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Coded Speech Quality Measurement
by a Non-Intrusive PESQ-DNN

Ziyi Xu, Ziyue Zhao and Tim Fingscheidt, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Wideband codecs such as AMR-WB or EVS are
widely used in (mobile) speech communication. Evaluation of
coded speech quality is often performed subjectively by an
absolute category rating (ACR) listening test. However, the ACR
test is impractical for online monitoring of speech communication
networks. Perceptual evaluation of speech quality (PESQ) is
one of the widely used metrics instrumentally predicting the
results of an ACR test. However, the PESQ algorithm requires an
original reference signal, which is usually unavailable in network
monitoring, thus limiting its applicability. NISQA is a new non-
intrusive neural-network-based speech quality measure, focusing
on super-wideband speech signals. In this work, however, we aim
at predicting the well-known PESQ metric using a non-intrusive
PESQ-DNN model. We illustrate the potential of this model by
predicting the PESQ scores of wideband-coded speech obtained
from AMR-WB or EVS codecs operating at different bitrates in
noisy, tandeming, and error-prone transmission conditions. We
compare our methods with the state-of-the-art network topologies
of QualityNet, WaweNet, and DNSMOS—all applied to PESQ
prediction—by measuring the mean absolute error (MAE) and
the linear correlation coefficient (LCC). The proposed PESQ-DNN
offers the best total MAE and LCC of 0.11 and 0.92, respectively,
in conditions without frame loss, and still is best when including
frame loss. Note that our model could be similarly used to non-
intrusively predict POLQA or other (intrusive) metrics. Upon
article acceptance, code will be provided at GitHub.

Index Terms—Objective speech quality measure, PESQ,
POLQA, speech codecs, speech communication.

I. INTRODUCTION

Speech signals being processed by speech encoder, trans-
mission system, and speech decoder are called coded speech.
The speech encoder and decoder forming a speech codec
aim to represent the speech signal in digital form with the
smallest bitrate. However, the coded speech quality is typically
impaired by far-end additive background noise, quantization
noise, and transmission errors. Modern transmission systems,
e.g., videoconferencing systems, digital cellular communica-
tion networks, and voice over internet protocol (VoIP), support
wideband (WB) speech sampled at 16 kHz or even higher
sampling rates.

ITU-T G.722 [1] was the first standardized wideband speech
codec, operating at 64 kbps (or lower) and widely used
in videoconferencing systems and cordless telephony. The
adaptive multi-rate wideband (AMR-WB) codec [2] is one of
the most widely used mobile telephony speech codecs, offering
nine operation modes with bitrates from 6.6 to 23.85 kbps.
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Since the introduction of AMR-WB to digital cellular ser-
vices such as third-generation (3G) communication systems
and beyond, superior speech quality and voice naturalness
have pushed the expectation towards speech communication
systems to a higher level [3]. Compared to G.722 and AMR-
WB, which only focus on speech signals, enhanced voice
services (EVS) [4] is a modern audio codec that enables high-
definition (HD) quality for speech and music signals. EVS
supports audio signals from narrowband (NB) to full-band
(FB) and is implemented in the voice over LTE (VoLTE)
services of the fourth-generation (4G) communication system
and beyond. EVS offers 11 operation modes for WB speech
signals with bitrates ranging from 5.9 to 96 kbps.

In the design phase of communication systems, evaluation
of the quality of coded speech is usually performed by a
subjective absolute category rating (ACR) listening test, in
which naive human listeners (subjects) give their opinion about
the perceived quality of each speech utterance with a score
range from 1 (bad) to 5 (excellent). The averaged ACR scores
over all subjects for an utterance or test condition is known
as mean opinion score (MOS). This type of ACR test is
typically performed in a laboratory environment to control
the external influences on subjects’ judgments following ITU-
T P.800 [5]. However, this controlled ACR test is time-
consuming to prepare and conduct, and it is also costly to
recruit naive subjects.

For online monitoring of speech communication networks,
e.g., to dynamically adjust the bitrate modes of the codecs
based on the coded speech quality during operation, a subjec-
tive ACR test is impractical. Perceptual evaluation of speech
quality (PESQ) [6], perceptual objective listening quality as-
sessment (POLQA) [7], and virtual speech quality objective
listener (ViSQOL) [8] are well-known instrumental metrics
for evaluating (coded) speech quality. PESQ is designed to
predict ACR listening test results and is widely used. PESQ,
POLQA, and ViSQOL algorithms, however, require an original
reference signal (intrusive approaches), which is used to
estimate the perceived coded speech quality by measuring
the perceptually weighted distance to the corresponding coded
speech signal. However, such a reference signal is unavailable
for network monitoring, thus limiting the applicability of
PESQ, POLQA, and ViSQOL.

In recent years, data-driven approaches have attracted much
attention in approximating highly non-linear functions even for
estimating human perception. Abel et al. trained a support-
vector-machine-based MOS predictor to intrusively predict
subjective MOS scores for narrowband-to-wideband artificial
speech bandwidth extension [9]. The development of deep
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neural networks (DNNs) pushes the performance even further
and enables end-to-end training of speech quality DNNs to
predict instrumental metrics or subjective listening test results
even in a non-intrusive way, without the need for a reference
signal [10]–[23]. Soni et al. [10] use a simple autoencoder to
extract features from the speech signal, which are used to train
a single-layer neural network to predict the subjective quality
scores for narrowband (NB) speech signals of fixed length.
Fu et al. [11] proposed a so-called QualityNet, based on
a bidirectional long short-term memory (BLSTM) structure,
to predict PESQ scores from the amplitude spectrogram of
the WB speech signal. Due to the BLSTM recurrent structure,
QualityNet can predict PESQ scores for speech signals
with variable lengths. Focusing on predicting the subjective
quality scores for transmitted super-wideband (SWB) speech
signals, Mittag and Möller proposed a BLSTM-based DNN
dubbed as NISQA in [13], [18]. An advanced version of
NISQA, which predicts three orthogonal qualities (noisiness,
coloration, and discontinuity) for fullband (FB) speech signals,
is proposed in [18]. Most non-intrusive speech quality predic-
tion DNNs use the time-frequency (TF) domain representation
of the speech signal as an input. However, Catellier et al. [16]
propose to directly predict PESQ scores from the waveform
of the wideband speech signal with a convolutional neural
network (CNN) called WaweNet. Due to the lack of recurrent
structures, WaweNet can only deal with speech signals with a
fixed length of three seconds. A long speech signal is cut first
into several 3-second segments, and then the final estimation
for this long speech signal is the averaged estimated PESQ
scores across all the segments.

In the Microsoft Deep Noise Suppression (DNS) Challenges
[24], [25], Reddy et al. provided a DNN-based speech quality
measure called DNSMOS [19]. The DNSMOS DNN model is
specifically trained to predict subjective rating scores follow-
ing ITU-T P.808 [26] for enhanced speech signals from DNS
tasks. To offer a better overview of the perceived quality of
the enhanced speech signal, the authors proposed an advanced
version of DNSMOS [22], which separately estimates the qual-
ities of speech component, background noise, and the overall
enhanced speech following ITU-T P.835 [27]. Both versions
of DNSMOS require the input speech signals having a fixed
length of nine seconds. In our recent works [20], [21], [23],
we proposed an end-to-end PESQNet for DNS applications,
adapted from a BLSTM-based speech emotion recognition
DNN [28], to predict PESQ scores of the enhanced speech
signal. In these works, the trained PESQNet is employed as a
mediator to provide a differentiable PESQ loss during a speech
enhancement DNN training, aiming at maximizing the PESQ
score of the enhanced speech signal. This method, however,
works only if the DNS DNN and the PESQNet speech quality
predictor follow an alternating learning protocol, which is
prohibitive in our current work: Here, we require a readily
trained DNN for non-intrusive quality prediction of speech
signals that have been transcoded by various different speech
codecs and modes.

Most speech quality prediction DNNs focus on estimating
the perceptual quality for speech signals degraded by additive
noise or enhanced signals obtained from different DNS meth-

ods. Only a few works, e.g., WaweNet [16] and both versions
of NISQA [13], [18], estimate the perceived quality for coded
speech signals, while the latter one explicitly focuses on coded
super-wideband (SWB) speech signals.

