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Abstract

Generalizable deepfake detection can be for-
mulated as a detection problem where labels
(bonafide and fake) are fixed but distributional
drift affects the deepfake set. We can always
train our detector with one-selected attacks and
bonafide data, but an attacker can generate new
attacks by just retraining his generator with a dif-
ferent seed. One reasonable approach is to simply
pool all different attack types available in training
time. Our proposed approach is to utilize meta-
learning in combination with LoRA adapters to
learn the structure in the training data that is com-
mon to all attack types.

1. Introduction
Domain generalization (Zhou et al., 2022) in machine learn-
ing is a long-standing problem. The key goal is to learn a
classifier that can generalize to an unseen evaluation condi-
tion, where the semantic classes used in the training time
are still present. A classic example in this space is to train
a classifier to recognize elephants from photos, and then
apply the classifier to hand-drawn images of elephants. It ap-
pears that the marginal distribution of pixels in the elephant
class is radically different from the marginal distribution of
the pixels of hand drawn elephants. However, the cues for
the elephant class, such as large earlobes or the trunk, are
invariant over different visual representations of elephants.
Thus, it seems to make sense to try to learn the commonality
between different representations.

It is easy to understand that many practical classification
tasks turns out to be useless in a deployed environment if
domain generalization is not taken into account. Users of
machine learning are typically not interested to know what
data was used to train the model, they just want the trained
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model to work in their use case. Deepfake detection is a
case in point, it is easy to collect large amounts of bonafide
face images or utterances, but what about examples from
the fake or generated class? These generation methods,
referred to as attacks in this work, are attack-dependent. It
is always possible to train a detector that performs well on
a fixed set of attacks. However, evaluating on an unknown
attack – or even the same generative model initialized with
a different random seed – results in significantly degraded
performance.

Domain generalization problem can be solved in many dif-
ferent ways, with the two prominent techniques being data
augmentation and the use of foundation model. The idea
behind both approaches is that either incorporating a large
dataset (foundation model) or perturbing the training data
may improve the model’s ability to generalize to unseen
evaluation data.

These ideas have seen empirical success in the field of deep-
fake detection (Oneata et al., 2023; Wang & Yamagishi,
2023), but they are bound to fail if the unseen attacks do not
fit the preset perturbation pattern. Alignment techniques,
on the other hand, aim to force the model to be domain
agnostic to specific pre-set domains, i.e. the attacks need to
be known in advance.

When multiple attack types are available at the training
time, we can pool all the training data and train just one
model. This baseline approach in domain generalization is
known as the empirical risk minimization (ERM). Interest-
ingly, via theoretical arguments (Gouk et al., 2024) have
shown that ERM is hard to beat in the domain generalization
task. Fortunately, we are able to use specific nature of the
deepfake detection task to overcome the theoretical limits.
With meta-learning, we can take advantage of the known
differences between the attack types by explicitly simulating
domain shifts during training. This optimization approach
is called meta-learning domain generalization (MLDG) (Li
et al., 2017). It splits the available attacks into meta-train
and meta-test subsets in each iteration, forcing the model
to adapt to certain attacks while retaining performance on
others. In doing so, MLDG encourages parameters that
generalize more effectively across domains than standard
ERM might allow. But, as alluded earlier, we would need
to learn the cues that are common between all attack types.
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Table 1. A summary of the most relevant previous research used as inspiration for our work. TF denotes transformers.

Paper Description Algorithms Model Uses
Evaluation Data

Attack Agnostic
(Kawa et al., 2022)

Pools data from different corpora
5-fold CV ERM LCNN No

Wav2Vec+AASIST
(Tak et al., 2022)

Coupling Wav2Vec 2.0 front-end with
AASIST back-end for deepfake detection ERM TF + GNN No

Wav2Vec+LoRA
(Zhang et al., 2023)

Continual learning from
three corpora with finetuned LoRA ERM

TF + SENet
LoRA Yes & No

Adaptation with
Meta-Learning

(Kukanov et al., 2024)

Adapt Wav2Vec params.
with ProtoMAML and ProtoNet Meta TF+GNN Yes

(Ours)
Finetunes LoRA parameters

using MLDG.
Only one corpus is used.

