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Abstract—Query-by-example spoken term detection (QbE-STD) is of-
ten hindered by reliance on frame-level features and the computationally
intensive DTW-based template matching, limiting its practicality. To
address these challenges, we propose a novel approach that encodes
speech into discrete, speaker-agnostic semantic tokens. This facilitates
fast retrieval using text-based search algorithms and effectively handles
out-of-vocabulary terms. Our approach focuses on generating consistent
token sequences across varying utterances of the same term. We also
propose a bidirectional state space modeling within the Mamba encoder,
trained in a self-supervised learning framework, to learn contextual
frame-level features that are further encoded into discrete tokens. Our
analysis shows that our speech tokens exhibit greater speaker invariance
than those from existing tokenizers, making them more suitable for QbE-
STD tasks. Empirical evaluation on LibriSpeech and TIMIT databases
indicates that our method outperforms existing baselines while being
more efficient.

Index Terms—speech tokenization, spoken term detection, audio re-
trieval, bidirectional mamba, voice search

I. INTRODUCTION

Query-by-example spoken term detection (QbE-STD) involves
retreiving utterances within large audio archives that contains a given
spoken query. It is useful in various applications [1], [2], including
voice search [3] in multimedia content, particularly for broadcast
programs, lectures, meeetings, etc.

The traditional ASR-based approaches in STD represent spoken
content using subwords units such as phone or grapheme lattices
[4]–[6] to address out-of-vocabulary (OOV) problems. However,
these methods rely on highly accurate ASR systems, which are
challenging to develop, especially for short-duration queries spoken
without context and under varying acoustic conditions [7], [8]. To
mitgiate these challenges, [9], [10] rely on direct audio signal compar-
ison via template matching techniques like segmental-dynamic time
warping (SDTW) [11]. However, performing an exhaustive search
in a large database with computationally expensive SDTW renders
these STD systems impractical. An alternative approach to STD
involves learning discriminative acoustic word embeddings [12]–[16].
A major drawback of this approach is the difficulty in segmenting
words within continuous speech, where word boundaries are often
indistinguishable. Lastly, current evaluation methods for STD systems
typically test query-segment pairs to detect query presence [9]–[16],
which does not reflect real-world performance, where the goal is to
retrieve an ordered list of spoken documents containing the query.

To address these limitations, we propose employing speech tok-
enization using discrete speech representations. This approach offers
several advantages: it enables the use of efficient text-based search
algorithms, eliminates the need for explicit word segmentation, allows
for compact storage of speech data as token sequences, and effectively
handles OOV words by learning subword units as discrete tokens.

This work was supported by a research grant from MeitY, GoI.

In this paper, we propose a speech tokenizer, dubbed BEST-STD,
that generates speaker-agnostic speech tokens and captures subword
information. Our approach first transforms speech into a sequence of
contextual embeddings with our novel bidirectional Mamba encoder.
These embeddings are then discretized into a sequence of tokens.
Our model is trained within a self-supervised learning framework to
generate consistent token sequences across different utterances of the
same spoken term. For instance, the model tokenizes two different
utterances of the term “hello” as {1, 1, 3, 3, 8} and {1, 3, 3, 3, 8, 8}.
We focus on generating discriminative frame-level embeddings in-
stead of word-level embeddings. During training, we leverage DTW
to align utterances of the same word, constructing anchor-positive
pairs at the frame level. To efficiently retrieve utterances containing
a spoken term, we use an inverted index to index the tokenized speech
archive. We evaluate our method on the LibriSpeech [17] and TIMIT
[18] databases, demonstrating its superior performance compared to
existing STD baselines. Furthermore, our analysis shows that our
method generates more discriminative token sequences than those
from existing speech tokenizers [19]–[22].