In this work, we propose an end-to-end non-intrusive DNN
model, which we call PESQ-DNN, to explicitly estimate the
PESQ scores for coded speech signals obtained from various
WB codecs. We also consider the influence from different
transmission conditions, including packet losses in error-prone
transmission, far-end additive noise, and tandeming transmis-
sion, where two WB codecs are serially concatenated. To the
best of our knowledge, such a non-intrusive PESQ estimation
DNN explicitly developed for coded speech considering a
wide range of realistic conditions has not yet been proposed.
Furthermore, unlike WaweNet or the DNSMOS network, our
proposed PESQ-DNN is capable of estimating PESQ scores
for coded speech signals of varying lengths. As most other
scientific works, we do not follow the assessment procedure
for machine learning models on speech quality estimation,
standardized in ITU-T P.565 [29] and P.565.1 [30]. One
reason for this is that these ITU-T recommendations do not
regard the residual background noise condition, but we see
it as very important. Furthermore, the models defined in
the recommendations expect side information as input to the
speech quality prediction model, such as a packet loss flag,
which is, however, contradictory to our goal of predicting
speech quality just on the basis of the measurement speech
signal. We note that particularly in error-prone transmission
conditions, we obviously aim at an even more challenging
goal.

As concerns topology, we build upon [21], but many
changes are required for the DNN to serve the speech com-
munication monitoring needs targeted in this work: (1) Com-
pared to PESQNet, the novel PESQ-DNN employs a complex
spectrogram as input to explicitly consider phase influences
in the perceived speech quality. Except for a few works,
e.g., WaweNet, most speech quality prediction DNNs employ
amplitude or power spectrogram input, leading to the problem
that speech quality degradations caused by phase distortions
cannot be measured. (2) Inspired by [18], we introduce a
self-attention pooling layer instead of the statistics pooling
(average, standard deviation, minimum, and maximum) used
in PESQNet. The attention layer is inserted following the
BLSTM layer, allowing the PESQ-DNN to change focus dy-
namically on features obtained from different time instances,
which is helpful to stabilize the training process and improve
the inference performance. (3) Different to PESQNet, we
investigate different training losses, adapted from [11], to
give physical meanings to the intermediate embeddings inside
the PESQ-DNN. Subsequently, the values of the intermediate
embeddings are controlled in the investigated loss formulation
and are supposed to stabilize the training progress. Except
for introducing these modifications, a comprehensive ablation
study illustrates the influence and value of the introduced
modifications, thereby being another core contribution of this
work.

The rest of the article is structured as follows: In Section II,
we introduce the signal model and our mathematical notations.
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We describe our proposed non-intrusive PESQ-DNN in Sec-
tion III. Then we explain the experimental setup including the
database, training, validation, and test conditions, baselines,
and performance metrics in Section IV. Comprehensive abla-
tion studies and discussions on results are given in Section V
and our work is concluded in Section VI.

II. SIGNAL MODEL AND NOTATIONS

We assume the transmitter-sided speech encoder input signal
y(n) to comprise the original speech signal s(n) and poten-
tially residual1 noise d(n) as:

y(n) = s(n) + d(n), (1)

with n being the discrete-time sample index. Afterwards, the
signal y(n) is processed by some speech encoder to obtain the
bitstream, which is then passed through a transmission system
and processed by the corresponding speech decoder. Finally,
the coded speech obtained on the receiver side is denoted as
ŷ(n).

The proposed non-intrusive PESQ-DNN estimates the PESQ
scores of the coded speech signal ŷ(n) based on its discrete
Fourier transform (DFT) spectrogram Ŷ`(k), with frame index
`, frequency bin index k ∈K={0,1, . . . ,K−1}, and K being
the DFT size. This transformation is always performed via
the fast Fourier transform (FFT), and successive FFT frames
overlap in time.

III. PROPOSED NON-INTRUSIVE PESQ-DNN

In this work, we propose a single end-to-end non-intrusive
PESQ-DNN, modeling ITU-T P862.2 PESQ but without
reference input, to estimate PESQ scores of coded WB speech
utterances in (wireless) speech communication systems.

A. PESQ-DNN Topology

Our proposed end-to-end non-intrusive PESQ-DNN is
shown in Fig. 1. The dimensions of the input and the output
feature maps for each layer are depicted as number of features× number of time frames × number of feature maps (if
applicable). Firstly, we investigate two types of PESQ-DNN
employing either the amplitude or the complex spectrogram as
input. For the first type of PESQ-DNN, the input of the network
is the amplitude spectrogram of the coded speech ∣S`(k)∣, with
`∈Lu={1,2, . . . , Lu}, and Lu being the number of frames in
the utterance with index u. Correspondingly, the number of
input channels is set to C = 1 in Fig. 1. On the other hand,
the motivation for complex-valued input is straightforward:
An algorithm employing the amplitude spectrogram as input
cannot measure speech quality degradation caused by phase
distortions. However, the original ITU-T P862.2 PESQ func-
tion considers phase influences in PESQ estimation to some
extent, e.g., by estimating temporal delay between the samples
of the degraded speech signal and its corresponding reference.
The complex-valued input PESQ-DNN employs the real and

1As y(n) does not denote the microphone signal, but the speech encoder
input signal, d(n) models the residual noise after a potential noise suppression
algorithm along with some slight speech distortions.
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Fig. 1: Topology of the proposed PESQ-DNN. The number
of input channels is set to either C = 1 or C = 2 for the
PESQ-DNN employing the amplitude or complex spectrogram
as input, respectively. The “Embedding Processing” model
used in the baseline PESQNet [21] is recapitulated in Fig. 2,
while the employed model for our proposed PESQ-DNN
containing frame-level or block-level embeddings is illustrated
in Fig. 3.

imaginary parts of the coded speech spectrogram, denoted
as Re{Ŷ`(k)} and Im{Ŷ`(k)}, respectively, as two separate
input channels, resulting in C = 2 in Fig. 1. For both types of
PESQ-DNN, the input is grouped into several feature blocks
(feature matrices) indexed with b ∈ Bu = {1,2 . . . ,Bu}, with
Bu being the total number of blocks for utterance u. Each
feature block has the same dimension Kin×W ×C, with Kin

and W being the number of input frequency bins and time
frames per block, respectively.

Afterwards, the feature blocks are processed in parallel by
identical subnetworks: A CNN-based encoder is employed to
extract quality-related features from the input feature blocks.
The 2D convolutional layers are denoted by Conv(h ×w, f),
with f and (h × w × number of input feature maps) repre-
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Fig. 2: The employed “Embedding Processing” model in Fig. 1
for the PESQNet proposed in [21]. Four statistics (average,
standard deviation, minimum, and maximum) over blocks b
are applied to the BLSTM outputs to deliver a feature vector
with a fixed length.

senting the number of filter kernels and the correspond-
ing kernel size, respectively. In this CNN encoder, we use
maxpooling layers with two different kernel sizes repre-
sented by (2 × 1 × number of input feature maps) and (2 ×
2× number of input feature maps). The extracted features are
processed by a multi-width convolutional structure employing
kernel widths of w1, w2, w3, and w4 to extract features
with different time resolutions. The wide filters can capture
long-term information, while the narrow ones focus on short-
term information. The max-pooling-over-time layer chooses
the highest activity along the time axis for each feature
map. The subsequent concatenation delivers a feature vector
with a fixed dimension to the BLSTM layer, which contains
128 neurons and is used to model temporal dependencies.
Afterwards, we investigate various “Embedding Processing”
models (Fig. 1) to convert the per-utterance varying number
of output embeddings of the BLSTM layer into a fixed length
representation.

The first investigated “Embedding Processing” model from
the original PESQNet is shown in Fig. 2, where four statistics
(average, standard deviation, minimum, and maximum) over
blocks b are applied to the BLSTM outputs. Afterwards, the
obtained feature vector has a fixed dimension of 4 ⋅256×1 and
is processed by two fully connected (FC) layers denoted as
FC(N), with N being the number of output nodes. However,
the baseline PESQNet offers poor performance in PESQ
estimation for coded speech utterances due to serious training
instability issues. One can imagine that, e.g., packet losses
will sparsely occur in some of the input blocks, which may
dramatically change the value ranges of the BLSTM output
belonging to these blocks. In consequence, there is a high
dynamic range of the BLSTM outputs, even within the same
utterance. Accordingly, the four statistics calculated from these
BLSTM outputs are also highly unstable regarding the value
range, finally resulting in training stability problems.

