists of multi-
layer perceptions (MLP) with fMHSA, followed by layer
normalization (LN) as follows,

FI = LN(fMHSA(FI) + FI) 2)
FO = LN (M LP(FI) + FI) 3)

It should be noted that in fMHSA, each token F} ¢, only in-
teracts with other tokens E ., as illustrated in Fig@} The
CLS tokens from FTE output FO € REF+DXT*C formg the
final frame sequence C € R7*C. The FTE comprises of 2
transformer blocks with 4-head fMHSA, and the intermediate
embedding dimension is set to 768.

2.2.2. LGD: Local GRU Decoder

Since the AST output has low temporal resolution, directly
feeding it to the Bi-GRU for context modeling may achieve
limited SED performance. LGD therefore contains an NNI
block and the Bi-GRU to form a local decoder, applied on
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Fig. 3. Normalized activation distribution along frequency
dimension.

the FTE output sequence C € R7*% | as shown in Fig
If the NNI up-sampling ratio (UR) is denoted as n, a simple
implementation of LGD is as follows:

C=NNI(C,n) 4)
O = BiGRU(C) (5)

The output O € R""*C may be suitable for a fine-grained
SED task with high temporal resolution. The decoding abil-
ity of GRUs [16]] has largely been ignored in CRNNs because
the CNN part is designed to produce high-temporal-resolution
output, with no need to decode. However, in AST-based SED,
it is inefficient to use the high temporal resolution transformer
for pretraining or fine tuning due to the extensive computing
resource, including labeled data and computation costs [19].
This is also the motivation to choose a Bi-GRU for SED, in-
stead of Transformer, in the Conformer [10]].

3. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

3.1. Datasets and Experiment Setup

For evaluation, we employ the DCASE2022 task4 develop-
ment set (DESED) [21]. The training dataset contains 1578
weak clips, 14412 unlabeled clips, 3470 real-strong clips and
10000 synthetic-strong clips. The validation dataset consists
of 1168 clips. PSDS1 [22] and EB-F1 scores are used to eval-
uate fine-grained SED performance.

A 16kHz audio input waveform is first converted into 128-
dimensional log Mel spectrogram features with a window size
of 25ms and frame shift of 10ms, and then normalized to
mean 0 and standard deviation 0.5. Data augmentations such
as MixUp [23]], time-mask, time-shift and FilterAugment [24]]
are used. Median filters with fixed time length are used for
post-processing, and all event types share a threshold of 0.5 to
obtain hard predictions for calculating EB-F1. The data aug-
mentation and Median filter parameters are identical to [9].



Table 1. Comparison of model performance on DCASE 2022
DESED. 1 denotes results from our implementation using the
codebase from [9].

Model EB-F1,% PSDS1
CRNNfF 50.50  0.4006
FDY-CRNN' [9] 51.56  0.4256
SK-CRNNT [8] 5277  0.4004
Ensembled PANNs-RNN [13] N/A  0.4450
Ensembled AST-RNN [[13]] N/A  0.4590
BiCRNN (Winner) [12] 5730  0.5050
AST-GRUT (ours) 5520 0.4537
AST-SED' (ours) 59.60 0.5140

Table 2. Performance of the proposed method on DCASE
2022 DESED. UR denotes up-sampling ratio.

Model EB-F1,% PSDSI
AST-GRU 5520 0.4537
AST-GRU+FTE 57.86  0.4742
AST-GRU+LGD 57.50  0.4933
AST-GRU+FTE+LGD (AST-SED)  59.60  0.5140
AST-SED (UR=1) 57.86  0.4742
AST-SED (UR=2) 59.12  0.5016
AST-SED (UR=5) 60.00 0.5110
AST-SED (UR=10) 59.60  0.5140

Both AST-GRU and AST-SED are trained over 10 epochs
using the AdamW optimizer [25]], and a ratio of 1:1:2:2 for
real-strong, real-synthetic, weak and unlabeled data is used
for each batch. Learning rates (Ir) are set to Se-6, le-4 for
pre-trained AST and the remaining parts respectively. During
training, the Ir is constant for the first 5 epochs, then reduced
exponentially. Mean teacher SSL is exploited for fine-tuning
the AST-GRU and AST-SED using DCASE2022 DESED.

3.2. AST-GRU and AST-SED performance compared

As shown in Table[T} AST-GRU achieves an EB-F1 of 55.20%
and PSDSI1 of 0.4537 on DCASE 2022 DESED, signifi-
cantly outperforming the CRNN baseline scores of 50.5%
and 0.4006 respectively. This demonstrates that an AST pre-
trained on AudioSet is a strong feature extractor under the
same experimental settings. The AST-SED with FTE-LGD
encoder-decoder architecture can achieve even better results.
Specifically, the highest EB-F1 of 59.60% and PSDS1 of
0.5140 can be obtained, outperforming recently reported
state-of-the-art results. It is worth noting that the previous
winning system [12]] was trained in a self-training manner.

3.3. AST-SED with FTE-LGD ablation study

We conduct an ablation study consisting of a series of exper-
iments to evaluate the effectiveness of different architecture

Table 3. Relative improvement (RI) for individual events
with LGD; S: Speech, D: Dog, R: Running_water, E: Elec-
tric_shaver_toothbrush, A: Alarm_bell_ringing, C: Cat, F: Fry-
ing, B: Blender, V: Vacuum_cleaner, Di: Dishes. Short and
long event sets are also compared.

Mean EB-F1, % EB-F1, %
Event duration, s (wlo) (w) RI, %
S 1.50 60.27 66.07 9.62
D 1.37 42.30 46.37 9.61
R 5.15 56.73 56.80 0.12
E 7.90 71.27 74.53 4.58
A 1.96 54.77 55.23 0.85
C 1.39 52.37 54.00 3.12
F 8.23 67.83 71.73 5.75
B 5.15 61.70 64.60 4.70
A\ 8.45 75.30 69.80 -7.30
Di 0.63 36.07 36.80 2.03
Short 0-2 49.15 51.69 517
Long 2-10 66.57 67.49 1.39
All - 57.86 59.59 3.00

configurations and parameter choices. Table [2] presents con-
figurations with FTE or LGD which may outperform the base-
line AST-GRU. The AST-GRU/SED with FTE-LGD encoder-
decoder architecture achieves the best performance, with an
absolute improvement over AST-GRU of 4.40% in EB-F1 and
0.06 in PSDS1. We also consider LGD performance with var-
ious up-sample ratios in Table [J] revealing that ratio in of 5
and 10 perform best.

Table [3| separates performance on different audio event
types. For short duration events, such as Speech and Dog,
AST-SED obtains a relatively significant improvement of
9.62% and 9.61% respectively. Long duration events, such
as Running_water and Vacuum_cleaner, obtain more limited
gains from AST-SED. This may attribute to the relatively
simple NNI operation in LGD. In the future, we aim to ex-
plore more powerful decoders to better benefit longer event

types.

4. CONCLUSION

This paper has proposed an effective AST-SED method based
on a pretrained AST model. Specifically, an encoder-decoder
architecture was designed, without needing to revise the AST
model, for efficient training. The encoder FTE, consisting
of transformer blocks with frequency-wise self attention, is
used for effective frame-wise feature extraction. Meanwhile
the decoder LGD, consisting of bi-GRU blocks with an NNI
operation, is applied top achieved fine-grained capabilities
for SED. Experimental results on DCASE2022 task4 demon-
strate the capabilities of the proposed AST-SED with FTE-
LGD architecture to outperform state-of-the-art methods.
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