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ABSTRACT

Zero-shot Text-To-Speech (TTS) synthesis shows great promise for
personalized voice customization through voice cloning. However,
current methods for achieving zero-shot TTS heavily rely on large
model scales and extensive training datasets to ensure satisfactory
performance and generalizability across various speakers. This
raises concerns regarding both deployment costs and data security.
In this paper, we present a lightweight and stable zero-shot TTS sys-
tem. We introduce a novel TTS architecture designed to effectively
model linguistic content and various speaker attributes from source
speech and prompt speech, respectively. Furthermore, we present
a two-stage self-distillation framework that constructs parallel data
pairs for effectively disentangling linguistic content and speakers
from the perspective of training data. Extensive experiments show
that our system exhibits excellent performance and superior stability
on the zero-shot TTS tasks. Moreover, it shows markedly superior
computational efficiency, with RTFs of 0.13 and 0.012 on the CPU
and GPU, respectively.

Index Terms— Text-to-speech synthesis, Voice clone, Speaker
representation, Self-distillation.

1. INTRODUCTION

The recent advancements in Text-To-Speech (TTS) synthesis have
catalyzed an increasing demand for personalized voice customiza-
tion, especially in speaker imitation using voice cloning techniques.
However, traditional TTS approaches typically require a large
amount of high-quality speaker speech data as supervision signals
to adapt to new speakers [1, 2]. Such approaches not only demand
substantial resources to fine-tune and maintain a unique TTS model
for each user, but also require users to record substantial amounts of
speech data. To alleviate this challenge, recent research [3–18] has
explored zero-shot voice cloning with multi-speaker TTS systems,
appearing to provide a promising solution.

Zero-shot TTS provides a highly generalised model that is capa-
ble of synthesising speech that resemble a new speaker with only a
brief prompt speech (typically a few seconds). This approach elim-
inates the need for additional model finetuning. Recent zero-shot
TTS studies can be broadly categorized into two types: those lever-
aging speaker representation models [3–8] and those employing in-
context learning strategies [14–18]. Speaker representation-based
approaches enable explicitly modeling a target speaker’s represen-
tation from any given speech input. This is achieved either through
pre-trained speaker encoders [5,19–21] or through speaker encoders
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jointly trained with the TTS model [6, 8–11]. These speaker repre-
sentations are then utilized as global [4,5] or temporal [8,12] condi-
tional encodings within the audio generation. By thoroughly learn-
ing the speaker characteristics of numerous speakers in the training
dataset, the model can map the speaker latent space to the corre-
sponding speech properties, thus attaining zero-shot capability. Re-
cent studies leverage superior in-context learning capabilities of dif-
fusion models [7,13] or Large Language Models (LLMs) [14–18] to
learn speaker-related characteristics from the prompt speech. These
approaches demonstrate the efficacy of leveraging contextually rich
information to achieve speech synthesis across unseen speakers.

Despite significant progress in recent zero-shot TTS, these
methods still face considerable challenges in practical applications,
i.e., high resource dependence and suboptimal synthesis stability.
First, current zero-shot TTS systems rely on large-scale parameters
to model the inherent diversity of human voices from a massive
amount of data. For example, CosyVoice [16] employs a 414M
model and requires 171K hours of training data. Such an enormous
model hinders their integration into resource-constrained environ-
ments. It not only increases service costs, but also raises privacy
and security concerns, as users’ speech prompts still need to be
uploaded to cloud servers. Second, while autoregressive speech
modeling methods such as Tacotron [22] and VALL-E [14] improve
in-contextual modeling and enhance speech expressiveness, they
also increase vulnerability to time series prediction errors such as
omissions, incorrect readings, repetitions, and even severe error
accumulation, leading to suboptimal stability.