Another cause of the training stability problem could be
that without direct control or guidance, the BLSTM outputs
have no physical meaning, thus, leading to a high dynamic
value range. To mitigate this issue, we employ a modified
“Embedding Processing” model as shown in Fig. 3, which is
inspired by QualityNet [11]. The idea is to assign physical
meanings to the intermediate embeddings, e.g., frame-level
embeddings (FLE) PESQ scores or block-level embeddings
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Fig. 3: The employed “Embedding Processing” model in
Fig. 1 for our proposed PESQ-DNN. The “Pooling” function is
realized by either an average pooling or the attention pooling
as illustrated in Fig. 4.

(BLE) PESQ scores, even though the training target PESQ
scores are still prepared utterance-wise. This intermediate FLE
or BLE PESQ score is represented by qb, with b ∈ Bu ={1,2, ...,Bu}. To estimate the FLE PESQ scores, we set
N = W , representing that the number N of neurons in the
second FC layer equals the number W of time frames in each
block. Accordingly, we estimate the PESQ scores for each
frame belonging to the corresponding input block. For the
BLE PESQ scores, we set N = 1 to output a single PESQ
value for each block. The outputs of the FC layer are then
processed by a gate function

σ(x) = 3.6 ⋅ sigmoid(x) + 1.04 (2)

to limit the range of the estimated FLE or BLE PESQ scores
between 1.04 and 4.64, as it is with PESQ, determined by
ITU-T P.862.2 [6]. Accordingly, if packet losses or noise
occurs in one input block, its corresponding FLE or BLE
PESQ scores will decrease within a limited range. A pooling
layer is then employed to map the blocks’ FLE or BLE PESQ
scores to a single value, as shown in Fig. 3. For the pooling
layer, we investigate average and attention poolings, dubbed
as “AV” and “AT”, respectively, where the employed attention
pooling is shown in Fig. 4.

The idea of attention pooling is inspired by [18], [31],
to explicitly consider the contributions of the FLE or BLE
PESQ scores obtained from input blocks with poor speech
quality or even speech pauses in the final PESQ estimation.
As shown in Fig. 4, the attention score denoted as ab, with
ab ∈ [0,1] and b ∈ Bu, is estimated for each block by the FC
layers employing softmax as the output activation function.
Subsequently, each block’s FLE or BLE PESQ scores are
multiplied by the estimated attention score and are summed
over blocks, as shown in Fig. 4.

As shown in Fig. 1, the outputs obtained from either the
embedding processing model in Fig. 2 or the proposed one
in Fig. 3 are processed by the FC output layer with a single
output node followed by the gate function (2) to estimate the
final utterance-related PESQ score.
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Fig. 4: The employed “Pooling” shown in Fig. 3, here: atten-
tion pooling. We set N = W and N = 1 for the frame-level
embeddings (FLE) and the block-level embeddings (BLE),
respectively.

B. Training Loss Options

The estimated PESQ score for the coded speech utterance
should be as close as possible to its groundtruth PESQ score
measured by ITU-T P.862.2 [6]. Accordingly, one option for
training our proposed PESQ-DNN is to employ the so-called
PESQ loss defined as:

JPESQ
u = (P̂ESQu − PESQu)2 , (3)

with P̂ESQu and PESQu being the estimated and the cor-
responding groundtruth PESQ scores measured by ITU-T
P.862.2 [6], respectively, and u denoting the utterance index.

For training the PESQ-DNN employing intermediate FLE
PESQ scores, we introduce an additional constraint into the
loss function (3) as:

JPESQ
u = (P̂ESQu−PESQu)2+ αu

Bu⋅Lb
∑
b∈Bu

∑
`∈Lb

(qb(`)−PESQu)2 ,
(4)

with qb(`) being the predicted intermediate frame-level PESQ
scores for the block indexed with b, and frame index ` ∈Lb = {1,2, . . . ,W}. Parameters Bu = ∣Bu∣ and Lb = ∣Lb∣ =W
represent the total number of blocks for an utterance indexed
with u and the number of frames in each block, respectively.
The utterance-wise weighting factor is represented by

αu = 0.9∣PESQu−PESQmax∣, (5)

with PESQmax = 4.64 being the maximum PESQ score defined
in ITU-T P.862.2 [6]. The idea is that in loss function (4), the
constraint reflected by the value of αu should be higher for
speech utterances with better quality: The intermediate FLE or
BLE PESQ scores are then all encouraged to be equal to the
utterance-wise PESQ. One can imagine that a speech utterance
with a perfect overall perceptual quality should be annotated
with the same good quality everywhere, i.e., the same high
PESQ score in each block. Please note when αu = 0, loss
function (4) reduces to the utterance-wise PESQ loss (3).

For the PESQ-DNN employing intermediate BLE PESQ
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Fig. 5: Training, validation, and test data processing for
the proposed PESQ-DNN employing various codecs under
clean, noisy, error-prone transmission, or tandeming condi-
tions. The functions “ENC” and “DEC” represent the investi-
gated codecs’ encoder and decoder, respectively.

scores, the loss function (4) is simplified to:

JPESQ
u = (P̂ESQu−PESQu)2+ αuBu ∑b∈Bu

(qb−PESQu)2 , (6)

with qb being the intermediate block-level PESQ score for
block indexed with b, see Fig. 3.

For both loss functions (4) and (6), the utterance-wise
weighting factor αu is calculated by (5).

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND DATABASES

A. Databases and Preprocessing

In this work, the speech signals used for training, devel-
opment, and test have a sampling rate of 16kHz and are
obtained from the NTT wideband speech database [32], which
contains 21 languages represented by four female and four
male speakers per language. Each speaker offers 12 speech
utterances of 8s duration each. All the speech utterances in
American English and German are used in our test set. Our
training set is constructed with all speech utterances from the
first three female and male speakers in all 19 other languages.
Meanwhile, the development set uses all speech utterances
from the remaining female and male speakers marked with
“f4” and “m4” in the same 19 languages. Accordingly, the test
performed in this work is completely speaker-independent and
even partly language-independent: British English is one of 19
languages used for training and development, while American
English is used in the test.

The data preprocessing procedure is illustrated in Fig. 5. In
this work, the training, development, and test data is prepro-
cessed based on the quality assessment plans for evaluating
coded speech signals [33]–[36]. The employed functions in
Fig. 5 are taken from the ITU-T G.191 software tool library
[37].
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For our proposed PESQ-DNN, we apply a periodic Hann
window with a frame length of 512 with a 50% overlap
in the “Windowing and FFT” function shown in Fig. 5. The
obtained DFT spectrogram Ŷ`(k) is saved as the input for the
PESQ-DNN. The corresponding groundtruth PESQ targets for
training are obtained from ITU-T P.862.2 [6], employing the
coded speech signal and its original reference speech signal
as input, as shown in Fig. 5.

1) Training and Development Conditions: The speech ut-
terances are firstly processed by an MSIN high-pass filter
[37]. Afterwards, the active speech level of the filtered speech
utterances measured by the root mean square (RMS) level
is adjusted following ITU-T P.56 [38]. We target at three
RMS levels for each speech utterance s(n), namely −36, −26,
and −16 dBov. To explicitly consider coded speech quality
degradation under noisy conditions, the codec input signal
y(n) contains additive noise d(n), see (1). The noise signals
are taken from DEMAND [39] and QUT [40], comprising
35 different noise files shared in training and development.
The additive noise signal is processed by the same MSIN
high-pass filter used for the speech utterances, and the noise
signal’s RMS level is adjusted according to the desired signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR). For each active speech level, we simulate
10%, 10%, and 80% of the speech utterances with the SNR
levels of 15, 20, and ∞ dB, respectively, where the SNR of∞ dB represents the clean condition without additive noise.
These relatively high SNR values take into account that in
practice, the microphone-path signal processing employs a
noise suppressor before speech encoding, typically achieving
already a 10...20 dB SNR improvement.

After adjusting the active speech level of the speech utter-
ances and mixing them with additive noises (if considered),
the obtained transmitter-sided speech encoder input signal
y(n) is subject to coding. In Fig. 5, the functions “ENC”
and “DEC” represent the investigated codecs’ encoder and
decoder, respectively, comprising delay compensation for time
alignment. In this work, we consider coded speech obtained
from AMR-WB [2] and EVS [4] codecs operating at different
bitrates in training and development. We employ the AMR-
WB codec at seven bitrates (modes), including 6.6, 8.85,
14.25, 15.85, 18.25, 19.85, and 23.05 kbps, in the fixed-point
implementation without DTX [41]. For the EVS codec, we
employ its fixed-point implementation [42] at five bitrates,
including 5.9, 8.0, 9.6, 16.4, and 24.4 kbps. Please note that
EVS operating at 5.9 kbps requires DTX to be switched on,
while the other modes are implemented without DTX.

