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ABSTRACT

Given the recent success of diffusion in producing natural-
sounding synthetic speech, we investigate how diffusion can
be used in speaker adaptive TTS. Taking cues from more tra-
ditional adaptation approaches, we show that adaptation can
be included in a diffusion pipeline using conditional layer nor-
malization with a step embedding. However, we show exper-
imentally that, whilst the approach has merit, such adaptation
alone cannot approach the performance of Transformer-based
techniques. In a second experiment, we show that diffusion
can be optimally combined with Transformer, with the latter
taking the bulk of the adaptation load and the former con-
tributing to improved naturalness.

Index Terms— Text-to-speech, speaker adaptation, dif-
fusion model, conditional layer normalization

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent years have seen successful applications of adaptive
text-to-speech (TTS) [1, 2, 3, 4] to synthesize personalized
voices for target speakers. In the typical scenario of adap-
tive TTS, a source acoustic model, which is usually trained
on a large multi-speaker corpus, is adapted with few adap-
tation data to synthesize the desired voice. Concurrently, in
the general field of acoustic modeling, deep generative mod-
els (DGMs) [5, 6, 7] have demonstrated their superiority over
other solutions in high-quality and fast synthesis. In particu-
lar, the more recent diffusion models [7, 8, 9] have dominated
this field in terms of intelligibility and naturalness.

Current research in adaptive TTS focuses on 1) enhancing
the generalizability of the source model to various acoustic
conditions and styles; as well as 2) improving the data and pa-
rameter efficiency of adaptation. The first can further be cat-
egorized into 1) employing pluggable reference encoders to
generate representations of the acoustic information and style
on different semantic levels [1, 2, 10]; and 2) ad-hoc designs
of model structure that control desired features [2, 3]. Further-
more, such adaptation techniques should be based on archi-
tectures with high synthesis quality, in which aspect diffusion-
based acoustic models have surpassed their flow-based prede-
cessors [5, 11], while enjoying more flexibility in network de-
sign. Since diffusion models were first applied in TTS, many
works [9, 12, 13] have demonstrated how to accelerate the

generative process substantially to a speed similar to that of
their fastest counterpart without much degradation of synthe-
sis quality.

In general, we are interested in parameter-efficient adap-
tation techniques for diffusion-based acoustic models that en-
hance their generalizability. Despite diffusion models having
been well explored for generic acoustic modeling, few works
have exploited them in adaptive TTS systems. Guided-TTS
2 [14], the only diffusion-based adaptive TTS system we are
aware of, utilizes diffusion with classifier guidance to adapt
to diverse voices. However, the method lacks parameter effi-
ciency for each target as all parameters of the diffusion model
are finetuned during adaptation, and is not within the typical
encoder-decoder framework. Since parameter-efficient adap-
tation techniques exist for other architectures such as Trans-
former [2], and given the superior synthesis quality of diffu-
sion models, such a method for diffusion, would be of great
interest to the community, enabling both parameter-efficient
and high-quality adaptation.

Based on the analyses above, we investigate the adapt-
ability of diffusion-based acoustic models, with a special fo-
cus on parameter-efficient solutions. Specifically, our exper-
iment is based on a typical diffusion denoiser network ar-
chitecture, being a bidirectional dilated convolutional neural
network. Inspired by observations from HMM-based adap-
tation, we propose introducing conditional layer normaliza-
tion (CLN) to the denoiser network. Preliminary experimen-
tal results suggest that although it is viable to adapt the dif-
fusion decoder, simply relying on adapting diffusion is not
sufficient for high-quality adaptation; it also indicates infe-
rior generalizability and adaptability of the denoiser. We fur-
ther introduce adaptive Transformer layers as part of the de-
coder and observe the impact of adding different numbers
of such layers to the adaptation quality. Our result shows
that, while CLN in the denoiser network contributes to bet-
ter speech quality and speaker similarity, it must be used in
combination with adaptive Transformer layers to achieve us-
able adaptation quality. We conclude that for this particular
type of diffusion model, its best use case in an adaptive TTS
system is as a post-processing net that helps refine the detail
of mel-spectrograms generated by a Transformer decoder.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

01
84

9v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.A

S]
  3

 M
ar

 2
02

3



2. ADAPTIVE DIFFUSION DECODER

2.1. Diffusion-based acoustic model

In principle, diffusion models generate samples by denois-
ing a sample from the prior distribution into real data through
a diffusion process. Although taking different approaches,
the learning problem of diffusion models can be expressed in
terms of learning a denoiser network that predicts the noise
in each diffusion step. The prevalent architecture of diffusion
acoustic models comprises a Transformer-based phoneme en-
coder and a diffusion denoiser decoder. Here we mainly focus
on the network design of the denoiser.