Meta TF+GNN
LoRA No

This is not learned with the MLDG.

Low-rank adaptation (LoRA) has emerged as an efficient
approach for fine-tuning large-scale transformer-based mod-
els with minimal computational overhead (Hu et al., 2021).
LoRA achieves this by introducing trainable low-rank de-
composition matrices into the weight update process, there-
fore reducing the number of trainable parameters while
maintaining model performance. Specifically for deepfake
detection, LoRA application demonstrates enhanced detec-
tion accuracy while preserving efficiency. Recent studies
have explored the integration of LoRA with transformer-
based models for robust spoof speech detection.

In (Zhang et al., 2023), the authors introduced a low-rank
adaptation specifically tailored for the Wav2Vec 2.0 model.
This approach freezes the weights of the pre-trained model
and injects trainable low-rank matrices, drastically reducing
trainable parameters. The results indicated that this method
not only preserved the model’s accuracy on known spoof
audio types but also improved performance for new and
unseen spoofing attacks. The study emphasizes that LoRA’s
efficiency allows for lower memory requirements and faster
adaptation to emerging threats in audio spoofing, making it
a promising strategy for real-time applications.

In (Wang et al., 2023), the authors analyze the advantages of
using LoRA over conventional fine-tuning methods. Their
experiments revealed that applying LoRA to Wav2vec 2.0 re-
duced the number of trainable parameters by a factor of 198
while achieving performance comparable to full fine-tuning
approaches. This finding underscores LoRA’s potential in
maintaining high detection accuracy without incurring sig-

nificant computational costs. It is crucial in dynamic envi-
ronments where new spoofing techniques frequently emerge
and require prompt adaptation.

The integration of LoRA into model backbone enables effi-
cient adaptation without extensive retraining of large models.
Moreover, integrating LoRAs in different layers of back-
bone model helps to leverage abstract features’ representa-
tion throughout the model. We summarize our contributions
as:

• Present a novel way to combine the MLDG optimiza-
tion method with LoRA-based neural representation
architecture.

• As far as we are aware, this is the first time that MLDG
is used in speech deepfake detection.

• Compared to other meta-learning applications for fake
speech detection (Kukanov et al., 2024), the proposed
approach is zero-shot adaptation method.

• Obtain promising empirical performance across corpus
in multiple domains and on unknown attacks.

2. Related Work
Speech deepfake detection research which was systematized
by ASVspoof challenge campaings (Todisco et al., 2019;
Yamagishi et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2024). Such system-
atization and data collection has marked an interest in the
development of speech deepfake detectors to such an extent
that equal error rates (EERs) obtain are easily 1 < % when
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the training and evaluation sets are coming from the same
corpus. But such a results do not carry over to cross-corpus
studies, where training is done on one corpus and testing
on another (Müller et al., 2024). But this is precisely the
speech deepfake generalization task.

Regularization (Chen et al., 2020) Used continual learning
in finetuning to make sure that finetuned model does not
have catastrophic forgetting (Ma et al., 2021). Authors
used full corpora to finetune the model. This in contrast
to (Kukanov et al., 2024), where authors used meta-learning
to learn a few-shot finetuning. Authors noticed that only
a few samples from the unknown attacks were enough to
significantly reduce the EER. In contrast to the present work,
we do not any samples from the unknown attacks.

In (Kawa et al., 2022), authors pooled data from multiple
corpora and applied 5-fold cross-validation to improve the
generalization performance of the LCNN classifier (Lavren-
tyeva et al., 2019). And finally, speech foundation models
have also been used with the idea that such a model after
finetuning with the speech deepfake corpora will work well
on the unseen attacks (Oneata et al., 2023; Wang & Yamag-
ishi, 2023). In the present work, we take this as a baseline
where our results are compared against. This system is
called in our Tables Wav2Vec-AASIST. Parameters to be
finetuned is extremely large, namely 317M, comparing to
proposed model that obtains better performance with only
840K parameters.

3. Speech Deepfake Detection
Speech deepfake detection targets the task of distinguishing
genuine (bonafide) speech from spoofed audio. Spoofed
utterances are commonly produced by text-to-speech (TTS)
or voice conversion (VC) algorithms, both of which can
generate realistic utterances intended to deceive.