The error insertion device (EID) in Fig. 5 is employed to
insert frame losses into the bitstream obtained from “ENC”,
simulating the error-prone transmission condition. In this
work, we implement frame losses with EVS on clean speech
utterances. We consider two types of frame losses, random and
burst frame erasures. The random frame erasure is based on
a Gilbert model [43], while the burst frame erasure employs
the Bellcore model [44]. Both types of frame erasures are
measured by the frame error rate (FER), reflecting the ratio
between the number of distorted frames and the number of all
transmitted frames. For training and development, we employ
FERs of 3% and 10%, equally distributed among the two types

of frame erasures, on 10% of the clean speech utterances in
each active speech level. Note that in case of a frame loss, the
speech decoder (“DEC”) provides means for error concealment
and still outputs some estimated speech ŷ(n).

In tandeming (TDM) transmission condition, the “EID” is
replaced by “DEC” and the subsequent “ENC,” resulting in a
serial concatenation of two WB codecs. Please note that in this
work, additive noise and error-prone transmission are not con-
sidered in TDM evaluation, simply to keep the total number
of experiments tractable. For training and development, speech
utterances are firstly processed by G.722 [1] and then by EVS
[4], operating at 9.6 and 24.4 kbps. The function ”16to14” in
Fig. 5 is employed for bit conversion from 16 bits to 14 bits
as required by AMR-WB and G.722 (in TDM condition).

In this work, the training and development datasets are
denoted as Dtrain and Ddev, respectively. As explained above,
the development set contains the same conditions as in training
but with speech utterances from different speakers. We employ
the development set Ddev not only for learning rate scheduling
and early stopping during training. We also select the best
PESQ-DNN schemes based on the performance measured on
the development set shown in Tab. I, which we will discuss
later.

2) Test Conditions: The speech utterances used for the test
are preprocessed in the same way as used for training, in-
cluding MSIN filtering and RMS level adjustment. The active
speech level of each test speech utterance is normalized to −36,−26, and −16 dBov. We explicitly consider the performance
of our PESQ-DNN on the coded speech obtained under clean,
noisy, error-prone, and TDM transmission conditions.

In the clean condition, the signal path for the additive
noise and the “EID” function in Fig. 5 are deactivated and
bypassed, respectively. We select 80% of the test utterances
in each active speech level for this clean test condition. The
remaining 20% of the test utterances will be used to prepare
noisy speech utterances for the test in the noisy condition. For
the clean test condition, we investigate coded speech utterances
obtained from AMR-WB operating at 12.65 and 23.85 kbps
and EVS operating at 7.2, 13.2, and 48 kbps. Please note
that the employed operation modes for AMR-WB and EVS
are unseen during training and development, enabling us to
illustrate the codec mode generalization ability of the trained
PESQ-DNN. The performance of our PESQ-DNN in the clean
condition is shown in Tab. II and will be discussed later.

In the noisy condition, the signal path for the additive noise
is activated while the “EID” function in Fig. 5 is bypassed. We
exclude the error-prone transmission condition and explicitly
investigate the influence of additive noise on PESQ estimation
for the coded speech. Please note that we report the noisy
test condition for the EVS codec operating at 13.2 kbps. We
take three unseen types of noise from the ETSI background
noise database [45], which differ from the used noise databases
during training and development. The used unseen noise types
include cafeteria noise, car noise with a speed of 100 km/h,
and traffic road noise. To prepare the speech utterances in
noisy test condition, we use the remaining 20% of the test
utterances in each active speech level and mix them with the
unseen types of noise signals to simulate an SNR of 15 dB.
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We will discuss the performance of our PESQ-DNN in the
noisy condition shown in Tab. III later.

In the error-prone transmission condition, the “EID” func-
tion in Fig. 5 is switched on, while the noise signal path is
deactivated, so we perform investigation in the clean condi-
tion. Furthermore, to keep the overall number of experiments
tractable, we report the influence of the EID with the EVS
codec operating at 13.2 and 48 kbps. To prepare the coded
speech utterances impaired by the EID, we select 50% of the
test utterances in each active speech level and simulate an
FER of 3% and 6% equally distributed among random and
burst frame erasures. Please note that the FER of 6% is unseen
during training and development.

In the tandeming (TDM) transmission condition, we employ
two TDM cases on all test speech utterances: For the seen
TDM case, the two codecs are concatenated in the same order
as used in the training and development, where the speech
utterances are firstly processed by G.722 and then by EVS at
13.2 kbps. For the unseen TDM case, we flip the order of the
two codecs by firstly employing EVS at 13.2 kbps, followed
by G.722. For both TDM transmission cases, we exclude the
influences from additive noise and error-prone transmission.

In the following discussion, the employed test set will be
denoted as Dtest. We report the performance of our PESQ-DNN
in each condition of Dtest separately, as shown in Tabs. II, III,
IV, V, and VI. We will give a detailed analysis of these tables
in Section V.

B. Baselines

Among prior art, two approaches [11], [16] directly predict
PESQ, and another one can be easily adapted to predict PESQ
[19]. These three methods will serve as baselines in our work
after retraining with our datasets, thereby allowing direct
performance comparison of the actual network topologies
being used. The three approaches will be briefly sketched in
the following.

1) QualityNet DNN: Fu et al. [11] introduced the so-called
QualityNet to predict PESQ scores for speech signals
degraded by additive noise or for enhanced speech signals ob-
tained from a specific DNS model. The input of QualityNet
is the speech amplitude spectrogram. As one of the baselines
in this work, we adopt the QualityNet DNN topology to
predict PESQ scores for coded speech by replacing the inputs
and the corresponding targets during training. Accordingly, the
topology of the QualityNet baseline DNN is exactly the
same as proposed in [11].

Similar to our proposed PESQ-DNN, the QualityNet
baseline DNN employs a BLSTM layer as recurrent structure
to deal with coded input speech signals of variable length.
Please note that the loss functions (4) and (6), which explicitly
control the intermediate FLE and BLE PESQ scores during
the PESQ-DNN training, are inspired by the loss function
used in QualityNet training [11]. Accordingly, by com-
paring to this baseline, we intend to make visible the benefits
obtained merely from the network structure of the proposed
PESQ-DNN. This baseline is denoted as “QualityNet Base-
line DNN [11]” in the results tables.

2) WaweNet DNN: As another baseline, we adopt the
topology of WaweNet as proposed in [16] to directly predict
PESQ scores from the waveform of the coded speech signal.
Similar to this work, the original WaweNet proposed in
[16] predicts PESQ scores for coded speech signals from
WB codecs but only considers the influence from additive
background noise. Note that inverting the waveform of the
speech signal by multiplying the original waveform with −1
will not influence perceptual quality or measured PESQ scores.
This inverting invariance can be one of the training goals. For
this purpose, we follow the authors of [16] and perform inverse
phase augmentation (IPA) to all the training and development
data used for WaweNet. Furthermore, due to the lack of a
recurrent layer, WaweNet can only deal with speech signals of
a fixed length of three seconds. In this work, a longer speech
utterance is cut into several three-second segments without
overlapping, and the remainder shorter than three seconds
is discarded. The final estimated PESQ score for this long
speech utterance equals the averaged estimations across all
the segments. We call this baseline “WaweNet Baseline DNN
[16]” in this work.

3) DNSMOS DNN: Reddy et al. proposed a DNN-based
measure called DNSMOS [19] to predict human subjective
rating scores following ITU-T P.808 [26] for enhanced speech
signals obtained from DNS models. Its advanced version
proposed in [22] offers separate estimations of human rating
scores for the speech component, the background noise, and
the overall enhanced speech qualities following ITU-T P.835
[27]. Since we do not predict DNSMOS in this work, and
also noise suppression algorithms are not in our focus, we
adapt the DNSMOS DNN topology proposed in [19] as a further
baseline, but replace the input and the corresponding target
during training. Please note that the adapted DNSMOS DNN
employs a log power spectrogram as input, with an FFT size
of K = 320. The DNSMOS DNN proposed in [19] has a CNN-
based structure and predicts human rating scores for input
speech utterances with a fixed length of nine seconds. In this
work, the used speech utterances having a length of eight
seconds. Accordingly, for the training, development, and test
of the adapted DNSMOS baseline, all the speech utterances
are zero-padded to nine seconds. This baseline is presented as
“DNSMOS Baseline DNN [19]” in the following discussions.