The most widely used structure of the denoiser network is
the bidirectional dilated convolutional network [7, 8, 9, 13];
other choices include the U-Net [14, 15]. As depicted in Fig.
1a, the denoiser takes the sample from the previous step as
input to predict the noise in the reverse diffusion process con-
ditioned on the encoded phoneme sequenceCtext and the step
embedding t. The network mainly consists of an input con-
volution layer and N convolutional blocks with residual con-
nections and skip outputs, after which the skip outputs are
accumulated to generate the final prediction through output
convolution layers.

2.2. Conditional layer normalization for denoiser

Previous works [2, 3] find that the layer normalization in the
Transformer can greatly affect the output with light-weight
adaptable scale vector γ and bias vector β: LN(x) = x−µ

σ ∗
γ + β, where µ and σ are the mean and variance of the in-
put vector x, respectively. Furthermore, the two vectors can
be generated by a small neural network conditioned on the
speaker embedding, which can be finetuned when adapting
to a new voice, and significantly reduce the number of pa-
rameters to be adapted while maintaining adaptation quality.
Following [2], we refer to this module as conditional layer
normalization (CLN).

In particular, we are interested in integrating the CLN into
the denoiser. Considering the application of the CLN in the
Transformer, the operations take place on the whole hidden
representation, and gradually change the prediction along the
Transformer blocks. Back to the denoiser network, the fi-
nal prediction is collected by accumulating skip outputs from
all convolution blocks, which is inspired by the idea of in-
corporating features at multiple levels to generate fine detail.
Adding the CLN in or between these blocks makes it only
apply to part of the features, which hinders the model from
learning such hierarchical information. Moreover, the num-
ber of convolution blocks, N , is usually large (≥ 12), which
hampers the parameter efficiency if the CLN is placed in ev-
ery block. After initial ad-hoc experiments that verified the
hypotheses above, we place the CLN right after the 1-D con-
volution layer at the input, as in Fig. 1a. The positioning
is also inspired by HMM-based adaptation methods such as
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Fig. 1: Illustrations of the denoiser network and the condi-
tional layer normalization (CLN).

[16], in which the normalization takes place in the frequency
(or cepstral) domain on the whole feature.

The property of diffusion models that a single denoiser is
used in all diffusion steps by being conditioned on the step
embedding also makes it a parameter-efficient solution. In-
stead of being solely conditioned on the speaker embedding,
the CLN takes the concatenation of both speaker and step
embedding to control the strength of the operation, as is de-
picted in Fig. 1b. Since the module is shared cross all dif-
fusion steps, and the normalization should come into effect
only when the sample is more refined rather than at the begin-
ning, this mechanism enables the denoiser to automatically
learn when to start functioning and at what strength during
the whole reverse diffusion process. This is also inspired by
[17], in which a Transformer-based denoiser is conditioned
on a step embedding through CLN.

The following sections describe experiments to verify the
system described thus far.

2.3. Experiment settings

Implementation details. The model architecture of the
diffusion decoder used in the experiments is based on Pri-
orGrad [9]. As an improved version of Diff-TTS [7], the
first diffusion-based acoustic model, PriorGrad leverages a
data-dependent prior, of which the mean and variance are
phoneme-level statistics extracted from the dataset. Com-
pared to ones using a standard Gaussian prior, PriorGrad of-
fers better synthesis quality, higher parameter efficiency, and
faster convergence. For the architecture behind the diffusion
decoder, we implemented that of AdaSpeech [2], including
the phoneme encoder, the acoustic condition modeling mod-
ule, and the variance adapter. Our implementation is based on
the open-source software 1 2 of the two models. We use the