In this paper, we present a lightweight and stable zero-shot TTS
system with self-distilled representation disentanglement. On the
one hand, we propose a TTS architecture that effectively models the
prompt speech into multi-level speaker representations, including
global timbre features and temporal style features (i.e., features that
change over time, including speed, pitch, and energy). By explic-
itly leveraging the multi-level speaker representations, the model can
operate effectively with less data and simpler architectures, as these
representations capture the essential characteristics of the speakers.
On the other hand, we employ a self-distillation framework to en-
hance the model’s ability to disentangle content from speaker char-
acteristics. We use a pre-trained teacher model to generate parallel
data pairs that differ only in speaker characteristics, thereby guiding
the training of a student model. This disentangles the linguistic con-
tent from the speaker-related attributes at the data level, reinforcing
the model’s ability to synthesize speech conditioned solely on the
provided prompt speech. Extensive objective and subjective evalu-
ations demonstrate that our system outperforms baseline models in
content integrity while showing promise in speaker similarity. More-
over, our framework exhibits the most exceptional computational ef-
ficiency, rendering it well-suited for resource-constrained environ-
ments and real-time applications. Audio samples are available at the
demo website: https://zzfng9696.github.io.
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Fig. 1: Architecture of the proposed TTS model. The red dashed line
indicates participation only during training. The Timbre encoder is
a pre-trained model requiring no optimization.

2. ZEO-SHOT TTS MODEL

In this section, we introduce the model of our system. Figure 1
shows the model architecture, which comprises two main parts, i.e.,
content extraction and speaker adaptation.

2.1. Content Extraction

In the first part, we extract speaker-independent content represen-
tation from both text (phoneme sequence) and the corresponding
ground truth speech (mel-spectrogram). To enhance the expressive
capacity for complex speech content, we integrate a Mel Variational
Autoencoder (VAE) with a flow-based model to construct a latent
space of speech, transcending the limitations of text-only represen-
tations. We first encode both the text and speech at the phoneme
level using a linguistic encoder and a mel encoder, generating repre-
sentations eling and emel, respectively. We use eling as a condition for
predicting emel through Volume-Preserving Flow (VP-Flow). After
that, we fuse eling with emel, forming the content representation econ,
which is then fed into the speaker adaptivation part. Specifically, the
text encoder consists of multiple feed-forward Transformer blocks
with relative positional encoding [23]. The mel encoder consists
of multiple 2D Residential blocks (ResBlock) to downsample and
encode the input mel-spectrogram, followed by average pooling to
map frame-level features to phoneme-level features. Another multi-
level ResNet estimates the mean and variance of the variational la-
tent space. Note that the source speech contains not only content
information, but also information related to the target speaker. This
content-speaker coupling leads to the leakage of speaker information
from econ. We address this issue using a self-distillation framework
in Section 3.

2.2. Speaker Adaptation

In the second part, we explicitly model multi-level speaker-specific
representations from the prompt speech, i.e., temporal style repre-
sentations and global timbre representations. These representations
serve as conditions for steering the synthesis of the target speech, en-
suring that it accurately reflects the desired speaker characteristics.

We adopt a trainable mel encoder to extract the temporally-
related style representation, esty. This encoder is similar to that
used in HierSpeech++ [10] and GPT-SoVITS [17], but it includes
positional encoding and omits the final temporal averaging layer to

better capture temporal information. We use esty as a condition for a
variation adapter, which consists of three predictors for independent
speech attribute predictors, i.e., duration, pitch, and energy. We inte-
grate and align esty with the input sequence of the predictors through
a multi-head cross-attention layer. These predictors are individually
trained under supervised conditions using annotated data. To ensure
the model’s stability, we separate the gradients of these predictors
from the main network.

For timbre extraction, we utilize a speaker recognition model as
the timbre encoder, i.e., ERes2NetV2 [24], pre-trained on a large-
scale multi-domain dataset, Speaker3D [25]. This encoder gener-
ates a comprehensive speaker latent space that encompasses various
speakers and speaking conditions, facilitating the effective applica-
tion of unseen speaker features to achieve precise modeling of their
vocal styles. Additionally, a trainable linear layer is integrated into
this model to yield the speaker representation espk. To transfer the
timbre representation espk extracted from arbitrary speech into syn-
thesized speech, we employ a speaker-adaptive mel Decoder based
on a multi-level ResNet architecture with Adaptive Instance Normal-
ization (AdaIN) layer.