C. Performance Metrics
Following [9], [11] and [19], the performance of the

PESQ-DNN and baseline models is measured by the mean
absolute error (MAE)

MAE = 1

Utest
∑
u∈Utest

∣P̂ESQu−PESQu∣ (7)

and the linear correlation coefficient (LCC)

LCC = ∑
u∈Utest

(P̂ESQu−µ̂)⋅(PESQu−µ)√ ∑
u∈Utest

(P̂ESQu−µ̂)2 ⋅√ ∑
u∈Utest

(PESQu−µ)2
(8)

with P̂ESQu and PESQu being the estimated and the cor-
responding groundtruth PESQ scores for speech utterance
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indexed with u, and u ∈ Utest. In (7), the total number of
speech utterances in set Utest is denoted as Utest = ∣Utest∣.
The mean values of the estimated and groundtruth PESQ
scores over set Utest are represented by µ̂ and µ, respectively.
Both MAE and LCC are calculated with the estimated PESQ
score obtained from the PESQ-DNN and its corresponding
groundtruth measured according to ITU-T P.862.2 PESQ [6].
An accurately estimated PESQ score is reflected by a low
MAE (ideally 0) and a high LCC (ideally 1.0).

D. Training Setup

For our proposed PESQ-DNN and the QualityNet base-
line DNNs the inputs of the networks are normalized to zero-
mean and unit-variance with statistics collected on the training
dataset, as recommended by the proponents of QualityNet
in [46]. Meanwhile, for the WaweNet baseline DNN and
DNSMOS baseline DNN, the corresponding waveform and log-
power inputs are not normalized, thereby following [16], [19].

The number of input and output frequency bins in Fig. 1
is set to Kin = 260. The last 3 frequency bins are redundant
for compatibility with the two maxpooling operations in the
employed PESQ-DNN shown in Fig. 1. The widths of the
convolutional kernels used in the PESQ-DNN shown in Fig. 1
are set to wi = 2i−1, i ∈ {1,2,3,4}. The number of time frames
in each feature block shown in Fig. 1 is set to W = 16. Except
for the layers before the softmax (Fig. 4) or the gate function
(2) (Figs. 1 and 3), which employ a linear activation function,
the rest of the layers in the PESQ-DNN use the leaky rectified
linear unit (ReLU) [47] as the activation function.

During PESQ-DNN training, we employ the loss function
(3), but alternatively (4) and (6) to explicitly control the
intermediate FLE and BLE PESQ scores, respectively. The
utterance-wise weighting factor αu in loss functions (4) and
(6) is calculated from (5). Please note that (4) and (6) are
adapted from the loss used for the QualityNet baseline
training, in which the second loss term weighted by αu is
calculated by averaging over all frames belonging to the
current input utterance without grouping them into blocks. The
other baseline models are trained with the loss function (3),
as it was proposed in their original works [16], [19].

For the PESQ-DNN training, we employ a truncated
backpropagation-through-time (BPTT) training scheme with a
sequence length (unrolling depth of BPTT) equal to the total
number of feature blocks Bu belonging to the current input
utterance with index u. A similar truncated BPTT scheme
is used for training the QualityNet baseline, but with a
sequence length being the number of time frames belonging
to the current input utterance. For all the trainings in this work,
we employ the Adam optimizer with the initial learning rate of
10−4. The learning rate is multiplied by a factor of 0.6 once the
development loss measured on Ddev does not improve for two
consecutive epochs. We stop the training after the development
loss does not improve for six consecutive epochs, and the
model providing the lowest development loss is saved.

TABLE I: Ablation study on the proposed PESQ-DNN per-
formed on the development set Ddev. The PESQ-DNN variants
use either amplitude (C = 1) or complex spectrograms (C = 2)
as input. The topologies of the PESQ-DNN with block-level
(BLE) or frame-level embeddings (FLE) are illustrated in
Figs. 1 and 3. “AV”: average pooling, “AT”: attention pooling,
see Fig. 4. Best results are in bold font, and second best are
underlined. The best and the second-best PESQ-DNN variants
are selected and marked by ◻ and △, respectively.

In
pu

t

Method
MAE LCC

EVS AWB TDM Total EVS AWB TDM Total

A
m

pl
itu

de

PESQNet [21], J(3) 0.40 0.41 0.21 0.37 0.07 0.10 0.13 0.08
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(6), AV 0.40 0.39 0.18 0.36 0.32 0.51 0.52 0.44
PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(4), AV 0.43 0.41 0.23 0.39 0.37 0.53 0.65 0.48
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(3), AV 0.41 0.39 0.19 0.37 0.31 0.50 0.53 0.43
PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(3), AV 0.43 0.44 0.10 0.39 0.35 0.49 0.56 0.45
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(3), AT 0.43 0.43 0.23 0.40 0.37 0.53 0.60 0.48
PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(3), AT 0.46 0.46 0.25 0.43 0.24 0.44 0.47 0.37

C
om

pl
ex

PESQNet, J(3) 0.41 0.41 0.21 0.38 0.08 0.11 0.12 0.08
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(6), AV 0.20 0.12 0.07 0.14 0.77 0.94 0.94 0.88
PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(4), AV△ 0.19 0.12 0.06 0.14 0.78 0.94 0.94 0.88
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(3), AV 0.19 0.12 0.06 0.14 0.78 0.93 0.93 0.87
PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(3), AV 0.19 0.12 0.06 0.14 0.78 0.93 0.93 0.87
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(3), AT◻ 0.19 0.11 0.06 0.13 0.78 0.94 0.93 0.88
PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(3), AT 0.19 0.12 0.06 0.14 0.78 0.94 0.93 0.88

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Ablation Studies for the New PESQ-DNN

In this section, we explicitly investigate which modifications
introduced in our novel proposed PESQ-DNN contribute most
to stabilize the training process and to improve performance.
Accordingly, reported in Tab. I, we perform a comprehensive
ablation study on the trained variants of PESQ-DNN by
analyzing their performance measured on the development
set Ddev. Meanwhile, we will select the best two PESQ-DNN
variants as our proposed models based on their development
set performance and use them for later comparison to the
baselines on the test set Dtest. For each trained PESQ-DNN
variant, we report the averaged performance over the cor-
responding employed bitrates on the coded speech obtained
from EVS, AMR-WB (AWB), and seen tandeming (TDM)
condition (G.722 first, then EVS). As in the training set, EVS-
coded speech from the development set considers influences
from noisy and error-prone transmission conditions. PESQNet
[21] and the complex-input PESQNet employ loss function
(3). PESQ-DNN variants employing FLE and BLE shown in
Fig. 3 are trained with either loss functions (3), (4), or (6).
Models marked by “AV” employ average pooling, while “AT”
represents attention pooling as illustrated in Fig. 4.

First, we investigate the influence of different input repre-
sentations, amplitude or complex spectrograms, on the refer-
ence PESQNet [21] and on our proposed PESQ-DNN, see
also Fig. 1 for C = 1 or C = 2. Concerning MAE (7),
in the upper half of Tab. I (amplitude spectra), there is no
clear advantage visible of our new PESQ-DNN variants vs. the
reference PESQNet [21]. On LCC (8), however, the novel
PESQ-DNN shows some improvement (in total: about 0.40 vs.
0.08). Still, LCC results of below 0.50 are not good enough for
a convincing solution. In the lower half of Tab. I, we see that
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TABLE II: Performance in clean conditions. Performance is measured on the test set Dtest and is reported separately on the
coded speech obtained from EVS, AMR-WB (AWB) under different tested bitrates. Best results are in bold font, and second
best are underlined.