One of the state-of-the-art models in the speech deepfake
detection comprises self-supervisely pre-trained front-end
and graph attention back-end, Wav2Vec-AASIST (Tak et al.,
2022). The Wav2Vec-AASIST model is designed for detect-
ing speech deepfakes by leveraging the capabilities of the
Wav2Vec 2.0 framework, it capture complex audio features
learned from thousands of hours of speech that are crucial
for distinguishing between real and spoofed audio signals.
It followed by the AASIST, the spectro-temporal graph at-
tention module. It aggregates information from time frames
and frequency bins, improving sensitivity to anomalies in
the audio signal, the output is a binary decision.

4. Proposed Method
A common strategy in speech deepfake detection involves
fully fine-tuned large pre-trained models (e.g., Wav2Vec 2.0)

on a pooled dataset of attacks . Although this empirical risk
minimization (ERM) approach can yield strong in-domain
performance, it typically requires updating hundreds of mil-
lions of parameters resulting in high memory usage, slow
training, and increased risk of over-fitting . Furthermore,
assuming single, pooled dataset may fail to account for do-
main shifts when new or more sophisticated attack types
emerge.

To address both parameter efficiency and cross-domain gen-
eralization, we integrate low-rank adapter (LoRA) into a
meta-learning domain generalization (MLDG) framework.
LoRA confines most updates to small, rank-deficient matri-
ces within the model’s attention weights, drastically reduc-
ing the number of trainable parameters. Meanwhile, MLDG
partitions attacks into distinct meta-train and meta-test do-
mains, optimizing for generalizability across these domains
rather than focusing on a single dataset. By combining
LoRA and MLDG, we largely preserve the main SSL back-
bone while ensuring that the model learns adapt to varying
attack types in a domain-aware manner.

We hypothesize that restricting fine-tuning to low-rank
adapters prevents the model from over-fitting to a single,
known attack distribution, while the meta-learning compo-
nent enforces cross-domain consistency. This design seeks
to preserve the broad knowledge captured by the pre-trained
model while developing specialized parameters for handling
unseen attacks. Consequently, we expect fewer trainable
parameters, faster adaptation, and improved out-of-domain
performance compared to prior full fine-tuning or purely on
ERM-based training.

4.1. Neural model

Low-rank Adapters. Initially low-rank adaptation (LoRA)
is designed to efficiently fine-tune large language models
(Hu et al., 2021), Fig. 1. The primary idea behind LoRA is
to reduce the number of parameters needed for fine-tuning
by approximating weight updates as low-rank matrices,
rather than updating the entire model’s parameters.

The general weight update in a neural network is defined as

W′ = W +∆W (1)

where W represents the pre-trained weights of backbone
model, and ∆W represents the change introduced by fine-
tuning. In LoRA, ∆W is parameterized as the product of
two low-rank matrices:

∆W = AB (2)

where A ∈ Rd×r and B ∈ Rr×m are low-rank matrices
with the rank r, much smaller than the dimensions of W:
r ≪ d,m. This low-rank approximation drastically reduces
the number of parameters that need to be learned, improving
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Figure 1. LoRA modules integrated in self-attention heads of the
Wav2Vec-AASIST model.

both the efficiency and flexibility of the fine-tuning process.
LoRAs are typically added as aside modules to the attention
weights or feed-forward layers in the transformer. This
allows the pre-trained model to retain its general knowledge
while adapting to specific task requirements with minimal
computational overhead.

Motivation for LoRA. The explicit benefit of fine-tuning
with LoRA modules is that the proposed approach enables
rapid and efficient fine-tuning for both empirical risk min-
imization (ERM) and meta-learning with domain general-
ization (MLDG). The latter is a computationally intensive
optimization problem that requires computing the second-
order derivatives. LoRA is a feasible solution by reducing
the number of trainable parameters and without compromis-
ing performance.

Unlike (Kukanov et al., 2024), where ProtoMAML only
adapts the final model layer. Here, LoRA is incorporated
across all transformer layers, facilitating the full use of deep
feature representations from the entire model. LoRA learns
the contribution of different layers of a backbone model,
since specific layers are more beneficial for a downstream
task (Pasad et al., 2024).

