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ABSTRACT

In our recent work, we proposed Lightweight Speech En-
hancement Guided Target Speech Extraction (LGTSE) and demon-
strated its effectiveness in multi-speaker-plus-noise scenarios. How-
ever, real-world applications often involve more diverse and com-
plex conditions, such as one-speaker-plus-noise or two-speaker-
without-noise. To address this challenge, we extend LGTSE with a
Cross-Condition Consistency learning strategy, termed TripleC
Learning. This strategy is first validated under multi-speaker-
plus-noise condition and then evaluated for its generalization across
diverse scenarios. Moreover, building upon the lightweight front-
end denoiser in LGTSE can flexibly process both noisy and clean
mixtures and show strong generalization to unseen conditions, we
integrate TripleC learning with a further proposed parallel
universal training scheme that organizes batches contain-
ing multiple scenarios for the same target speaker. By enforcing
consistent extraction across different conditions, easier cases can
assist harder ones, thereby fully exploiting diverse training data
and fostering a robust universal model. Experimental results on
the Libri2Mix three-condition tasks demonstrate that the proposed
LGTSE with TripleC learning achieves superior performance over
condition-specific models, highlighting its strong potential for uni-
versal deployment in real-world speech applications.

Index Terms— Target Speech Extraction, Lightweight Speech
Enhancement, TripleC Learning, Universal TSE

1. INTRODUCTION

Target speech extraction (TSE) aims to extract the speech of a de-
sired speaker from mixtures of interferers and background noise
using an enrollment utterance, with applications in automatic speech
recognition, hearing aids and speech communication. However,
most existing approaches are designed and evaluated under a single
condition, such as two-speaker mixtures or one-speaker-plus-noise,
which limits their practicality. However, real-world applications of-
ten involve diverse and complex conditions, including one-speaker-
plus-noise, two-speaker-without-noise and noisy multi-speaker sce-
narios. This discrepancy highlights the need for a universal TSE that
can robustly generalize across multi-diverse conditions.

Recent studies on enrollment-guided TSE can be grouped
into three categories: 1) speaker embedding/encoder-based ap-
proaches [1–4], 2) embedding/encoder-free methods [5–9], and 3)
hybrid techniques that combine the two [10]. However, research
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on universal TSE that generalizes across diverse conditions remains
limited, especially for embedding-free models. For example, [11]
proposed USEF-TSE, showing that embedding-free frameworks can
integrate with different separation backbones. [12] introduced UPN,
which unifies personalized and non-personalized TSE within a single
model but relies on speaker embeddings. Similarly, [13] developed
USEF- PNet, enabling both personalized and non-personalized TSE,
while being an embedding-free framework. AnyEnhance [14], Uni-
Audio [15] and Metis [16] also offer unified frameworks supporting
TSE and other speech tasks. However, most of these studies only
provide single-condition TSE performance, and they have not been
evaluated under multiple interfering conditions, leaving their robust-
ness unverified and highlighting the need for systematic studies on
multi-condition TSE.

To the best of our knowledge, multi-condition TSE was first
brought to significant attention in the community during the ICASSP
2021 DNS Challenge [17], called personalized speech enhancement
(PSE), and further explored in ICASSP 2022 [18] and 2023 [19].
In these challenges, models were typically trained on data from all
three conditions, but evaluation used mainly overall metrics, with-
out analyzing each system across individual conditions. For exam-
ple, top-ranking systems [20, 21] were evaluated using overall per-
formance without examining condition-specific performance. Later
studies [22, 23] conducted condition-wise evaluations, showing that
training on all conditions and adding innovations slightly improved
overall performance, simpler scenarios were already well-handled,
while the main limitation came from the challenging two-speaker-
plus-noise condition, which still needs targeted improvement. No-
tably, most of these efforts focused on embedding/encoder-based
models; in contrast, embedding/encoder-free TSE has seen few at-
tempts to build a universal model handling multi-diverse conditions.