Method

MAE LCC

AWB EVS Total AWB EVS Total

Bitrates (kbps): 12.65 23.85 Avg. 7.2 13.2 48 Avg. - 12.65 23.85 Avg. 7.2 13.2 48 Avg. -

R
E

F

QualityNet Baseline DNN [11] 0.16 0.09 0.13 0.30 0.08 0.29 0.25 0.19 0.79 0.83 0.74 0.52 0.61 0.67 0.27 0.43
WaweNet Baseline DNN [16] 0.14 0.15 0.15 0.14 0.16 0.20 0.17 0.16 0.76 0.69 0.77 0.51 0.52 0.27 0.84 0.82
DNSMOS Baseline DNN [19] 0.65 0.75 0.70 0.73 0.73 0.76 0.74 0.71 0.80 0.75 0.77 0.48 0.59 0.21 0.83 0.81

N
E

W PESQ-DNN (FLE) J(4), AV△ 0.10 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.09 0.09 0.84 0.89 0.89 0.70 0.63 0.61 0.94 0.92
PESQ-DNN (BLE) J(3), AT◻ 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.84 0.86 0.86 0.73 0.61 0.49 0.93 0.91

the original PESQNet adapted to complex-valued input shows
actually the same poor performance as with the amplitude-
input reference PESQNet [21] (total MAE = 0.38, total
LCC = 0.08). Interestingly, however, our novel PESQ-DNN
takes a lot of profit from using complex spectrogram input,
as can be easily seen by significantly lower MAE results
(≈ 0.14) and higher LCC results (≈ 0.88). Among the six
PESQ-DNN variants, on the other hand, we see no significant
differences, neither w.r.t. BLE or FLE, nor w.r.t. the loss or
pooling method. Accordingly, for the following experiments,
we keep the two best methods (seven 1st ranks and one 2nd

rank, and six 1st ranks and two 2nd ranks) marked by a
green symbol, both employing complex spectral input. Note
that the large step ahead in performance of our proposed
PESQ-DNN vs. the reference PESQNet [21] can be dedicated
to the intermediate embeddings qb in Fig. 3 before pooling,
which seems to be advantageous, independently whether the
intermediate embeddings qb in Fig. 3 are explicitly controlled
in training (losses (4), (6)) or not (loss (3)).

B. New PESQ-DNN in Comparison to Baselines

1) Clean Conditions: First, we evaluate our proposed
PESQ-DNN variants and all baseline DNNs in the clean
condition on Dtest, with coded speech signals obtained from
EVS and AWB operating at different bitrates, as shown in
Tab. II. To offer a better overview, we also report the averaged
performance over all tested bitrates for AWB and EVS sepa-
rately, as well as the total performance averaged over all data
of tested conditions (not an average of MAE or LCC values!).
Please note that influences from additive noise, error-prone
transmission, and tandeming (TDM) are excluded in Tab. II.

Among all methods, we observe that evaluated on MAE,
the DNSMOS baseline DNN is least suitable for predicting
PESQ scores (total MAE = 0.71), while its LCC is almost best
among the baselines. On the other hand, among all methods,
the QualityNet baseline DNN has by far the poorest
correlation (total LCC = 0.43), thereby also not being suitable
for PESQ prediction. In contrast, the WaweNet baseline DNN
shows quite good and balanced performance with a total MAE
of 0.16 and a total LCC of 0.82, clearly on 1st rank among the
baselines. Please note, however, that our two new PESQ-DNNs
show an even better total performance than the baselines
both in MAE and LCC metrics. They have equal or by far
better performance than the baselines in each single condition,
except one: for the 48 kbps EVS, our methods stay behind
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A. Discussions

II. CONCLUSION

Fig. 6: Scatter plot for the predicted PESQ scores P̂ESQu
obtained from the strongest PESQ-DNN variant and from
the QualityNet baseline DNN trained to predict PESQ,
measured on EVS-coded speech (7.2, 13.2, and 48 kbps) fromDtest in clean conditions. The markers + and × represent the
mean values of µ̂QualityNetj and µ̂PESQ-DNNj for P̂ESQu for a
single-condition LCCj (8) with EVS mode j ∈ {7.2,13.2,48}
kbps, respectively (from left to right).

the (otherwise unbalanced) QualityNet performance of
LCC = 0.67, but clearly excel at low EVS bitrate of 7.2
kbps (LCC = 0.70/0.73 vs. 0.52). In summary, reaching an
MAE = 0.09 vs. 0.16, our methods almost halve the MAE vs.
the best of the baselines, WaweNet. Concerning LCC, both
of our methods reach values above 0.90, which we consider
an encouraging result in comparison to the baselines. Note
that since we adopted from QualityNet [11] the FLE-
based intermediate embeddings qb, accordingly, our strong
correlation performance in this experiment cannot be deducted
from the embeddings, but rather from the rest of our obviously
advantageous PESQ-DNN network structure.

In Tab. II, we observe that individual codec mode LCC
metrics of PESQ-DNN are below 0.90, but the average is
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TABLE III: Performance in clean and unseen noisy condi-
tions. Performance is measured on EVS-coded speech at 13.2
kbps from test set Dtest. Best results are in bold font, and
second best are underlined.

Method
Clean Noisy

MAE LCC MAE LCC

R
E

F

QualityNet Baseline DNN [11] 0.08 0.61 1.54 0.23
WaweNet Baseline DNN [16] 0.16 0.52 0.26 0.57
DNSMOS Baseline DNN [19] 0.73 0.59 0.28 0.78

N
E

W PESQ-DNN (FLE), J(4), AV△ 0.08 0.63 0.31 0.75
PESQ-DNN (BLE), J(3), AT◻ 0.08 0.62 0.29 0.72

above 0.90. In contrary, for QualityNet all codec-mode-
individual LCC values are above the respective average. To
analyze this observation, in Fig. 6 we present a scatter plot
with the predicted PESQ scores P̂ESQu obtained from the
strongest PESQ-DNN variant employing FLE (blue) and the
QualityNet baseline (green) for EVS-coded speech, with
its ground truth PESQu measured by ITU-T P.862.2 [6]. Based
on (8), wee see that if changes of the ground truth PESQu
after subtracting its mean value µ are reflected by similar
value changes of the predicted PESQ scores P̂ESQu after
subtracting µ̂, we will obtain a high LCC score. Accordingly,
this is reflected by the markers distributed along the diagonal
line. To offer a better overview of the distributions, we
plotted the mean values of µ̂QualityNetj and µ̂PESQ-DNNj at
each individual EVS mode j ∈ {7.2,13.2,48} kbps using the
markers + and ×, respectively, as shown in Fig. 6. For both
PESQ-DNN and QualityNet, the distribution of the markers
belonging to individual EVS mode has a similar tendency to
the diagonal line, reflected by all codec-mode-individual LCC
values above 0.6 in Tab. II. Meanwhile, the overall distribution
could be reflected by the virtual line connected through the
corresponding mean values of each EVS mode. Surprisingly,
the codec-mode-individual mean values (+) for QualityNet
are almost horizontally distributed, while the ones belonging
to the proposed PESQ-DNN variant (×) are scattered almost
along the diagonal line. This explains why the average LCC
for QualityNet baseline measured on EVS-coded speech is
much lower than its codec-mode-individual LCC value shown
in Tab. II. The blue points are obviously distributed much
closer to the diagonal, even though some outliers exist, while
the green ones are scattered further away. This confirms that
our proposed PESQ-DNN offers a lower averaged MAE than
the QualityNet baseline in Tab. II (0.09 vs. 0.25).

2) Noisy Conditions: We measure the performance of all
the investigated methods in unseen noisy conditions on EVS-
coded speech at 13.2 kbps from the test set Dtest. We report
the performance separately on coded speech without and
with additive noise, denoted as clean and noisy conditions in
Tab. III, respectively. As we explore the influence of additive
noise on PESQ estimation, we excluded TDM and error-prone
transmission conditions in this experiment.

Among the baseline DNNs, the results give a mixed picture
in the sense that the QualityNet DNN is best in clean
MAE and LCC, but worst in the noisy condition for both
metrics. The DNSMOS DNN, on the other hand, is best in

TABLE IV: Performance in seen and unseen tandeming
(TDM) conditions. Performance is measured on test set Dtest.
Best results are in bold font, and second best are underlined.

Method
Seen TDM Unseen TDM

MAE LCC MAE LCC

R
E

F

QualityNet Baseline DNN [11] 0.18 0.48 0.28 0.41
WaweNet Baseline DNN [16] 0.14 0.61 0.14 0.66
DNSMOS Baseline DNN [19] 0.72 0.67 0.63 0.76

N
E

W PESQ-DNN (FLE) J(4) AV△ 0.08 0.79 0.21 0.89
PESQ-DNN (BLE) J(3), AT◻ 0.08 0.80 0.26 0.85

noisy conditions, and w.r.t. MAE it performs even better
in the noisy condition (0.28) than in the clean condition
(0.73). However, compared to all other models, it performs
by far poorest in MAE in the clean condition. Our proposed
PESQ-DNN variants, in contrast, show top performance in
the clean condition, and in the noisy condition a balanced
performance being only slightly behind top results. We note
that our FLE variant with J(4) and average pooling (AV) turns
out to be best.

3) Tandeming Conditions: In Tab. IV, we illustrate the
performance of all investigated models in TDM conditions,
where two WB codecs are serially concatenated. We exclude
the influence from additive noise and error-prone transmission
in this experiment. In the seen TDM condition, the order of the
two concatenated codecs is the same as used in training and
development, where G.722 at 64 kbps is followed by EVS at
13.2 kbps. In the unseen TDM condition, we flip the order of
the two codecs by first employing EVS at 13.2 kbps, followed
by G.722 operating at 64 kbps.