3. TWO-STAGE SELF-DISTILLATION

In this section, we propose a self-distillation framework aimed at
disentangling linguistic content and speaker characteristics from the
perspective of data. The basic idea is to construct parallel data pairs
featuring identical content but distinct speakers, utilizing the model’s
initial zero-shot capability. Figure 2 shows the training framework,
which involves the sequential training of a teacher model and a stu-
dent model.

3.1. Stage 1: Training Teacher TTS

We begin by training a teacher model MT , which is expected to ef-
fectively reconstruct the linguistic content from the given text and
preliminarily clone the speaker’s voice from the prompt speech.

Given a single speech sample x ∈ RT×F , where T and F rep-
resent the temporal and frequency dimensions, respectively, we ex-
tract emel from x and eling from the corresponding text c. These
two representations are combined to obtain econ. Next, we use the
timbre encoder and the style encoder to extract etim and esty from
the prompt speech x′. Using esty as a condition, we predict time-
dependent speech attributes and apply these to econ. Finally, we input
the fused feature into the Mel decoder to reconstruct the speech mel
spectrogram, ensuring that the generated speech matches the target
speaker’s timbre by conditioning on etim. We employ the following
loss functions to guide the training process.

Primary Losses. A reconstructive loss (Lrec) based on the L1-
norm is employed to quantify the discrepancy between the recon-
structed and original speech. Additionally, a Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence loss (LKL) is utilized to constrain the distribution of the
speech and linguistic representations. A PatchGAN-structured dis-
criminator is employed to leverage its capability for multi-scale anal-
ysis, distinguishing synthesized mel-spectrograms from genuine au-
dio features. This discriminator facilitates an adversarial training
paradigm with the generator, utilizing the Least Squares Generative
Adversarial Network (LSGAN) loss (Ladv).

Style-related Losses. A suite of loss functions refine the accu-
racy of our speech attribute predictors within the variance adapter.
For every speech sample x, our model generates predictions for the
attributes, i.e., duration, pitch, and energy, denoted as ŷi, where i
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Fig. 2: Two-stage training framework.

spans {duration, pitch, energy}. The loss function, Lpred,i, quanti-
fies the mean squared error (MSE) between the model’s predictions
and the ground truth values.

Timbre-related Loss. A cyclic contrastive loss function Lcyc

is employed to enforce alignment between the output speech and
the prompt audio within the speaker space of the timbre encoder.
Let ei and êi denote the timbre representations of the original
mel-spectrogram and reconstructed mel-spectrogram, respectively,
where i indexes the samples within a batch of size B. The speaker
representation êi, obtained by feeding x̂i into the speaker encoder,
should closely match ei. Conversely, speaker representations of
other utterances êj ̸=i within the mini-batch should significantly
diverge. The contrastive loss is defined as [26]:

Lcyc = − 1

B

B∑
i=1

log

(
exp(cos(êi, ei))∑N

j=1 1j ̸=i exp(cos(êi, ej))

)
, (1)

where, cos(·, ·) denotes the cosine similarity between two vectors,
and 1j ̸=i ∈ {0, 1} is an indicator function.

3.2. Stage 2: Training Student TTS

By leveraging the well-trained teacher model, we proceed to gener-
ate parallel data pairs for distilling a student model.

Given a speech sample x, and the corresponding text, repre-
sented as a phoneme sequence c, our method begins by employing
the teacher model to synthesize a new speech sample x̂′. The syn-
thetic speech sample preserves the textual content c, but is delivered
by a distinct speaker. To this end, we begin by randomly select-
ing a prompt speech sample x′ from our training dataset. The sam-
ple x′ corresponds to a different speaker s′ than the speaker s in x.
Then, we infer the teacher model with c and x′ for the generation of
x̂′ = MT (c, x

′). For the strict temporal alignment of the phonemes
of the x and x̂′, we explicitly specify the prediction result of the du-
ration predictor as the annotated phoneme duration of x during the
inference process.