1NATSpeech: https://github.com/NATSpeech/NATSpeech
2NeuralSpeech: https://github.com/microsoft/NeuralSpeech



diffusion decoder with 12 convolution blocks, 128 residual
channels and 3.5M parameters proposed in [9]. Other model
configurations follow corresponding parts of AdaSpeech and
PriorGrad unless otherwise stated. The total number param-
eters to be finetuned for the diffusion decoder is 0.131M,
compared to 1.184M for AdaSpeech.
Data. We train the source model on two clean subsets train-
clean-100 and train-clean-360 of LibriTTS dataset [18], a
multi-speaker TTS corpus, totaling 1151 speakers and 245
hours of speech. For evaluation, we select 11 speakers (7
females and 4 males) with different accents from VCTK [19]
following the practice in [4]. For each speaker, 10 utterances
with the same transcripts across all speakers are randomly
selected as the test set. The preprocessing of speech and
text data follows AdaSpeech except using a sampling rate of
22,050 Hz.
Training, adaptation and inference. Following AdaSpeech,
the training process comprises two stages in which the num-
bers of steps are 200K and 100K, respectively. The models
are trained on one NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU using a batch
size of 50,000 speech frames. For the diffusion decoder, a
beta schedule with 400 steps is used for both training and
inference. We use the speaker-independent prior calculated
on the whole training set. Other hyperparameters follow [9]
unless otherwise stated. During adaptation, the model is fine-
tuned using 10 utterances of the target speaker for 2000 steps
using a fixed learning rate of 2×10−4, while only the speaker
embedding and the CLN are optimized. In the inference pro-
cess, a HiFi-GAN vocoder [20] trained on VCTK is used to
synthesize waveforms from the generated spectrogram.

2.4. Objective evaluation

For preliminary evaluation, we employ MOSNet [21], a
neural network-based objective assessment tool for speech
quality that generates machine rated MOS (mean opinion
score), and a pretrained speaker verification model provided
by SpeechBrain [22] which calculates the cosine similarity
(CS) between speaker embeddings of the generated sample
and the reference. The cosine score ranges from 0 to 1; higher
score means higher speaker similarity to the reference. We
found the scores from the two automatic assessment tools
were consistent with our subjective judgment, and will con-
duct human evaluation for the final settings.

We compare the performance among the following set-
tings: 1) GT mel + Vocoder, using the ground truth mel-
spectrograms to synthesize waveforms with the HiFi-GAN
vocoder; 2) AdaSpeech, the Transformer-based adaptive
acoustic model with CLN applied to the decoder; 3) Enc
+ DiffDec (decoder), a baseline system without the CLN in
the denoiser which finetunes the whole decoder during adap-
tation as an upper bound; 4) Enc + DiffDec (spk emb), with
the same architecture as the previous one but only finetuning
the speaker embedding as a lower bound; 5) Enc + AdaD-

Table 1: The MOSNet and cosine similarity (CS) scores.

# Model MOSNet (↑) CS (↑)
1 GT mel + Vocoder 4.10 0.96

2 AdaSpeech 3.78 0.52

3 Enc + DiffDec (decoder) 3.80 0.50
4 Enc + DiffDec (spk emb) 3.42 0.20

5 Enc + AdaDiffDec 3.58 0.22

iffDec, our proposed system with the CLN in the denoiser that
is finetuned with the speaker embedding during adaptation.

2.5. Results and analyses

The MOSNet and cosine similarity results are shown in Table
1. It can be observed that: 1) adapting the whole diffusion
decoder (#3) results in the best speech quality and speaker
similarity among all settings, achieving similar performance
to AdaSpeech (#2); 2) only finetuning the speaker embedding
(#4) results in poor performance; 3) our proposed method
(#5) only slightly outperforms baseline (#4), nevertheless it
is much worse than finetuning the whole decoder (#3) and
AdaSpeech (#2).

The results indicate that simply relying on adapting the
CLN in the denoiser is not sufficient for achieving a reason-
able adaptation quality. Furthermore, our test listening sug-
gests that some of the samples synthesized by three diffusion-
based systems (#3-5) are not intelligible, which explains their
inferiority to AdaSpeech demonstrated by objective tests. It
also implies that the diffusion decoder is sensitive to out-of-
domain input, therefore has poor generalizability and adapt-
ability. This is very interesting since it is capable of synthesiz-
ing very high-quality and natural speech as a generic acoustic
model. The phenomenon suggests that further efforts should
be made to improve the adaptability of the system.

3. ADAPTING DIFFUSION: A GOOD CHOICE?

Our preliminary experimental result demonstrated that the
previously proposed system does not achieve usable adapta-
tion quality, which suggests that solely adapting the diffusion
decoder may not be a good choice; other components need to
be introduced to the system to improve the adaptation perfor-
mance while taking advantage of the high-quality synthesis
of the diffusion decoder.