Leveraging LoRA enables the model to disentangle informa-
tion specific to downstream task. This framework is adapt-
able, allowing the system to flexibly learn domain-specific
or attack-based information. Furthermore, it provides the
flexibility to replace modules as required to accommodate
evolving task requirements.

4.2. Optimization

We adopt a first-order variant of Meta-learning Domain Gen-
eralization (MLDG) (Li et al., 2017) for a speech deepfake
detection task. Suppose we have K distinct domains (attack
types), and each domain Dk has a set of training samples
(xj , yj). We also define a standard loss function ℓ(ŷ, y),
such as negative log-likelihood, comparing predicted ŷ to y.
In our binary classification setting (bonafide vs. spoof) the
negative log-likehood takes the form:

ℓ(ŷ, y) = − log p
(
y | x; Θ

)
, (3)

where ŷ can be interpreted as the model’s predicted prob-
ability of the label y. In practice, this is implemented via
a log-softmax output layer and a standard two-class NLL
objective.

Let S denote the entire set of domains in a training batch.
We randomly select a subset of domains to serve as meta-
train(S) and another subset to serve as meta-test (S̆). Speci-
fically, we partition the domain indices and treat S for adap-
tation and S̆ for validation.

In the meta-training phase we perform a single-step adapta-
tion. We gather all data from the meta-train domains S and
aggregate a loss function F (Θ):

F (Θ) =
1

|S|

∑
k∈S

1

Nk

∑
(xj ,yj)∈Dk

ℓΘ(xj , yj), (4)

where Θ is our current model parameters. We compute
∇ΘF (Θ) and update with a single gradient step:

Θ′ ← Θ− α∇ΘF (Θ), (5)

simulating the adaptation to S with α as the meta-train
learning rate.

In the meta-testing phase we evaluate the adapted param-
eters Θ′ on the meta-test domains S̆. The meta-test loss
is:

G(Θ′) =
1

|S̆|

∑
k∈S̆

1

Nk

∑
(xj ,yj)∈Dk

ℓΘ′(xj , yj). (6)

In the original MLDG formulation (Li et al., 2017), we
compute the gradient of G(Θ′) through the update step
Θ′ = Θ − α∇ΘF (Θ), yielding a second-order term
∇ΘG(Θ′)

∣∣
Θ′(Θ)

. While this can be more accurate, it also
includes higher computational cost in the form of second-
order derivatives.

In our first-order approach, we do not compute the higher-
order gradient of G(Θ′) w.r.t. Θ, resulting in a simpler,
more efficient update step. The meta-train and meta-test
losses are combined into a single objective, treating Θ′ as a
single-step adaptation of Θ:

min
Θ

F (Θ) + βG(Θ− α∇ΘF (Θ)), (7)
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Figure 2. Methodological framework for generalizable speech deepfake detection using MLDG. Attack domains are randomly split into
meta-train and meta-test subsets, enabling the model to simulate domain shifts, compute meta-train and meta-test losses, and optimize for
robust generalization across unseen attack types.

Algorithm 1 First-order MLDG algorithm
Input: domains S
Initialize: Model parameters Θ; hyperparameters
α, β, γ.
for iteration = 1 to maxIters do

Split: (S, Š)← S
Meta-train: Compute∇Θ = F ′(S; Θ)
updated parameters Θ′ ← Θ− α∇Θ

Meta-test: Evaluate G(Š; Θ′)
Meta-optimization (First-Order):

Θ ← Θ − γ
(
∇ΘF (S; Θ) + β∇Θ′G(Š; Θ′)

)
end for

where β balances the meta-train and meta-test terms.

5. Experimental Setup
5.1. Datasets

Data used to train and evaluate the trained models are sum-
marized in Table 2. To train and validate each model,
we employed the Logical Access (LA) partition of the
ASVspoof2019 dataset (Todisco et al., 2019), which is one
of the most commonly used benchmarks in speech deepfake
detection research. The dataset consists of English speech
recordings derived from the VCTK corpus, covering both
genuine (bonafide) and spoofed utterances. The spoofed
data is generated by a variety of text-to-speech (TTS) and
voice conversion (VC) algorithms, collectively referred as
to ”attacks”. The training and development subsets share
six known attack types, labeled A01-A06. The evaluation

set features additional attacks, labeled A07-A19, many of
which differ from those seen in training.