II. METHOD

A. Representation Learning

Mathematical framework of the Mamba model. Structured
State-Space Sequence models (S4) [23] are linear time-invariant
models derived from continuous system principles. These models
map a multivariate input sequence x(t) ∈ RD to an output sequence
y(t) ∈ RD through a hidden state h(t) ∈ RN . This mapping is
governed by the evolution parameters A ∈ RN×N and projection
parameters B ∈ RN×D and C ∈ RD×N , following the differential
equations:

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t), y(t) = Ch(t) (1)

Here, A is typically initialized with a HiPPO matrix [24] or a
Diagonal matrix [25] to capture long-term dependencies effectively.
These continuous equations can be discretized by introducing a
timescale parameter ∆, transforming the continuous matrices A and
B into their discrete counterparts Ã and B̃. This transformation
typically employs the Zero-Order Hold (ZOH) method as:

Ã = exp(∆A), B̃ = (∆A)−1 (exp(∆A)− I) ·∆B. (2)

The discretized version of (1) can then be expressed as:

ht = Ãht−1 + B̃xt, yt = Cht. (3)

Mamba [26] enhances this framework by converting its time-
invariant parameters into time-variant parameters, denoted as At,
Bt, Ct, and ∆t. These parameters are dynamically updated at each
timestep t based on the input xt, allowing the model to adaptively
evolve into a selective structured state-space model.
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Fig. 1. The architecture of proposed bidirectional Mamba encoder.

Bidirectional Mamba Encoder. The original Mamba model
operates unidirectionally, limiting its ability to capture contextual
information effectively. To address this, we propose a straightforward
bidirectional modeling approach that employs two structurally identi-
cal Mamba blocks to capture long-range dependencies independently
in both forward and backward directions. The forward Mamba block
processes the input sequence, while the backward Mamba block
simultaneously processes a time-reversed version of the input. The
output from the backward block is then reversed back and combined
with the output of the forward block. This combined output is
subsequently passed through an output projection layer, as illustrated
in Figure 1. Moreover, the output from the last bidrectional Mamba
layer is projected into a d-dimensional space and L2-normalized to
produce the final encoder output.

B. Self-Supervised Learning Framework

Our objective is to train a model that generates consistent token
sequences Zq and Z̃q for pairs of utterances (u, ũ) corresponding to a
spoken term w. An overview of our learning framework is illustrated
in Figure 2.

Discriminative frame-level embeddings. We first consider a pair
of utterances with durations t and t̃ (WLOG, t̃ ≥ t) for a term w.
To better simulate real-world scenarios where spoken queries may
not be isolated, we add contextual padding to these utterances to
create fixed-length audio segments. These segments are processed
to extract frame-level acoustic features, such as log Mel spectrum
or MFCCs, resulting in sequences X and X̃ . These sequences are
then input to the encoder to generate embedding sequences Z and
Z̃. When computing loss during training, we exclude embeddings
corresponding to the padding, yielding sequences Z = {zt}Tt=1 and
Z̃ = {z̃t}T̃t=1. Next, we obtain the DTW alignment A between Z
and Z̃ as:

A = {(t, St) | t ∈ [1, T ], St ⊆ [1, T̃ ]}, (4)

where t denotes the frame index in Z and St the set of indices
in Z̃ aligned with t. We then leverage A to generate anchor-positive
pairs pt at the frame-level:

pt = (zt, z̃t∗), where t∗ = argmax
j∈St

cos(zi · z̃j), (5)

where t∗ is the frame index in Z̃ that maximizes the cosine similarity
with zt.

Hence, for each training pair (Z, Z̃), indexed by i, we define the
contrastive loss function as:

L(i)
contrast =

1

T

T∑
t=1

− log

(
e(zt·z̃t∗/τ)

e(zt·z̃t∗/τ) +
N∑

n=1

e(zt·zn/τ)

)
, (6)

where zn are N negative embeddings randomly chosen from other
training pairs in a batch, i.e., embedding from term w′ ̸= w.

Tokenization. Finally, we quantize each embedding in Z and Z̃
using a vector quantizer (VQ) h(.) to obtain their corresponding
discrete token sequences Zq and Z̃q as:

zq = h(z) = arg min
ci∈C

∥z − ci∥22 , (7)

where C = {c1, ..., cK} is a set of d-dimensional cluster centroids.
We implicitly optimize the codebook C using exponential moving
average updates [27] and thus avoid the instability and potential
codebook collapse associated with codebook loss. We also apply L2

normalization to centroids to enhance training stability and improve
codebook utilization [28].