Building upon these observations, this work makes the following
contributions: 1) We extend our recently proposed LGTSE [24] by
introducing a cross-condition consistency learning strategy, termed
TripleC Learning, which is initially validated on multi-speaker-plus-
noise mixtures and then generalized to multi-condition TSE tasks,
showing consistent improvements in extraction performance; 2) We
build a universal embedding-free TSE model for multiple conditions:
a lightweight GTCRN-based [25] denoiser in LGTSE flexibly han-
dles both noisy and clean mixtures, and a parallel universal training
strategy is proposed that organizes multiple conditions for the same
target speaker within each batch, enabling effective integration with
TripleC Learning; 3) Experimental results on the Libri2Mix three-
condition dataset demonstrate that the proposed universal model
consistently outperforms condition-specific baselines, highlighting
its robustness and practical potential for real-world deployment.
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the proposed framework: (a) LGTSE architecture. (b) TripleC training scheme.

2. PROPOSED METHODS

2.1. Revisit LGTSE

Fig.1(a) shows our recently proposed LGTSE [24], which is a
lightweight speech enhancement-guided target speech extraction
model. It consists of a front-end Noise-agnostic Context Inter-
action module and a back-end backbone. The model takes two
inputs: noisy mixtures and enrollment speech, and outputs the
extracted target clean speech. Both inputs are first transformed
into complex time-frequency representations via short-time Fourier
transform, with the enrollment E ∈ R2F×Te and the noisy speech
Y ∈ R2F×Ty , where 2F denotes the concatenated real and imag-
inary parts along the frequency axis, and Te and Ty represent the
number of frames of the enrollment and noisy speech, respectively.
Dynamic range compression [26] with compression factor β = 0.5
is applied to the magnitude spectrum:

E = |E|βejθE , Y = |Y|βejθY . (1)

The noisy input Y is then denoised by the GTCRN [25] front-
end to obtain Yd, which is used for noise-agnostic context interac-
tion:

Yd = GTCRN(Y),

EYd = E× softmax
(
ET ×Yd

)
.

(2)

The motivation is that directly using the noisy input would pro-
duce guidance contaminated by noise, which can degrade the target
speech extraction performance. In [24], LGTSE showed competitive
performance in multi-speaker noisy scenarios. Here, we further en-
hance the model and extend its generalization to diverse conditions.

2.2. Cross-condition Consistency (TripleC) Learning

Fig. 1(b) illustrates the training scheme of our proposed Cross-
condition Consistency (TripleC) Learning. To improve performance
in multi-speaker-plus-noise conditions, we leverage the fact that
single-speaker-plus-noise mixtures are easier for the model to ex-
tract, thus providing more reliable guidance. We therefore enforce
consistency between outputs of the same target speaker with differ-
ent conditional interfering and noise.

Specifically, let y1 denote a single-speaker-plus-noise mixture
and y2 a two-speaker-plus-noise mixture, both paired with the same

enrollment speech e, and let s be the clean target speech. During
training, the two input pairs (y1, e) and (y2, e) are fed in paral-
lel. Each pair is processed by the noise-agnostic context interaction
module and then passed into the backbone network. For brevity, we
denote this end-to-end LGTSE mapping as f(·), and the correspond-
ing extracted signals are

ŝi = f(yi, e), i ∈ {1, 2}, (3)

where ŝ1 and ŝ2 are the estimated target speech signals from the two
conditions, both aiming to approximate s. Thus, the overall training
objective combines consistency and supervision losses is defined as:

LTripleC = w · 1

T

T∑
t=1

∣∣ŝ1[t]− ŝ2[t]
∣∣, (4)

LSI-SDR = −
2∑

i=1

SI-SDR(ŝi, s), (5)

Ltotal = LSI-SDR + LTripleC, (6)

where T is the number of sampling points and w = 50. Here,
LTripleC enforces consistency between outputs under different con-
ditions, while LSI-SDR ensures both estimates match the clean target
s. This joint optimization allows the model to exploit easier single-
speaker mixtures to guide extraction in harder multi-speaker-plus-
noise conditions, improving robustness and consistency.

2.3. TripleC-parallel Universal Training

To extend TripleC Learning into a universal framework, we propose
a parallel universal training scheme where each batch contains three
types of mixtures sharing the same target speech and enrollment
speech e: single-speaker-plus-noise, two-speaker-plus-noise, and
two-speaker. These inputs are processed in parallel by the model,
with each condition producing its own extracted output.

The training objective combines two components. First, all out-
puts are supervised by their clean target speech using SI-SDR loss,
ensuring accurate extraction across conditions. Second, the TripleC
loss is applied only to the noisy conditions (single-speaker-plus-
noise and two-speaker-plus-noise), aligning their outputs to let the
easier case guide the harder one.