After obtaining the time-aligned parallel data pair {x, x̂′}, we
proceed to train the student model. The student model mirrors the
same model structure as the teacher model but is initialized ran-
domly. We input x̂′ as the speech content for the student model,
accompanied by c as the linguistic content input. Additionally, we
randomly select another speech sample x̂′′ as the prompt, which is
uttered by the same speaker as x. We optimize the student model fol-
lowing the same procedure as detailed in Section 3.1, using x along
with its detailed annotation serving as the ground truth.

To regulate the intensity of distillation, we blend real and synthe-
sized samples within each training batch. To this end, we introduce
a coefficient σ ∈ [0, 1], which modulates the proportion of synthetic

speech samples. Specifically, in each batch of speech content input,
we replace ⌊σ ·B⌋ randomly selected speech samples with their cor-
responding synthesized speech samples, while the remaining sam-
ples remain as the ground truth speech samples.

The self-distillation framework ensures that the student model’s
content extraction avoids speaker-specific details, compelling it to
rely solely on prompt speech for speaker adaptation, thereby enhanc-
ing the separation of the representations.

4. EVALUATION

4.1. Experiemnt Setup

We train both the teacher and student models on a diverse dataset,
comprising 4,678 speakers, totaling 531 hours of audio. The
preprocessing pipeline involve extracting 80-dimensional mel-
spectrograms from the audio clips. For audio reconstruction from
mel-spectrograms, we employ a NFS-HiFiGAN model [27] as
vocoder. The TTS models are trained using an AdamW optimizer
and a batch size of 64 for 200,000 training steps. When training the
student model, we set σ = 0.8 by default.

Our proposed model is compared against four state-of-the-art
zero-shot Text-to-Speech (TTS) models: Vall-E [14], X-TTSv2 [28],
CosyVoice [16], and GPT-SoVITS [17]. We reproduce Vall-E based
on the published methodology [14] and trained it on a speech cor-
pus of approximately 60K hours and 19K speakers. The other sys-
tems utilize the open-source code and pre-trained models provided
by their respective authors.

Prompt speeches for the test dataset are collected from 20 volun-
teers (10 males and 10 females) who are not part of the training set,
ensuring that the baseline system’s training data does not contain
these test cases. For each volunteer, we record 5 audio clips, en-
suring high audio quality, clear pronunciation, and varied durations
ranging from 5 to 10 seconds. For each prompt speech, we gener-
ate 100 synthetic speeches using different sentences, with lengths
ranging from approximately 30 to 50 characters.

The metrics employed in the experiments are as follows,

• Speaker Similarity (SIM): We quantified the similarity between
generated and prompt speech using cosine similarity of speaker
embeddings, extracted via an Ecapa-TDNN model [29] pre-
trained on Speaker3D dataset [25].

• Character Error Rate(CER): We use a pre-trained ASR model
[30] to infer transcripts, and then derive CERs by calculating the
edit distance between the transcripts and the correct text.

• Real-Time Factor(RTF): We measure RTF on a Sever platform
equipped with an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Platinum 8369B@2.90GHz
CPU and an Nvidia Tesla A100 GPU.



• Mean Opinion Score (MOS): We invite 50 volunteers to score 20
groups of generated speech based on their on their subjective feel-
ings in terms of content consistency (MOScon) and speaker similar-
ity (MOSsim) on a scale of 1 to 5. Final MOS scores are calculated
with a 95% confidence interval.

4.2. Overall Performance Comparing with Baselines

Table 1 presents the overall performance comparison of our system
with baseline systems regarding content integrity and speaker simi-
larity. In terms of content integrity, our system achieves the lowest
CER of 1.8 and the highest MOScon of 4.43, surpassing all base-
line models. These results highlight our system’s ability to gener-
ate accurate and reliable content that meets expectations. In terms
of speaker similarity, our system attains a SIM score of 0.73, trail-
ing only behind the state-of-the-art model, CosyVoice, which scores
0.84. MOSsim may slightly differ from the SIM results, because the
objective scoring model primarily assesses timbre similarity, while
human raters consider additional factors such as speaking style and
emotional expressiveness. Overall, the experimental results demon-
strate that our system outperforms baseline models in content in-
tegrity while showing promise in speaker similarity.