To further encourage the encoder to generate embeddings aligned
with the cluster centroids, we introduce a commitment loss function
for the ith pair as:

L(i)
commit =

1

T

T∑
t=1

∥zt − zqt∥
2
2 +

1

T̃

T̃∑
t=1

∥z̃t − z̃qt∥
2
2 (8)

Loss function. Finally, the total loss L over the training batch of
size B is defined as:

L =
1

B

B∑
i=1

L(i)
contrast + λL(i)

commit, (9)

where λ ≥ 0 controls tradeoff between the two loss components.

C. Indexing

To facilitate efficient retrieval of spoken documents, we construct
an inverted index I by processing each audio track in the database as
follows. Each track ai is divided into overlapping segments, indexed
by j, of length l with a hop interval h. Each segment sij is then
tokenized into a sequence Zij = {z1, .., zT }, where each token zt ∈
{1, ...,K}.

Since we compare token sequences using Jaccard similarity [29],
which does not inherently account for temporal information, we
generate bigrams from the extracted tokens. This results in a bigram
sequence Bij = {b1, b2, ..., bT−1}, which reflect the local token
order and thereby encodes some temporal structure. As such, we
ensure the temporal information is incorporated when computing
similarity between segments.

The inverted index I is then constructed with each bigram bk as a
key that maps to a list of pairs (i, j), such that bk ∈ Bij :

I(bk) = {(i, j)|bk ∈ Bij}, bk ∈ {1, ...,K} × {1, ...,K} (10)

D. Retrieval

For a given spoken term query q, we tokenize it to generate a
bigram token sequence Q = {b1, b2, ..., bT̃ }. We first perform a
coarse search to identify the best matching frame candidates by
collecting frames that contain at least one query bigram:

C =
⋃

bk∈Q

I(bk) (11)

Next, we perform a fine-grained search to precisely locate the
spoken query within each candidate frame ck ∈ C. For each frame ck,
we compute the maximum Jaccard similarity between Q and every
possible subsequence of ck of length T̃ , starting at index t:

s(ck) = max
t∈{1,2,...,T−T̃+1}

J(Q, ck
[t:t+T̃−1]

) (12)

Finally, we rank all candidate frames ck ∈ C based on their Jaccard
similarity s(ck) and select the top-k candidates.
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Fig. 2. Illustration of our self supervised learning framework for learning speech tokens.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A. Databases

We employed the LibriSpeech train-clean-360 subset to train our
model. We utilized the test-clean subset as a validation set to
optimize model parameters. Additionally, the train-clean-100 subset,
containing approximately 28k utterances and totaling around 100
hours of spoken content, served as our speech archive. For testing,
we extracted spoken terms from the train-clean-100 set, ensuring no
overlap between the training and testing sets. We created two distinct
query sets, each consisting of 300 unique terms:

• Query Set 1: This set consists of in-vocabulary (IV)
terms—queries whose text forms appeared during training, but
are uttered by speakers not seen during training.

• Query Set 2: This set comprises out-of-vocabulary (OOV)
terms—queries whose text forms, as well as the speakers, were
not seen during training.

B. Evaluation Metrics

We used the Mean Reciprocal Rank (MRR) [30], the Mean Average
Precision (MAP) [30], and the Maximum Term Weighted Value
(MTWV) [31] metrics to evaluate all methods.

C. Baselines

We compared our proposed method with existing STD approaches
that generate frame-level features, such as MFCCs [15], bottle-
neck features (BNF) [32], and posterior probabilities [33], fol-
lowed by DTW-based template matching. Also, we evaluated our
method against established speech tokenizers, including HuBERT
[20], WavLM [21], SpeechTokenizer [22], and EnCodec [23] to assess
their effectiveness in the STD task. The KMeans models for HuBERT
and WavLM were extracted from the Speechbrain toolkit [34], and
each model was trained on speech representations extracted from the
seventh layer of its respective model.

D. Implementation details

We extracted spoken utterances from the audio tracks and applied
contextual padding to create 1-second (l) audio segments.. This fixed
input length was determined based on a statistical analysis of the Lib-
riSpeech train-clean-360 subset, which revealed that approximately
93% of unique terms had utterance durations of less than 1 second.
By selecting this 1-second length, we ensured that the majority of
unique terms were effectively utilized during training.