Fig. 2: Illustration of GTCRN denoising performance. Top row: input mixtures under three conditions (single-speaker+noise, two-speaker
clean, two-speaker+noise); bottom row: corresponding enhanced outputs.

This parallel setup allows the model to see all conditions simul-
taneously and to learn a shared representation that generalizes across
them. The GTCRN front-end plays a crucial role: it naturally per-
forms effective denoising when noise is present, while behaving al-
most as an identity mapping on clean mixtures (see Fig. 2). This
property enables seamless universal training without any additional
adjustment, laying a solid foundation for robust performance in di-
verse real-world scenarios.

3. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

3.1. Datasets

All our experiments are conducted on the publicly available Libri2Mix
dataset [27], which covers three PSE conditions: 1) 1-speaker+noise
(mix single): a mixture containing only the target speaker and
background noise; 2) 2-speaker (mix clean): a mixture with a
target speaker and one interfering speaker without additional noise;
3) 2-speaker+noise (mix both): a mixture with a target speaker,
one interfering speaker, and background noise. For clarity, we adopt
the terms ‘1-speaker+noise’, ‘2-speaker’, and ‘2-speaker+noise’ in-
stead of the original mix * names in Libri2Mix. In each condition,
the training set contains 13,900 utterances from 251 speakers, while
the development and test sets each contain 3,000 utterances from 40
speakers. All mixtures are simulated in the ‘min’ mode. Note that
only the first speaker is taken as the target speaker, and all mixtures
are resampled to 8 kHz, unless otherwise specified.

3.2. Models

GTCRN [25], which has achieved state-of-the-art performance
on speech enhancement tasks, has only 50K parameters and 0.03G
MACs. SEF-PNet [6], used as one competitive embedding-free TSE

baseline, has 6.08M parameters and 8.50G MACs. LGTSE [24],
which combines GTCRN and SEF-PNet, has 6.13M parameters and
8.53G MACs. As proposed in [24], the LGTSE baseline is trained
using a pre-training+finetuning two-stage training strat-
egy: first, both the GTCRN front-end and backbone networks are
pre-trained individually, then the whole LGTSE is fine-tuned to
joint optimize the final system. In all the enhanced LGTSE+* ex-
periments, the proposed TripleC and parallel universal training are
all performed on both the pre-training and finetuning stages. Full
architecture details are provided in [24].

3.3. Configurations

We perform STFT using a 32 ms Hanning window with an 8 ms shift.
The model is trained with Adam (initial LR = 0.0005), decayed by
0.98 every two epochs for the first 100 epochs and by 0.9 for the last
20 epochs. Gradient clipping is applied to limit the maximum L2-
norm to 1. For evaluation, we report SI-SDR (dB) [30], PESQ [31],
and STOI (%) [32].

3.4. Results

3.4.1. Overall Results

Table 1 presents the overall results of condition-wise and multi-
condition scenarios (E0-E3). Condition-wise results refer to training
and evaluating each condition separately. Compared with SEF-PNet
(E0), LGTSE (E1) achieves similar results in the 1-speaker+noise
case but shows clear gains under speaker interference. In the 2-
speaker task, LGTSE improves SI-SDR and STOI, and in the more
challenging 2-speaker+noise scenario, the gains are larger across
all metrics. This confirms that the proposed noise-agnostic enroll-
ment guidance in LGTSE provides more accurate cues in robust



Table 1: Performance comparison between our methods (E0–E4) and existing approaches (G0–G2). All metrics are the higher the better.

ID Training Data Method 1-speaker+noise 2-speaker 2-speaker+noise

SI-SDR PESQ STOI SI-SDR PESQ STOI SI-SDR PESQ STOI

- - unprocessed 3.27 1.75 79.51 -0.03 1.60 71.38 -2.03 1.43 64.65

E0 Condition-wise SEF-PNet [6] 14.50 3.05 92.47 13.00 3.05 89.71 7.43 2.14 80.31

E1 Condition-wise LGTSE [24] 14.50 3.07 92.48 13.18 3.06 90.02 7.88 2.21 81.27

E2 2-spk+noise
+ 1-spk+noise LGTSE+tripleC 14.25 3.03 92.03 11.87 2.81 88.44 8.41 2.32 82.41

