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Fig. 1 Overview of task.
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Table 1 Statistics of train, validation, and test

datasets.

Training  Validation Test

#Evaluations 30,000 12,000 12,000

#Audio—text pairs 7,500 3,000 3,000

Audio durations [s] 75,000 30,000 30,000

#total Listeners 2,323 668 1,336
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Fig. 2 Architecture of the baseline model.
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Fig. 3 Overall results.
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Table 2 Results of top-ranked teams and baseline systems. Team rank indicates the ranking obtained by

comparing the best-performing systems from each team, and system rank indicates the ranking obtained by

comparing all submitted systems.

Team  System Team name Test Validation
rank rank SRCCT KTAUT LCCT MSE] | SRCCT KTAUT LCCT MSE ]
1 1 Sun_NPU 0.6402 0.6873  0.4612  3.0111 0.6680 0.6800 0.4860  3.3340
2 2 Chunarkar NTHU 0.6382 0.6851  0.4596  2.8256 0.6645 0.6796  0.4829  3.1218
3 5 Shiota_TMU 0.6327 0.6426  0.4564  9.5999 0.6780 0.6716  0.4939  8.3798
4 6 Huang WHU 0.6264 0.6695  0.4497  2.8369 0.7082 0.7085  0.5208  2.8742
5 11 Guan_HEU 0.6143 0.6770  0.4403  2.8044 0.6455 0.6675 0.4690  3.1925
Baseline 0.3345 0.3420 0.229 4.8113 0.3844 0.3961 0.2646  4.8361
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Fig. 4 Results of the relationships among evaluation metrics
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