To assess the generalization capability of our methods,
we evaluate the models against both in-domain and out-
of-domain datasets. The in-domain dataset include the
evaluation sets of ASVSpoof 2019 LA, ASVSpoof 2021
LA and ASVSpoof 2021 DF (Yamagishi et al., 2021).
The out-of-domain dataset are represented by In-The-Wild
(Müller et al., 2024) and FakeAVCeleb (Khalid et al., 2022).
Additionally, we evaluate our models against the recent
ASVSpoof 5 (Wang et al., 2024) evaluation set.

5.2. Training Strategy

Baseline models. We adopt Wav2Vec-AASIST as our pri-
mary baseline system, building on methods previously de-
scribed in (Kukanov et al., 2024). Specifically, we leverage
Wav2Vec 2.0 XLSR-53 (featuring a 1024-dimensional out-
put embedding) as the front-end, coupled with an AASIST
back-end – a spectro-temporal graph attention network for
speech deepfake detection. In this configuration, both the
SSL front-end and the AASIST back-end parameters are
jointly trained. In a variant we denote Wav2Vec-AASIST*,
the Wav2Vec 2.0 component is frozen throughout training,
and only the graph attention back-end is allowed to update.
Both versions are trained using standard empirical risk min-
imization (ERM), in which we simply use the combined
training data (bonafides + all spoofed attacks (A01-A06))
as a single dataset. For each of the baseline and all the
consequent models we use the AdamW (Loshchilov & Hut-
ter, 2019) optimizer with a cyclic learning rate scheduler,
oscillating between a minimum of 1 × 10−7 and a maxi-
mum of 1 × 10−5 over each cycle. We optimize a nega-
tive log-likelihood loss over two-class (bonafide vs spoof)
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Table 2. Summary of datasets (corpora) used in the experiments. Horizontal line divides datasets used in training and evaluation. The
“#Attacks” column denotes the number of distinct spoofing algorithms; “N/R” indicates that the count is not reported. For the ASVspoof
2021 DF subset, more than 100 TTS and VC methods are used, combining audio from the ASVspoof2019-LA evaluation set and the
Voice Conversion Challenge (VCC) 2018/2020 under various compression conditions, resulting in the large number different attacks.

Dataset Usage #Bonafide #Spoofed #Attacks

ASVSpoof 2019 LA Train (Todisco et al., 2019) Training 2,580 22,800 6
ASVSpoof 2019 LA Dev (Todisco et al., 2019) Training 2,548 22,296 6
ASVSpoof 2019 LA Eval (Todisco et al., 2019) Evaluation 7,355 63,882 13
ASVSpoof 2021 LA Eval (Yamagishi et al., 2021) Evaluation 14,816 133,360 13
ASVSpoof 2021 DF Eval (Yamagishi et al., 2021) Evaluation 14,869 519,059 100+
InTheWild (Müller et al., 2024) Evaluation 19,963 11,816 N/R
FakeAVCeleb (Khalid et al., 2022) Evaluation 10,209 11,335 1
ASVSpoof 5 LA Eval (Wang et al., 2024) Evaluation 138,688 542,086 32

log-softmax outputs. As a stopping criterion, we monitor
validation performance using the ASVSpoof 2019 LA val-
idation subset, and terminate training if no improvement
occurs for more than 10 epochs, saving the best-performing
checkpoint for final testing.

ERM LoRA models. In addition to the baseline Wav2Vec-
AASIST variants, we implement LoRA within the Wav2Vec
2.0 encoder’s self-attention modules. For models presented
in Table 3, LoRA adapters are inserted at the query, key,
value, and out projection operations in each self-attention
block of the Wav2Vec 2.0 encoder. We explore four LoRA
configurations, differing only in the rank r ∈ {2, 4, 8, 16}.
In each variant, we keep the scaling factor fixed as 2. During
training, only these LoRA parameters and the AASIST back-
end parameters are unfrozen –the remainder of the Wav2Vec
2.0 front-end remains frozen. The ERM training scheme is
used with the same optimizer and hyperparameters as with
the baseline models.