Each audio segment was then converted into a 96-dimensional
(D) Mel-spectrogram, which served as the input to the encoder. The
encoder architecture consisted of four bidirectional Mamba layers,
followed by a feedforward network that projected the final layer
output into a 512-dimensional (d) embedding space. In total, the

TABLE I
THE AVERAGE JACCARD SIMILARITY BETWEEN DISCRETE

REPRESENTATIONS OF PAIRS OF SPOKEN TERM UTTERANCES.

Tokenizer Tokens Unigram Bigram
HuBERT-Base 512 0.31 0.11
HuBERT-Base 1000 0.26 0.14
WavLM-Base 512 0.40 0.21
WavLM-Base 1000 0.33 0.19

Encodec 1024 0.16 0.08
SpeechTokenizer 1024 0.51 0.31

Ours:
Transformer 512 0.74 0.64
Transformer 1024 0.71 0.60
BEST-STD 256 0.84 0.77
BEST-STD 512 0.80 0.72
BEST-STD 1024 0.78 0.69

model contained 4.7M trainable parameters. We experimented with
varying codebook sizes (K), ranging from 128 to 1024, to assess
their impact on the system performance. The hyperparameter τ in
(6) was fixed at 0.2 and λ in (9) was set to 0.1. The model was
trained for 600 epochs using the Adam optimizer with a learning
rate set to 5e-4.

IV. RESULTS

A. Analysis of discrete representations

First, we aim to validate that our method consistently generates
discrete representations for different utterances of the same spoken
term. To this end, we randomly selected 1,000 unique terms from the
LibriSpeech corpus, extracting pairs of corresponding utterances and
encoding them into discrete token sequences. We then evaluated the
consistency of these sequences using the Jaccard similarity metric,
considering both unigrams and bigrams as tokens.

As presented in Table I, our tokenizer outperforms state-of-the-art
speech tokenizers, achieving significantly higher Jaccard similarity
scores across varying numbers of cluster centroids. These results
highlight the speaker-agnostic nature of our discrete tokens, demon-
strating their effectiveness for STD tasks. Furthermore, despite being
trained within the same framework, the bidirectional Mamba outper-
forms the Transformer. We attribute this difference to the positional
encoding employed in Transformers, which may inadequately capture
unwanted temporal details. In contrast, the bidirectional Mamba
model relies on a simpler temporal model, which is beneficial in
the STD context.

Using a smaller number of centroids, such as 256, our method
achieves the highest Jaccard similarity score. However, this config-
uration diminishes discriminative power, as it tokenizes phonetically
close words into identical discrete representations. To address this



TABLE II
SPOKEN CONTENT RETRIEVAL RESULTS (HIGHER THE BETTER) ON LIBRISPEECH TRAIN-CLEAN-100 SUBSET AND TIMIT DATASETS.

LibriSpeech TIMIT
In-Vocabulary Out-of-Vocabulary In-Vocabulary Out-of-Vocabulary

Methods Tokens MAP MRR MTWV MAP MRR MTWV MAP MRR MTWV MAP MRR MTWV
MFCC - 0.32 0.37 0.48 0.41 0.46 0.45 0.31 0.39 0.50 0.45 0.46 0.44

Phone Posteriors - 0.44 0.46 0.53 0.49 0.53 0.51 0.43 0.46 0.55 0.43 0.45 0.49
BNF - 0.16 0.26 0.18 0.17 0.20 0.12 0.20 0.28 0.20 0.22 0.25 0.24

HuBERT-Base 512 0.29 0.32 0.52 0.29 0.30 0.66 0.26 0.26 0.42 0.33 0.34 0.40
HuBERT-Base 1000 0.23 0.26 0.42 0.28 0.27 0.40 0.24 0.22 0.30 0.28 0.28 0.21
WavLM-Base 512 0.44 0.49 0.57 0.44 0.45 0.60 0.38 0.38 0.48 0.40 0.41 0.44
WavLM-Base 1000 0.38 0.39 0.49 0.40 0.37 0.47 0.33 0.34 0.38 0.37 0.37 0.39

Encodec 1024 0.20 0.21 0.31 0.21 0.21 0.35 0.10 0.11 0.17 0.04 0.03 0.21
SpeechTokenizer 1024 0.57 0.62 0.56 0.53 0.53 0.65 0.46 0.48 0.46 0.45 0.46 0.45

