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Abstract
Self-supervised learning, such as with the wav2vec 2.0 frame-
work significantly improves the accuracy of end-to-end auto-
matic speech recognition (ASR). Wav2vec 2.0 has been applied
to single-channel end-to-end ASR models. In this work, we ex-
plored a self-supervised learning method for a multi-channel
end-to-end ASR model based on the wav2vec 2.0 frame-
work. As the multi-channel end-to-end ASR model, we fo-
cused on a multi-channel neural transducer. In pre-training,
we compared three different methods for feature quanti-
zation to train a multi-channel conformer audio encoder:
joint quantization, feature-wise quantization and channel-wise
quantization. In fine-tuning, we trained the multi-channel
conformer–transducer. All experiments were conducted using
the far-field in-house and CHiME-4 datasets. The results of
the experiments showed that feature-wise quantization was the
most effective among the methods. We observed a 66% rela-
tive reduction in character error rate compared with the model
without any pre-training for the far-field in-house dataset.
Index Terms: Self-supervised learning, wav2vec 2.0, Multi-
channel end-to-end speech recognition, Neural transducer, Con-
former

1. Introduction
Self-supervised learning significantly improves the accuracy of
end-to-end automatic speech recognition (ASR) models such as
the attention-based encoder-decoder [1], connectionist temporal
classification (CTC) [2] and neural transducers [3]. The most
popular framework for self-supervised learning is wav2vec 2.0
[4]. In wav2vec 2.0 pre-training, the model is trained similarly
to that in masked language modeling [5]. In fine-tuning, the
model is trained using the ASR loss function. Wav2vec 2.0 has
been mainly applied to single-channel end-to-end ASR models
[4, 6, 7]. In this work, we train a multi-channel end-to-end ASR
model based on the wav2vec 2.0 framework.

Multi-channel end-to-end ASR models can improve the
robustness of far-field ASR in noisy environments, because
the models can capture not only spectral information but
also spatial information of the target and interference sig-
nals captured from different microphones [8, 9]. In many
end-to-end multi-channel ASR architectures [10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15], a multi-channel neural transducer [14] is promising in
terms of efficiency and accuracy.

Multi-channel neural transducers are based on neural
transducers such as Transformer–Transducer [16, 17] and
Conformer–Transducer [18]. Multi-channel neural transduc-
ers can learn the contextual relationship across channels us-
ing channel-wise and cross-channel self-attention layers with-
out beamforming [19, 20, 21]. Multi-channel neural transduc-
ers outperform typical multi-channel end-to-end ASR models,
which are cascaded with neural beamforming [14].

In this work, we train a multi-channel neural transducer
based on wav2vec 2.0 pre-training. For training, we explore

three quantization methods: joint quantization, feature-wise
quantization and channel-wise quantization. We report the re-
sults of experiments using the far-field in-house and public
CHiME-4 datasets [9].

In the experiments, we show that feature-wise quantization
has the best performance among the quantization methods. We
observe 66% and 4.2% relative reductions in character error
rate compared with the model without any pre-training for the
far-field in-house and CHiME-4 datasets, respectively.

2. Background
2.1. Multi-channel neural transducer
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Figure 1: Architecture of multi-channel neural transducer in the
case of two channels.

We first describe the architecture of a multi-channel neu-
ral transducer. Figure 1 shows an overview of a multi-channel
neural transducer in the case of two channels. Given acoustic
feature x and previous tokens yu−1, the multi-channel audio
encoder converts acoustic feature x to hidden vector f , and the
label encoder predicts a new token yU based on past tokens ex-
cept for a blank token. The joint network outputs vector J using
two hidden vectors from audio and label encoders, and softmax
outputs logits.