The DNSMOS and the QualityNet baseline DNNs per-
form worse than both proposed PESQ-DNN variants in any
of the conditions and metrics. Interestingly, the WaweNet
baseline DNN shows decent quality both in seen and unseen
TDM for both metrics, in the latter case it is even the strongest
method w.r.t. MAE (0.14). Our proposed PESQ-DNN variants,
on the other hand, are by far strongest in seen TDM (both
metrics) and also for LCC in unseen TDM condition. Note
that the MAE in unseen TDM condition is strong (but not top-
performing), and particularly note that both of our proposed
methods again show a balanced performance.

4) Error-Prone Transmission Conditions: We present the
performance of all investigated models concerning frame loss
in error-prone transmission conditions in Tab. V. To better
investigate the influence of frame losses on PESQ estimation,
we exclude the noisy and TDM transmission conditions in this
experiment. We report the performance separately on EVS-
coded speech at 13.2 and 48 kbps with FERs of 0%, 3%,
and 6%, as shown in Tab. V. Among the employed FERs, an
FER of 6% is unseen during training and development, and an
FER of 0% represents error-free transmission conditions, thus
offering the same performance as in clean conditions shown
in Tab. II. Furthermore, each simulated FER contains equally
distributed random and burst frame erasures. To offer a better
overview of all investigated models in error-prone transmission
conditions, we present the total performance averaged over all
the employed bitrates only with FERs of 3% and 6%, as shown
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TABLE V: Performance in error-prone conditions with different frame error rates (FER). Performance is measured on EVS-
coded speech at 13.2 and 48 kbps from test set Dtest. Best results are in bold font, and second best are underlined.

Method

EVS @ 13.2 kbps EVS @ 48 kbps Total (FER 3%/6%)

MAE LCC MAE LCC MAE LCC

FER: 0% 3% 6% 0% 3% 6% 0% 3% 6% 0% 3% 6% - -
R

E
F

QualityNet Baseline DNN [11] 0.08 0.38 0.70 0.61 0.64 0.51 0.29 0.23 0.42 0.67 0.53 0.60 0.43 0.54
WaweNet Baseline DNN [16] 0.16 0.27 0.49 0.52 0.54 0.46 0.20 0.29 0.47 0.27 0.44 0.42 0.38 0.67
DNSMOS Baseline DNN [19] 0.73 0.39 0.33 0.59 0.57 0.42 0.76 0.35 0.24 0.21 0.56 0.41 0.33 0.61

N
E

W PESQ-DNN (FLE) J(4), AV△ 0.08 0.32 0.54 0.63 0.67 0.63 0.11 0.32 0.51 0.61 0.76 0.80 0.45 0.75
PESQ-DNN (BLE) J(3), AT◻ 0.08 0.33 0.56 0.62 0.66 0.66 0.09 0.33 0.53 0.49 0.68 0.70 0.46 0.74

TABLE VI: Overall performance averaged over all tested
conditions (”total”) and over all conditions but without the
error-prone transmission condition (”total without EID”). Per-
formance is measured on test set Dtest. Best results are in bold
font, and second best are underlined.

Method
Total Total

without EID

MAE LCC MAE∗ LCC∗

R
E

F

QualityNet Baseline DNN [11] 0.27 0.67 0.24 0.44
WaweNet Baseline DNN [16] 0.19 0.79 0.16 0.87
DNSMOS Baseline DNN [19] 0.63 0.78 0.67 0.88

N
E

W PESQ-DNN (FLE) J(4), AV△ 0.16 0.84 0.11 0.92
PESQ-DNN (BLE) J(3), AT◻ 0.16 0.82 0.12 0.90

in Tab. V.
The results show that the error-prone transmission condition

was a tough case for all investigated models. For most of
them, the MAE results under frame errors are much higher
than for FER = 0%. Surprisingly, the DNSMOS baseline DNN
has lower MAE in error-prone condition as it has in the FER= 0% case. This is a similar observation to Tab. III, where we
observed a better noisy condition MAE as a clean condition
MAE for the DNSMOS network. We can conclude that it has
topological strengths in harsh conditions (only). Note that
while our proposed methods fall a bit behind the baselines
w.r.t. MAE, they are well ahead when it comes to correlation
(LCC): Overall, our proposed methods are 1st and 2nd ranked
as concerns LCC, while having decent MAE performance.

5) Overall Performance: Finally, we report the overall test
performance of the investigated methods in Tab. VI. The mea-
surements are calculated on the coded speech signals obtained
from both EVS and AWB codecs operating at different bitrates
and considering all the tested conditions illustrated in Tabs. II,
III, IV, and V. Since most of the investigated models show a
bit limited performance in the error-prone condition in Tab. V,
we also report the overall performance excluding the error-
prone condition.

In total, taking the data (not the MAE or LCC) over all
conditions, both of our proposed methods take on the 1st and
the 2nd ranks, respectively. Leaving out the data for the error-
prone transmission condition, again both of our methods are
1st and 2nd ranked. In this case, the top-performing method
”PESQ-DNN (FLE) J(4), AV△” achieves a strong correlation
of 0.92 and an MAE of only 0.11, thereby marking our
final proposed method for non-intrusive PESQ prediction by
a DNN.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This work proposed an end-to-end non-intrusive
PESQ-DNN to evaluate coded speech quality in speech
communication systems. We illustrated the potential of
our proposed PESQ-DNN by non-intrusively estimating the
perceptual evaluation of speech quality (PESQ) scores of the
wideband coded speech obtained from AMR-WB or EVS
codecs operating at different bitrates in noisy, tandeming,
and error-prone transmission conditions. We compare our
methods with the state-of-the-art networks of QualityNet,
WaweNet, and the DNSMOS DNN applied to PESQ estimation
by measuring the mean absolute error (MAE) and the linear
correlation coefficients (LCC). As a core contribution
of this work, we performed a comprehensive ablation
study illustrating the influence and value of the introduced
modifications to the proposed PESQ-DNN, including the input
types of the neural network, variations of the PESQ-DNN
topology in terms of different embedding processing models
and loss functions employed during training. Averaged over
all tested conditions, the proposed PESQ-DNN offers the best
total MAE and LCC of 0.11 and 0.92, respectively, without
considering frame losses. Also under frame loss, its LCC is
ahead of any of the baselines. Note that our network could
be similarly used to non-intrusively predict POLQA or other
intrusive metrics.

REFERENCES

[1] ITU, 7 kHz Audio-Coding Within 64 kbit/s, International Telecommuni-
cation Standardization Sector (ITU-T), Sep. 2012.

[2] 3GPP, Speech Codec Speech Processing Functions; Adaptive Multi-Rate
- Wideband (AMR-WB) Speech Codec; Transcoding Functions (3GPP
TS 26.190, Rel. 15), 3GPP, Jun. 2018.

[3] B. Bessette, R. Salami, R. Lefebvre, M. Jelinek, J. Rotola Pukkila,
J. Vainio, H. Mikkola, and K. Järvinen, “The Adaptive Multirate
Wideband Speech Codec (AMR-WB),” IEEE T-ASLP, vol. 10, no. 8,
pp. 620–636, Nov. 2002.

[4] 3GPP, Codec for Enhanced Voice Services (EVS); Detailed Algorithmic
Description (3GPP TS 26.445, Rel. 16), 3GPP, Jun. 2019.

[5] ITU, Rec. P.800: Methods for Subjective Determination of Transmission
Quality, International Telecommunication Standardization Sector (ITU-
T), Aug. 1996.

[6] ——, Rec. P.862.2: Corrigendum 1, Wideband Extension to Recommen-
dation P.862 for the Assessment of Wideband Telephone Networks and
Speech Codecs, International Telecommunication Standardization Sector
(ITU-T), Oct. 2017.

[7] ——, Rec. P.863: Perceptual Objective Listening Quality Prediction
(POLQA), International Telecommunication Union, Telecommunication
Standardization Sector (ITU-T), Mar. 2018.

[8] A. Hines, J. Skoglund, A. C. Kokaram, and N. Harte, “ViSQOL: An
Objective Speech Quality Model,” EURASIP Journal on Audio, Speech,
and Music Processing, vol. 2015, no. 1, pp. 1–18, May 2015.