E3 2-spk+noise
+ 1-spk+noise
+ 2-spk

LGTSE+tripleC-
parallel

14.28 3.03 92.15 13.33 3.07 90.19 8.58 2.33 82.61

G0‡ LGTSE+shuffled 14.42 2.28 92.91 15.01 2.57 92.53 9.70 1.72 85.52

G1‡ LGTSE+tripleC-
parallel

14.51 2.30 93.10 15.23 2.64 92.95 10.12 1.77 85.96

G2‡ Condition-wise DB-BSRNN [28] - - - 13.84 2.53 - - 1.77 -

G3∗ Condition-wise NCSN++ [29] - - - 13.80 2.24 - 9.70 1.55 -
‡/∗

Results at 16 kHz on Libri2Mix-100 (‡) and Libri2Mix-360 (*), with two speakers alternating as the target speaker.

multi-condition TSE.
In E2, applying TripleC boosts the 2-speaker+noise performance

over E1 significantly. The 1-speaker+noise condition shows a slight
decrease, likely because the model sacrifices some performance on
easier conditions to better align outputs for more challenging multi-
speaker+noise mixtures, achieving overall improvement. In contrast,
the 2-speaker condition shows a noticeable performance drop, as the
model has not seen clean speech without noise during training.

Extending TripleC to all conditions in E3 yields slight gains
across scenarios. Parallel universal training encourages the model
to process single-speaker+noise, multi-speaker clean, and multi-
speaker+noise in the same feature space. This shared learning en-
hances the model’s ability to discriminate the target speaker, leading
to minor improvements even for the multi-speaker clean condition,
which is not directly constrained by TripleC. Comparing E3 with E0
and E1, an embedding-free single model achieves universal per-
formance across conditions, and parallel training with TripleC is
generalizable. Except for a slight drop in 1-speaker+noise, all other
conditions outperform models trained condition-wise independently,
demonstrating the effectiveness of the unified training scheme.

3.4.2. Comparison with Existing Approaches

System G0–G3 in Table 1 presents the performance comparison with
recent existing methods. For a fair comparison, all our models are
trained on Libri2Mix-100 at 16kHz, with two speakers alternating
as the target. G0 is taken as a standard baseline, where training
data from the three conditions are randomly shuffled and fed into
the model for training. G1 corresponds to our proposed model. It
can be seen that applying the TripleC plus parallel universal learn-
ing strategy leads to consistent improvements across all conditions,
demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach.

Comparing G1 with other condition-wise trained state-of-the-art
models (G2 and G3), LGTSE+TripleC-parallel achieves the high-
est performance. Specifically, under the 2-speaker condition, it
achieves SI-SDR/PESQ/STOI = 15.23/2.64/92.95, and under the 2-

speaker+noise condition, SI-SDR/PESQ/STOI = 10.12/1.77/85.96,
surpassing the DB-BSRNN model. Moreover, our model even out-
performs NCSN++, which is trained on Libri2Mix-360 with more
than twice the amount of data. These results verify the effectiveness
of a universal, multi-condition, embedding-free TSE model and
highlight its potential for practical deployment in diverse acoustic
scenarios.

3.4.3. Effects of GTCRN in Multi-condition Tasks

Fig. 2 illustrates the denoising capability of our pre-trained LGTSE
front-end, GTCRN. Although trained only on multi-speaker noisy
mixtures, it generalizes well to unseen single-speaker noisy and
multi-speaker clean conditions. The first row shows the input mix-
tures: single-speaker+noise, two-speaker clean, and two-speaker+noise.
The second row shows the corresponding GTCRN outputs. GTCRN
effectively denoises single-speaker noisy inputs and preserves two-
speaker clean inputs, removing any slight underlying noise. Perfor-
mance on two-speaker noisy mixtures is also strong. These results
demonstrate that GTCRN provides a robust foundation for a univer-
sal TSE model capable of handling both noisy and clean scenarios,
enabling an embedding-free TSE system suitable for real-world
multi-condition applications.

4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we built upon our previous LGTSE model and pro-
posed TripleC Learning, a cross-condition consistency strategy to
improve performance on multi-speaker-plus-noise mixtures. We
first validated its effectiveness, and further, by adopting a parallel
model training scheme, we developed a universal embedding-free
TSE model capable of handling multiple conditions. The effec-
tiveness of our extraction method was verified on the Libri2Mix
three-condition datasets. Future work includes more generaliza-
tion experiments, optimizing the model for low-latency, real-time
deployment in practical applications.
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