A multi-channel audio encoder consists of channel-wise
self-attention and cross-channel self-attention layers. The
channel-wise self-attention layers convert inputs from each
channel to hidden vectors independently via multi-head atten-
tion (MHA) [22]. The cross-channel self-attention layers learn
the contextual relationship across channels. We convert hidden
vector hi of the ith channel from the channel-wise self-attention
layers to query Qi, and the mean vector of the hidden vectors of
other channel inputs from the channel-wise self-attention lay-
ers is converted to key Ki and value Vi. The MHA is calcu-
lated using Qi, Ki and Vi. Finally, hidden vectors from the
cross-channel self-attention layers are fused by taking a simple
average. For input features, a multi-channel audio encoder ob-
tains not only amplitude features but also phase features, unlike
a single-channel neural transducer.

A multi-channel neural transducer is trained using the
recurrent neural network–Transducer (RNN–T) loss [3]. Given
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acoustic features x and label sequence y, the neural transducer
outputs T ×U logits. The RNN–T loss is calculated as the sum
of probabilities for all paths using a forward–backward algo-
rithm. The RNN–T loss function is written as

λRNN−T = −
∑
i

logP (y|x), (1)

P (y|x) =
∑

J∈Z(y,T )

P (J |x), (2)

where Z(y, T ) is the set of all alignments of length T for the
token sequence.

2.2. Self-supervised learning based on wav2vec 2.0 frame-
work

We next describe self-supervised learning based on the wav2vec
2.0 framework. In wav2vec 2.0 pre-training, the audio encoder
is trained by minimizing the contrastive loss. Given target quan-
tized feature qt and K distractors (non-target quantized fea-
tures), the model must identify the true quantized feature among
K + 1 quantized features q̃ ∈ Qt. The contrastive loss is cal-
culated as

λ = − log
exp(sim(ft, qt))∑

q̃∼Qt
exp(sim(ft, q̃t))

, (3)

where f denotes hidden vectors from the masked audio encoder
and sim is a function for calculating the cosine similarity be-
tween two vectors: sim(a, b) = aT b/||a||||b||.

An audio encoder consists of Transformer [22] or Con-
former [18]. A quantizer consists of a quantization [4] or linear
[6] layer.

3. Self-supervised learning for
multi-channel neural transducer

For the training of the multi-channel audio encoder, we explore
three quantization methods: joint quantization, feature-wise
quantization and channel-wise quantization.

3.1. Joint quantization

Figure 2 shows joint quantization. In this figure, Xamplitude

and Xphase are the amplitude and phase features, respec-
tively. f and q are the hidden vector from the masked
features and the quantized feature as in figure, respec-
tively. This example shows the case of two channels. In
this approach, the quantizer converts concatenated vectors
[X1

amplitude;X2
amplitude;X2

amplitude;X2
phase] to quantized

vector q. The quantizer consists of a single linear layer.
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Figure 2: Joint quantization in the case of two channels.

3.2. Feature-wise quantization

Figure 3 shows feature-wise quantization in the case of two
channels. In this method, the quantization module consists of
amplitude, phase and joint quantizers. The amplitude quan-
tizer converts amplitude features [X1

amplitude;X2
amplitude] to

quantized amplitude features qamplitude. The phase quantizer
converts phase features [X1

phase;X2
phase] to quantized phase

features qphase. The joint quantizer obtains the two vectors
[qamplitude; qphase] from the two quantizers and converts them
to quantized feature q. All quantizers consist of linear layers.

3.3. Channel-wise quantization

Figure 4 shows channel-wise quantization. In this method, the
quantization module consists of channel quantizers, the atten-
tion and the joint quantizer. The channel quantizers convert the
amplitude and phase features [Xc

amplitude;Xc
phase] from each

input channel to channel-wise quantized features qc. To cap-
ture the contextual relationship across channels, the attention
was calculated. For instance, the attention for the first channel
in the case of two channels is calculated as

a1 = Softmax(wTTanh(UX1 +HX2 + b)), (4)

where X1 = [X1
amplitude;X1

phase], X2 =
[X2

amplitude;X2
phase] and w, U , H and b are model

parameters. The attention is used to calculate weighted
quantized vector qc

′
. The joint quantizer converts the weighted

quantized features from each channel quantizer to quantized
vector q.