12

[9] J. Abel, M. Kaniewska, C. Guillaumé, W. W. Tirry, and T. Fingscheidt,
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CNN-Self-Attention Model for Multidimensional Speech Quality Pre-
diction with Crowdsourced Datasets,” in Proc. of INTERSPEECH, Brno,
Czech Republic, Aug. 2021, pp. 2127–2131.

[19] C. K. A. Reddy, V. Gopal, and R. Cutler, “DNSMOS: A Non-Intrusive
Perceptual Objective Speech Quality Metric to Evaluate Noise Suppres-
sors,” in Proc. of ICASSP, Toronto, ON, Canada, Jun. 2021, pp. 6493–
6497.

[20] Z. Xu, M. Strake, and T. Fingscheidt, “Deep Noise Suppression With
Non-Intrusive PESQNet Supervision Enabling the Use of Real Training
Data,” in Proc. of INTERSPEECH, Brno, Czech Republic, Aug. 2021,
pp. 2806–2810.

[21] Z. Xu, M. Strake, and T. Fingscheidt, “Deep Noise Suppression
Maximizing Non-Differentiable PESQ Mediated by a Non-Intrusive
PESQNet,” IEEE/ACM T-ASLP, vol. 30, no. 4, pp. 1572–1585, Apr.
2022.

[22] C. K. A. Reddy, V. Gopal, and R. Cutler, “DNSMOS P. 835: A Non-
Intrusive Perceptual Objective Speech Quality Metric to Evaluate Noise
Suppressors,” in Proc. of ICASSP, Singapore, Singapore, Apr. 2022, pp.
886–890.

[23] Z. Xu, M. Strake, and T. Fingscheidt, “Does a PESQNet (Loss) Require
a Clean Reference Input? The Original PESQ Does, But ACR Listening
Tests Don’t,” in Proc. of IWAENC, Bamberg, Germany, Sep. 2022, pp.
1–5.

[24] C. K. A. Reddy, H. Dubey, V. Gopal, R. Cutler, S. Braun, H. Gamper,
R. Aichner, and S. Srinivasan, “ICASSP 2021 Deep Noise Suppression
Challenge,” in Proc. of ICASSP, Toronto, ON, Canada, Jun. 2021, pp.
6623–6627.

[25] C. K. A. Reddy, H. Dubey, K. Koishida, A. Nair, V. Gopal, R. Cutler,
S. Braun, H. Gamper, R. Aichner, and S. Srinivasan, “INTERSPEECH
2021 Deep Noise Suppression Challenge,” in Proc. of INTERSPEECH,
Brno, Czech Republic, Aug. 2021, pp. 2796–2800.

[26] ITU, Rec. P.808: Subjevtive Evaluation of Speech Quality With a
Crowdsoucing Approach, International Telecommunication Standardiza-
tion Sector (ITU-T), Feb. 2018.

[27] ——, Rec. P.835: Corrigendum 1, Subjective Test Methodology for
Evaluating Speech Communication Systems that Include Noise Suppres-
sion Algorithm, International Telecommunication Standardization Sector
(ITU-T), Jan. 2011.

[28] P. Meyer, Z. Xu, and T. Fingscheidt, “Improving Convolutional Recur-
rent Neural Networks for Speech Emotion Recognition,” in Proc. of SLT,
Shenzhen, China, Jan. 2021, pp. 356–372.

[29] ITU, Rec. P.565: Framework for Creation and Performance Testing of
Machine Learning Based Models for the Assessment of Transmission
Network Impact on Speech Quality for Mobile Packet-Switched Voice

Services, International Telecommunication Standardization Sector (ITU-
T), Nov. 2021.

[30] ——, Rec. P.565.1: Machine Learning Model for the Assessment of
Transmission Network Impact on Speech Quality for Mobile Packet-
Switched Voice Services, International Telecommunication Standardiza-
tion Sector (ITU-T), Nov. 2021.

[31] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N. Gomez,
Ł. Kaiser, and I. Polosukhin, “Attention is All You Need,” in Proc. of
NIPS, Long Beach, CA, USA, Dec. 2017, pp. 1–11.

[32] “Multi-Lingual Speech Database for Telephonometry,” NTT Advanced
Technology Corporation (NTT-AT), Kawasaki-shi, Japan, 1994.

[33] 3GPP, Draft AMR-WB Characterisation Processing Plan (WB-7c), Ver-
sion 1.0, 3GPP, Sep. 2001.

[34] A. Ramo and H. Toukomaa, “On Comparing Speech Quality of Various
Narrow- and Wideband Speech Codecs,” in Proc. of Int. Symp. Signal
Process. Appl., Sydney, NSW, Australia, Aug. 2005, pp. 603–606.

[35] 3GPP, EVS Permanent Document EVS-7c: Processing Functions for
Characterization Phase, V1.0.0, 3GPP, Aug. 2014.

[36] Z. Zhao, H. J. Liu, and T. Fingscheidt, “Convolutional Neural Networks
to Enhance Coded Speech,” IEEE/ACM T-ASLP, vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 663–
678, Apr. 2019.

[37] ITU, Software Tools for Speech and Audio Coding Standardization,
International Telecommunication Union, Telecommunication Standard-
ization Sector (ITU-T), Mar. 2010.

[38] ——, Rec. P.56: Objective Measurement of Active Speech Level, Inter-
national Telecommunication Standardization Sector (ITU-T), Dec. 2011.

[39] J. Thiemann, N. Ito, and E. Vincent, “The Diverse Environments
Multi-Channel Acoustic Noise Database: A Database of Multichannel
Environmental Noise Recordings,” J. Acoustic. Soc. Am., vol. 133, no. 5,
pp. 3591–3591, 2013.

[40] D. B. David, S. Sridharan, R. J. Vogt, and M. W. Mason, “The QUT-
NOISE-TIMIT Corpus for the Evaluation of Voice Activity Detection
Algorithms,” in Proc. of INTERSPEECH, Makuhari, Japan, Sept. 2010,
pp. 3110–3113.

[41] 3GPP, ANSI-C Code for the Adaptive Multi-Rate - Wideband (AMR-WB)
Speech Codec (3GPP TS 26.173, Rel. 14), 3GPP, Apr. 2017.

[42] ——, Codec for Enhanced Voice Services (EVS); ANSI C code (fixed-
point) (3GPP TS 26.442, Rel. 16), 3GPP, Feb. 2021.

[43] M. Mushkin and I. Bar-David, “Capacity and Coding for the Gilbert-
Elliott Channels,” IEEE Trans. on Information Theory, vol. 35, no. 6,
pp. 1277–1290, Nov. 1989.

[44] E. N. Gilbert, “Capacity of a Burst-Noise Channel,” Bell System Tech-
nical Journal, vol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1253–1265, Sep. 1960.

[45] “Speech Processing, Transmission and Quality Aspects (STQ); Speech
Quality Performance in the Presence of Background Noise; Part 1: Back-
ground Noise Simulation Technique and Background Noise Database,”
ETSI, Sophia Antipolis, France, ETSI EG 202 396-1, Version 1.2.2,
Sept. 1994.

[46] S. W. Fu, C. F. Liao, and Y. Tsao, “Learning With Learned Loss
Function: Speech Enhancement With Quality-Net to Improve Perceptual
Evaluation of Speech Quality,” IEEE SPL, vol. 27, no. 11, pp. 26–30,
Nov. 2019.

[47] A. L. Maas, A. Y. Hannun, and A. Y. Ng, “Rectifier Nonlinearities
Improve Neural Network Acoustic Models,” in Proc. of ICML, vol. 30,
Long Beach, CA, USA, Jun. 2013, pp. 1–6.


	I Introduction
	II Signal Model and Notations
	III Proposed Non-Intrusive PESQ-DNN
	III-A PESQ-DNN Topology
	III-B Training Loss Options

	IV Experimental Setup and Databases
	IV-A Databases and Preprocessing
	IV-A1 Training and Development Conditions
	IV-A2 Test Conditions

	IV-B Baselines
	IV-B1 QualityNet DNN
	IV-B2 WaweNet DNN
	IV-B3 DNSMOS DNN

	IV-C Performance Metrics
	IV-D Training Setup

	V Experimental Results and Discussion
	V-A Ablation Studies for the New PESQ-DNN
	V-B New PESQ-DNN in Comparison to Baselines
	V-B1 Clean Conditions
	V-B2 Noisy Conditions
	V-B3 Tandeming Conditions
	V-B4 Error-Prone Transmission Conditions
	V-B5 Overall Performance


	VI Conclusions
	References