MLDG LoRA models. We also explore LoRA-based mod-
els under a meta-learning regime rather than a straightfor-
ward ERM. We adopt a first-order MLDG approach to
encourage domain generalization across six attack types
(A01-A06) in the ASVSpoof 2019 LA training set. We par-
tition the bonafide samples among these six subsets, each
paired with the corresponding spoofed attack, resulting in
six domain-labeled datasets {D1, . . . ,D6}. At each training
iteration we sample a mini-batch from each domain, then
designate some subset as meta-train and the rest as meta-
test. We create a clone of the main model’s parameters Θ,
perform a single gradient step using the Adam (Kingma &
Ba, 2017) optimizer with a fixed learning rate α = 0.001
on the meta-train data, and obtain adapted parameters Θ′.
Next, we evaluate Θ′ on the meta-test domain(s), compute a
first-order gradient, and accumulate it, scaled by a factor β,
into the main model’s gradient buffer. Finally, we update the
main model with AdamW, applying early stopping based on
validation performance.

6. Results
An ERM LoRA model (rank=8, α=2) was trained under
different random seeds to assess initialization variability,
with EER results across five evaluation sets summarized
in Table 5. The mean and standard deviation in the last
two rows indicate that certain seeds (e.g., 999 or 123) yield
higher EER, whereas others (e.g., 555) exhibit notably lower
EER, highlighting the effect of random initialization on final
performance.

Table 4 lists the EER (%) on the ASVspoof2019 LA eval-
uation set for various LoRA adapter placements and ranks
(r=4,8,16). Each row corresponds to one or more atten-
tion weight matrices Wq(query), Wk(key), Wv(value), and
Wout(output projection) where LoRA is inserted. The table
shows how EER varies based on which attention weights
are adapted and which rank r is used. Overall, the table
highlights the variability in EER across different LoRA
placements and ranks for in-domain evaluation.

In Fig. 3 we see learning curves, validation losses, of opti-
mizing LoRA parameters using MLDG in our setup. We
plot learning curves for LoRA ranks 2, 4, 8 and 16. What we
notice is that the saturated, after around 10k steps, validation
loss is very similar across all tested ranks. Learning curves
exhibit very clean validation performance showing that the
proposed combination of LoRA and MLDG converges.

Table 3 compares the EER (%) various models across several
evaluation sets, including in-domain and out-of-domain sce-
narios. The Wav2Vec-AASIST model, which fully finetunes
both the front-end and the back-end components, achieves a
low EER of 0.28% on the ASVSpoof19 LA evaluation set,
but shows higher error rates on the out-of-domain datasets.
By contrast, Wav2Vec-AASIST*, which freezes the SSL
front-end, has fewer trainable parameters (447k vs 318M)
but yields weaker average performance. Under the ERM
training scheme, some LoRA configurations excel on certain
datasets –for instance, ERM Lora with rank=2 obtains the
best EER on ASVSpoof 2021 DF (3.85%) with only 840k
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Table 3. Comparison of fully fine-tuned baseline model vs models with LoRA adapters in Wq,Wk,Wv,Wout, using both ERM and
meta-learning (MLDG) training strategies. Performance is reported in terms of EER (%), where bolded numbers are the best in each
column and underlined are the second best.

Model Trainable
Params. LoRA Rank

ASV19:LA ASV21:LA ASV21:DF InTheWild FakeAVCeleb ASV5 Avg.