4. Experiments
4.1. Data preparation

Far-field in-house dataset As the experimental dataset, we
use the far-field in-house dataset, which consists of 104.3
hours of transcribed Japanese speech. The speech is
recorded by a two-channel linear microphone array with
an inter-microphone spacing of 8 mm. The amounts
of training and test data are 102 and 2.3 hours, respec-
tively. For pre-training and fine-tuning, we use the train-
ing set, and for the evaluation, we use the test set. For
this dataset, we report the character error rate (CER).

CHiME-4 dataset We also use the CHiME-4 dataset to evalu-
ate our proposed method. Speech in English is recorded
by six microphones. For efficient training, we pick up
the first and sixth microphone channels as input signals.
In this experiment, we use training and evaluation sets
on real data. For pre-training and fine-tuning, we use the
training set. For evaluation, we use the eval set. For this
dataset, we report the word error rate (WER) and CER.

4.2. Model details

We next describe the architecture of the multi-channel neural
transducer. We use eight conformer layers and a unidirectional
long short-term memory (LSTM) layer with 256 hidden nodes
for the multi-channel audio and label encoders, respectively.
Table 1 shows the parameters of the Conformer [18] encoder
model. The parameter size of the multi-channel audio encoder
is 15.0 (M). The joint network obtains 512-dimensional vectors
from audio and label encoders, and outputs 256-dimensional
vector with Tanh activation. Finally, softmax outputs logits.
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Figure 3: Feature-wise quantization.

Masked multi-channel 

audio encoder

[𝑋1
amplitude

; 𝑋1
phase

] [𝑋2
amplitude

; 𝑋2
phase

] [𝑋1
amplitude

; 𝑋1
phase

] [𝑋2
amplitude

; 𝑋2
phase

]

Channel

quantizer

Joint quantizer

𝒒1 𝒒2

𝒒𝒇 Contrastive 

loss

Channel

quantizer

Hidden vector

from masked features
Target quantized feature

Attention Attention

𝒒1
′

𝒒2
′

Distractors

Figure 4: Channel-wise quantization.

Table 1: Multi-channel Conformer encoder architecture.

Parameter Value
Number of layers 8

Number of channels 2
Number of heads 8
Head dimension 32

Kernel size 7
Number of hidden nodes 256

Position-wise feed-forward
dimension 512

For the amplitude feature, we use the log-STFT square
magnitude. For the phase feature, we use cosine interchannel
phase differences (cosIPD) and sinIPD [23]. The features are
extracted every 10 ms with a window size of 25 ms from audio
samples. We set the FFT size as 512.

In the wav2vec 2.0 pre-training, we train the multi-channel
audio encoder by minimizing the contrastive loss. We mask
50% of the time steps and set the number of distractors as 100.
The distractors are uniformly sampled from other masked time
steps of the same utterance.

For fine-tuning, we train the multi-channel neural trans-
ducer by minimizing the RNN–T loss. As the baseline sys-
tem, we use the multi-channel neural transducer without any
pre-training. For the far-field in-house dataset, the model out-
puts 715 characters and a blank token. For the CHiME-4
dataset, the model outputs 26 lower-case alphabet characters,
three special tokens (apostrophe, period and whitespace) and
a blank token. In addition, gradient clipping is applied with a
value of 5 to avoid an exploding gradient. We apply SpecAug-
ment [24] to improve robustness. For the training of all models,
we use the Transformer learning schedule [22]. We also use the
Adam optimizer [25], setting β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.98 and ϵ = 10.
All networks are implemented using Pytorch [26].

4.3. Results

4.3.1. Far-field in-house dataset

Table 2 shows the results of feature-wise quantization for the
far-field in-house dataset. In this experiment, we investigate the
effect of the activation function for the amplitude and phase
quantizers. Compared with the result of the model without
any pre-training (exp0), we observe an improvement for all
pre-training methods (exp1, exp2, exp3, exp4). In addition,
the amount of improvement depends on the activation function
(exp1, exp2, exp4). We observe a 66% relative reduction in
CER using the quantization method employing the amplitude

Table 2: Results of feature-wise quantization for
far-field in-house dataset. Results are given as relative
character error rate reduction (CERR) [%]. A positive value
indicates an improvement.