Given the fact that Transformer-based adaptive TTS sys-
tems have achieved decent adaptation quality, we consider
adding Transformer layers with CLN before the diffusion de-
coder to construct a decoder with mixed architecture. The
method is inspired by a common practice of utilizing DGMs
as post-processing nets (post-net) in acoustic models [6, 23]



to refine the over-smoothed sample generated by VAE (vari-
ational auto-encoder) or Transformer. Much improved adap-
tation quality is expected provided that the diffusion decoder
works as a post-net that refines the output of AdaSpeech. We
are especially interested in how much performance the ad-
ditional Transformer layers can bring and the difference be-
tween adapting both the Transformer decoder and the diffu-
sion decoder and adapting the Transformer decoder alone.

3.1. Experiments and evaluation

The model configurations in this setting are a grid search com-
bining the following two factors: 1) the number of additional
Transformer decoder layers from 0 to 4, where 4 corresponds
to the full Transformer decoder; and 2) whether or not to use
the CLN in the diffusion denoiser. Since there are more than
10 systems to compare, we first conduct the objective evalu-
ation as previous experiments. We then further conduct sub-
jective listening tests to verify the findings from objective test
results. We expect that more Transformer layers result in bet-
ter speech quality and speaker similarity. However, it is more
important to observe the impact of the CLN in diffusion on
the performance in such settings.

For subjective listening tests, 10 raters were involved to
rate the MOS for naturalness and SMOS for similarity of
10 samples for each system. The test utterances were ran-
domly selected from those used in objective tests, covering
most speakers or accents. Note that the test utterances are
the same across all systems. We select the two settings with 4
Transformer decoder layers, which are equivalent to using the
diffusion decoder as a post-net on top of the AdaSpeech and
are expected to have the best performance, and compare them
with the vocoder-synthesized ground truth and AdaSpeech.

3.2. Results

The results of the objective evaluation are shown in Figure
2, where the results of the two metrics are displayed in sep-
arate plots. Several observations include: 1) the additional
Transformer layers significantly improve the performance
compared to only using the diffusion decoder; 2) in general,
both speech quality and speaker similarity are improved with
increasing number of Transformer layers; 3) adding CLN to
the denoiser results in better performance in terms of both
metrics in all settings, however, the difference of speaker
similarity narrows when the number of Transformer layers
is high. The subjective test results are shown in Table 2,
where “AS” stands for AdaSpeech. It can be seen that 1) the
diffusion decoder on top of the Transformer decoder (#3,4)
significantly improves both perceptual speech quality and
speaker similarity compared to AdaSpeech (#2) which only
uses the Transformer decoder; 2) the CLN in the diffusion
decoder further improves the two scores, making #3 the best
among all systems; 3) the improvement of speech quality the
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Fig. 2: The MOSNet and cosine similarity scores of settings
with different number of Transformer decoder layers.

Table 2: The MOS and SMOS scores with 95% confidence.

# Model MOS (↑) SMOS (↑)
1 GT mel + Vocoder 4.77 ± 0.10 4.99 ± 0.02

2 AdaSpeech 2.38 ± 0.19 2.94 ± 0.20

3 AS + AdaDiffDec 3.02 ± 0.19 3.24 ± 0.20
4 AS + DiffDec 2.84 ± 0.19 3.16 ± 0.21

CLN brings is more than that of speaker similarity, which
only shows a slight difference.

Overall, it has been demonstrated that, despite the CLN
in the denoiser network contributing to higher adaptation
quality, it must be used with adaptive Transformer layers to
achieve usable performance. The adaptability of the model
mainly relies on the adaptive Transformer layers, which
suggests the inferior generalizability and adaptability of the
diffusion denoiser compared to the Transformer.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we conducted an investigation into the adapt-
ability of a typical diffusion-based acoustic model under
parameter-efficient settings. We proposed the conditional
layer normalization for the denoiser network and tested its
effectiveness for speaker adaptation. We demonstrated that,
while it is feasible to adapt the diffusion decoder by this
method, it must be used in combination with adaptive Trans-
former layers to achieve usable adaptation quality. This
suggests that the diffusion is less generalizable and adapt-
able than a Transformer. Future works in this field should
focus on improving the diffusion model in the above aspects,
or utilize the diffusion model as a post-net that refines the
mel-spectrograms generated by other adaptable components.
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