Table 2 shows the efficiency comparison of our system with
baseline systems in terms of parameter scale, data requirements, and
real-time performance metrics. All baseline systems exceed 200M
parameters, with CosyVoice and X-TTSv2 even surpassing 400M
parameters. While this extensive parameter count enables robust
speaker modeling, it necessitates considerable training datasets and
computational resources, as illustrated by the significant data hours
and RTF involved. In contrast, our system employs a lightweright ar-
chitecture with only 22.5M parameters, making it both data and com-
putationally efficient. Regarding real-time performance, all baseline
systems operate slower than real-time on CPUs, with their RTF val-
ues significantly exceeding 1. In comparison, our system achieves
RTFs of 0.13 on CPUs and 0.012 on GPUs, indicating at least a ten-
fold improvement over the baselines.

4.3. Impact of Self-distillation Framework

Figure 3 shows the t-SNE visualization of speaker embeddings from
our system with and without self-distillation. We can obvious that,
compared with real speech samples(triangles), the non-distillation

Table 1: Performance comparison of our system with baselines

Model Content Integrity Speaker Similarity
CER↓ MOScon ↑ SIM↑ MOSsim ↑

Vall-E 2.89 4.17±0.11 0.72 3.24±0.12
X-TTSv2 4.05 3.31±0.16 0.47 2.04±0.09

GPT-SoVITS 4.89 4.18±0.12 0.70 3.40±0.12
CosyVoice 3.42 4.35±0.10 0.84 3.73±0.11

Our system 1.80 4.43±0.09 0.73 3.31±0.11

Table 2: Efficiency comparison of our system with baselines

Model Params↓ Data(h)↓ RTFCPU↓ RTFGPU↓
Vall-E 370M 100K 2.61 0.47

X-TTSv2 447M N/A 5.75 0.26
GPT-SoVITS 223M 2K 3.53 0.38

CosyVoice 414M 173K 15.3 1.89
Our system 22.5M 531 0.13 0.012

Synthetic Data
Real Data

(a) Without self-distillation

Synthetic Data
Real Data

(b) With self-distillation

Fig. 3: t-SNE visualization of speaker embeddings from our system
with and without self-distillation. Triangles represent synthetic sam-
ples, circles represent real samples.
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Fig. 4: Impact of the self-distillation coefficient σ on SIM and CER.

model shows a clear separation between the point clusters of real
speeches and synthesized speeches (circles). In contrast, the self-
distilled model exhibits less separability. The distance between the
feature points of real speech and synthesized speech is significantly
reduced, and in some cases, they even highly overlap. This indicates
a high degree of timbre consistency achieved by the self-distilled
model, highlighting its effectiveness in enhancing the similarity of
model speaker characteristics.

Figure 4 quantitatively illustrates the impact of the self-distillation
coefficient σ on the SIM and the CER. As σ increased, the SIM
score steadily improves to a maximum of 0.73 at σ = 0.8. Further
increases in σ led to a slight decline in the score. This trend empha-
sizes the importance of selecting an appropriate σ value to enhance
speaker feature disentanglement and improve the model’s general-
ization capabilities. Meanwhile, CER scores exhibit stability across
varying σ values, experiencing minimal fluctuations between 1.78
and 1.90. This finding indicates that the self-distillation framework
can effectively improve victim similarity without compromising the
integrity of the content.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce a lightweight and stable zero-shot TTS
system. We first propose a novel TTS architecture designed to ef-
fectively model linguistic content and various speaker-related at-
tributes from source speech and prompt speech, respectively. Next,
we present a two-stage self-distillation framework that constructs
parallel data pairs for effectively disentangling linguistic content and
speakers from the aspect of training data. Both objective and subjec-
tive evaluations demonstrate that our system matches the Baseline
in zero-shot speech synthesis performance while achieving superior
computational efficiency.
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