ERM MLDG ERM MLDG ERM MLDG ERM MLDG ERM MLDG ERM MLDG ERM MLDG

Wav2Vec-AASIST 317.8M – 0.28 – 5.84 – 5.29 – 14.03 – 7.98 – 23.88 – 8.55 –
Wav2Vec-AASIST* 447K – 0.36 – 4.29 – 7.97 – 19.41 – 4.84 – 17.14 – 9.00 –

LoRA

840K 2 0.54 0.68 8.27 4.91 3.85 4.90 13.56 13.96 14.81 3.26 27.97 16.02 11.50 7.29
1.23M 4 0.41 0.36 10.50 4.33 4.37 4.33 10.69 8.53 9.17 2.30 25.97 13.39 10.18 5.54
2.02M 8 0.61 0.38 5.50 3.31 4.33 5.03 13.15 9.61 3.97 3.71 21.05 15.82 8.22 6.25
3.59M 16 0.39 0.42 5.32 4.07 5.02 4.91 12.38 11.55 6.22 9.10 20.38 16.39 8.29 7.74

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
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Figure 3. Validation losses of optimizing LoRA using MLDG. Plot-
ting learning curves for LoRA ranks 2, 4, 8 and 16.

trainable parameters. The average EER across all datasets
for ERM LoRA models typically remains around 8-11%,
giving them comparable performance with significantly re-
duced parameter counts compared to the fully fine-tuned
model. Swapping ERM for MLDG while keeping the same
LoRA placements and ranks substantially improves cross-
domain generalization. MLDG LoRA r=4 provides the best
overall average EER of 5.54(%), and also excels on In-The-
Wild (8.53%), FakeAVCeleb (2.30%), and ASVSpoof 5
(13.39%).

7. Conclusions
Generalization in speech deepfake detection has been a
challenging problem to solve. How can one train for attack
conditions that are not available in advance? Findings in
the literature have been discouraging, as models trained on
one deepfake detection corpus often fail to generalize to
completely new corpora. However, the results in (Kukanov
et al., 2024) were promising, updating the model with just
a few samples from the evaluation corpus was enough to
significantly improve the generalization performance.

In this work, we demonstrate that zero-shot learning is feasi-
ble. The key insight is to update the low-rank approximated

Table 4. Impact of LoRA placement and rank on ASVspoof2019
LA eval set performance. The table shows EER (%) for different
attention weight matrices (Q, K, V, Out-Projection).

Weights r=4 r=8 r=16

Wq 0.94 1.31 1.03
Wk 0.86 0.75 0.78
Wv 0.65 1.10 0.24
Wout 1.22 0.87 0.71
Wq,Wk 0.90 0.58 0.56
Wq,Wv 0.29 0.73 0.77
Wq,Wout 0.79 0.49 0.44
Wk,Wv 0.28 0.58 0.33
Wk,Wout 0.62 0.40 0.30
Wv,Wout 0.34 0.69 0.21
Wq,Wk,Wv 0.33 0.26 0.17
Wq,Wk,Wout 0.67 0.67 0.54
Wq,Wv,Wout 0.37 0.24 0.23
Wk,Wv,Wout 0.50 0.45 0.28
Wq,Wk,Wv,Wout 0.36 0.38 0.27

model parameters, LoRA, instead of the model parameters
directly. The idea goes a long way to learning how to extract
cues from generated speech that remain invariant across dif-
ferent attack types. We also demonstrate that LoRA alone,
as the neural model, is not sufficient; but the use of meta-
learning is essential to significantly improve over using just
the baseline ERM training strategy. Therefore, it is the com-
bination of LoRA and the MLDG training algorithm that is
the key to generalizable speech deepfake detection.

In future work, we plan to attack the visual deepfake detec-
tion problem with a similar set of tools. Our assumption is
that the same basic idea should also be applicable to detect-
ing generated faces in the visual modality. Finally, we plan
to explore the learned invariant features in the trained LoRA
weight space.
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Table 5. EER (%) for an ERM LoRA (rank=8, α=2) model under different random seeds, with average EER reported over the five
evaluation datasets; the final rows report the mean and standard deviation across seeds.

#Seed ASV19:LA ASV21:LA ASV21:DF InTheWild FakeAVCeleb Avg.

2023 0.35 5.24 4.41 9.82 2.53 4.47
42 0.37 4.95 3.44 9.67 2.42 4.17

999 0.65 7.45 4.87 10.70 9.57 6.65
123 0.35 10.79 5.51 13.66 11.16 8.29
555 0.33 5.46 4.27 7.24 1.24 3.65

Mean 0.41 6.78 4.50 10.22 5.38 5.45
Std. Dev. 0.14 2.45 0.76 2.31 4.61 1.95
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