ID pre-training quantization

amplitude
quantizer
activation

phase
quantizer
activation CERR (%)

exp0 - - - - 0
exp1 ✓ feature Swish Swish 58.1
exp2 ✓ feature Swish ReLU 60.5
exp3 ✓ joint - - 62.1
exp4 ✓ feature Swish None 66

quantizer with Swish activation [27] and the phase quantizer
without any activation (exp4). The CER of the method was
lower than that for joint quantization (exp3).

Table 3: Results of channel-wise quantization for
far-field in-house dataset. Results are given as relative
character error rate reduction (CERR) [%]. A positive value
indicates an improvement.

ID pre-training quantization CERR (%)
exp0 - - 0
exp3 ✓ joint 62.1
exp5 ✓ channel 49.1

Table 3 shows the results of channel-wise quantization.
Compared with the result of the model without any pre-training
(exp0), the quantization method also reduced CER (exp5). The
improvement was greater for joint quantization (exp3) than for
channel-wise quantization (exp5).

4.3.2. CHiME-4 dataset

Table 4 shows the results of feature-wise quantization for the
CHiME-4 dataset. Compared with the result of the model with-
out any pre-training (expA), we observe an improvement for
all pre-training methods (expB, expC, expD, expE), the same
as that for the far-field in-house dataset. We observe a 2.4%
relative reduction in WER using the quantization method em-
ploying the amplitude quantizer with Swish activation and the
phase quantizer with Swish activation (expB). We observe a
4.2% relative reduction in CER using the quantization method
employing the amplitude quantizer with Swish activation and
the phase quantizer without any activation (expE). Compar-



ing the improvement of CER the for far-field in-house dataset,
the improvement of CER for the CHiME-4 dataset was small.
We concluded that this is caused by the amount of training
data in the CHiME-4 dataset being smaller than that in the
far-field in-house dataset.

Table 4: Results of feature-wise quantization for CHiME-4
dataset. Results are given as relative character error rate re-
duction (CERR) [%] and relative word error rate reduction
(WERR) [%]. A positive value indicates an improvement.

ID pre-training quantization

amplitude
quantizer
activation

phase
quantizer
activation CERR (%) WERR (%)

expA - - - - 0 0
expB ✓ feature Swish Swish 3.6 2.4
expC ✓ feature Swish ReLU 2.6 1.7
expD ✓ joint - - 3.2 1.4
expE ✓ feature Swish None 4.2 0.1

4.4. Analysis of hidden vectors

log-STFT square magnitude

Joint quantization

Feature-wise quantization

Figure 5: Analysis of hidden vectors after self-supervised learn-
ing.

We next analyze the hidden vectors from the multi-channel
audio encoder after pre-training. Figure 5 shows hidden vectors
from multi-channel audio encoders trained by different quan-
tization methods for the far-field in-house dataset. The upper
figure shows the log-STFT square magnitude. The middle fig-
ure shows the hidden vector from the multi-channel audio en-
coder trained by joint quantization (exp3). The lower figure
shows the hidden vector from the multi-channel audio encoder
trained by feature-wise quantization (exp4). By comparing
the hidden vectors, we observe a clearer contrast between the
speech and noise sections for feature-wise quantization. This
result suggests that the multi-channel audio encoder trained by
feature-wise quantization learns the latent representation better
than the multi-channel audio encoder trained by joint quantiza-
tion in terms of noise robustness.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we trained a multi-channel neural transducer based
on wav2vec 2.0 pre-training. For the training, we explored three
quantization methods: joint quantization, feature-wise quanti-
zation and channel-wise quantization. We reported the results
of experiments using the far-field in-house and public datasets.
We experimentally showed that the feature-wise quantization
method had the best performance. We observed 66% and 4.2%

relative reductions in CER compared with the model with-
out any pre-training for the far-field in-house and CHiME-4
datasets, respectively.
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