Ours:
Transformer 512 0.80 0.84 0.63 0.76 0.77 0.56 0.69 0.74 0.76 0.66 0.73 0.69
Transformer 1024 0.77 0.82 0.68 0.73 0.74 0.61 0.66 0.73 0.70 0.65 0.69 0.64
BEST-STD 256 0.86 0.90 0.62 0.83 0.84 0.55 0.75 0.78 0.69 0.70 0.75 0.63
BEST-STD 512 0.86 0.91 0.66 0.82 0.83 0.60 0.72 0.78 0.74 0.69 0.75 0.65
BEST-STD 1024 0.78 0.84 0.73 0.77 0.78 0.65 0.68 0.75 0.75 0.66 0.71 0.70

issue, it is crucial to increase the number of centroids that capture
finer subword units, thereby enhancing the discriminative power of
the model.

B. Spoken content retrieval

Table II depicts how the proposed method performs against the
existing speech tokenizers and conventional STD baselines for spoken
content retrieval tasks. The results show that our method consistently
outperforms all baselines across both test sets. We observe that our
method particularly excels in detecting IV terms and effectively
handles OOV terms. This is because our tokens capture subword
information such as syllables and exhibit more robustness against
speaker variations than those from the baseline tokenizers. Conse-
quently, our method enables more accurate and reliable retrieval.
Among the baseline tokenizers, SpeechTokenizer showed the highest
performance due to its generation of semantic tokens. In contrast,
Encodec performed the worst since it generates acoustic tokens
that still encode speaker information, leading to diminished retrieval
accuracy. It is also important to highlight that, while the baseline
tokenizers were pre-trained on the entire LibriSpeech corpus —
meaning the query terms in both query sets were likely encountered
during training — our model achieved superior results despite being
trained on a smaller subset with significantly fewer parameters.
The results further reveal that the proposed method outperforms
traditional DTW-based baselines, underscoring the effectiveness of
our approach. Specifically, the use of robust semantic speech tokens
proves sufficient for comparing speech segments, eliminating the need
for continuous speech representations. Additionally, by leveraging an
inverted index, our method delivers significantly faster retrieval times
compared to DTW-based methods. Overall, these findings highlight
the effectiveness and efficiency of speech tokenization in handling
STD tasks, reinforcing the practical applicability of the proposed
method.
The comparison between the Transformer model and the bidirectional
Mamba model reveals that the latter demonstrates superior perfor-
mance. The bidirectional Mamba achieves this by generating more
discriminative discrete representations of spoken terms primarily due
to its ability to better model fine-grained local temporal information,
which is more important for the STD task than the global temporal
information at which transformers excel.
Our ablation study on the impact of codebook sizes demonstrates
that increasing the number of centroids leads to an improvement in

MTWV scores. This indicates that larger codebooks capture finer
discrete units, thereby improving the discriminability of spoken terms.
However, we observed a slight decline in MAP and MRR scores
with larger codebook sizes. These findings highlight the trade-off
between different performance metrics, suggesting that the selection
of codebook size should be based on the specific use case.

We also found that our method occasionally generated false posi-
tives during retrieval, particularly with homophones, such as ”plane”
vs ”plain,” which were tokenized into identical token sequences. This
performance drop highlights the need for further investigation into
challenges posed by phonetically similar words.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we introduced a novel approach to STD by encoding
speech into discrete tokens. We also proposed a bidirectional state
space modeling using the Mamba model to effectively learn contex-
tual speech representations. Extensive experiments demonstrate that
our approach outperforms existing STD baselines in accuracy and
efficiency. Further analysis reveals that our method generates tokens
with greater invariance to speaker variability, making them more suit-
able for STD tasks than current speech tokenizers. Moreover, the bidi-
rectional Mamba model surpasses the Transformer model due to bet-
ter modeling of temporal information. Our speech tokenization frame-
work also shows promise for applications in developing speech LLMs
[35]–[38]. Future work will focus on generating language-agnostic
speech tokens and improving retrieval efficiency. Our code is avail-
able at: https://github.com/anupsingh15/BEST-STD
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