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Semi-supervised nonnegative matrix factorization with
cosine similarity penalty and application to audio

source separation

Yuta Iwase

Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering

National Institute of Technology, Kagawa College

Abstract

I aim to improve the performance of audio source separation for monaural mixture sig-
nals that consist of two or more sound sources. In audio source separation for monaural
signals, nonnegative matrix factorization (NMF) has been utilized. In particular, semi-
supervised NMF (SNMF) can achieve separation by employing simple supervised signals
such as scale sounds of each instrument. In recent years, penalized SNMF (PSNMF) with
orthogonality was proposed. This method forces two basis matrices for target and inter-
ference sources to be orthogonal each other. Since basis matrices have spectral patterns
of each source and the similarities between these patterns are maximized by orthogo-
nalization, the separation quality is improved. However, in conventional PSNMF, the
orthogonality penalty does not affect correctly because of the scale ambiguity between
basis and activation matrices in NMF. In this thesis, I propose a new method that uses
cosine similarity between the basis matrices of the target and interference sources to avoid
the scale ambiguity. I compare the audio source separation performance of the proposed

and conventional methods and show the efficacy of the proposed cosine similarity penalty.

Keywords: nonnegative matrix factorization, cosine similarity, audio source separation
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T/ IMMESOEESEETIE, IEEMEITHR T (NMF) IFENn s 73 ALITHED
SFENEZTHD. HRBOFREED X S LS NEEIEHEZ NMF (ZiEHT 2 FEO
1 DI HidH v NMF (SNMF) 23% 5. 2, SNMF OBl #dEd 2 Fike LT,
BRIz < I & SNMF (PSNMF) 23% 5. ER LEiRIEIX, HRAZHEO KT
5l & JEHEIRDORETH 2 BT 5. BETIIEEFRDOART MUARZ -V REEN
THEY, HOOREFTHOIHEMEZELIC L > THED B I LIk Dl EN M LT 5.
UM L, kD PSNMF Tl, BETHE T 7T 1 X—2 3 VITFHIBO A7 — VAEMIC &
D, BEROEMERGENELEALRVWERLE R > TS, £ I TARXTIEX, PSNMF
AT = VAEMIK S BB THEAMET 5. BEFIETIE, HWEEE IEEHWSFHRORE
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1.1 FROBEOER

HIHEABEL 1, EROFHENMRES LREBTBHIS W ES2S, RAET DHIOME % OFF
Zo0EE - W T AEMTH L. ThbE, NEAPHEEOHR TS HOIBERO H 5 2550 Bk
DHHF—TV—RE2HRIIHME LN TEDINITUNR—T 48R %2 a3 Ea—KE2HN
THEEHTLHZLTHD. FiFEDHMIE Figs. 1.1 KO 1218 T L5, ava—kZ2H0
TEBEEP S E2 BEAERT 2 HERE®, I 2P — bO &S RERORIBED AR HE
ENTVEEREEPSREDEBDOATT 1 DA T 2EOEMGERD . £-5H
RBABIBHINTE D, /1 X2MHLEFOREOA %R 2 72D FRSMENIEH S
TW5,

1.2 AWICHTHEHE

IS ML, FOHBEL CTEL SHEMMEER OO DOFHND &5 k5 2iEH (Zhz#H
flifEeRk & 80 &2 W7 TR U SR mt &, ZanEsz Hwa TEidD 0 570 i
D2DTKHTES. BAR LU EIEIEIE, BEEHRELEE LW s, H5D5EE
BENOIERAPAETH S [1]. TOKME, SOWHFHESHEEOEBIIREETHS. —FH, &
fidp 0 HIRDEETIX, BREESTOEZFIROMECEG, FaoY v T IVEOLMIER % Hil
WZEHEBL, FETHRONIMENDET IV EFHRSMIIEHT 5.

Bhid 0 FIRS L, B S BUEIEROBIZ > T 512 T2Hid b FIHS M & T
BiH 0 FIRDHE (2T ond (2,3 BEIEIZE, ETOEREZMEXIZOML 2WEE
&, REDERE T 22RO FN S L - WGE0 N H 5. Hhlid b G2 #H S
2856, HIE CIEBIERIZETOERSBEL RS, 20 KD 0D 0 &% 2240
HOFEDEEL PR, EBETIE, HEBLEZWE (HWE) ZDOEMHEERSBEL 5.
Lo THAHDH D FIRAPMETEIRBMD 0 FFEDHEL D TOEE T LHMIEHRD A7
V. $ROBEHIZRPENE VR D,

72, BEIEHRPKRBEICZH D56, BE=2—F )% v b7 —2 (deep neural network:
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Fig. 1.1: Automatic music transcription.

Various instruments are
played simultaneously.

Users can obtain melody
of each instrument.

Fig. 1.2: Separation of instrumental sounds.

DNN) &IFEN 2 B EE FAAEHTHS [4, 5. Lo L, DNN %80T 5725101%, &
HIRDY 1 OS5 5 2 BERMIHET 2 0 ERH 2 FDOBENLIENH 5. Bk LD
R, DHENG L 22 &E (HNER) O¥EHT—Zty MAWME» UPHETE RV E
D IRRPUZ BV TIL, FFAEITHIINF 2 (nonnegative matrix factorization: NMF) [6, 7]
IS FHA T NE TS < BEXNT 57 [1]-[3],[8]-[10]. Fic, B> TLo%EF—
ZIPSREEEZYEHLZDO X XIEHT 54 H  NMF (supervised NMF: SNMF) [2, 3] i3,
BREMNLZEH I L FHETMMEEZTNZLTEYD, RRELTHEOITHS.

KL TIE, SNMF (2D HFEDBDOAZIO S . BAFEFIETH 5 ERMLERIHEZ
5L 7 510140 & SNMF (penalized SNMF: PSNMF) [3] Tl NMF (25133 27—
AEMZ &0 EISRAPEL SHEBELRWHEDLRD S, KX TR, ZOMEZERT DL
BT, HRHNHEREDWE D7 IZ 35 A VFLUE & Hr /- 21 AIH e L TRV % PSNMF %
RET 5. Fig. 1.3 TIIERTIE, REFIEKXO DNN IZED K HEEOMOAMEMN T 2R 7.
AFX TRFET 5 FHETIE, DNN IZEDSEREEIZRAD LW, 28 a2 MIEETIEAE
PRSI TH D, 51T, DHERERAEED PSNMF &0 &< 45 2L 2FHRTRAT.



1.3 FwmXD#WEHK 3

Proposed
PSNMF

Conventional
PSNMF

Source separation performance

Training cost
Fig. 1.3: Scope of this thesis.

1.3 AEWXDEERK

AL DOERIZIRDEY TH 5. 2 FTlE, NMF OIEMBHEZRIZONWTRR, FiFEDHEAD
WA FEERT. £72, BFO PSNMF OMZEO KEEHNE2/RT. 3 B TIEARRLTHZ
IZHRET B oY A VELES A & PSNMF (2O WCHH L, IREFEORETERR 284§
5. 43T, BETFHROENM 2R T 272012, HRESOEFIRDMVEE % ZTRIIEZ Lo
¥ v 7))V SNMF, fRERDEZLSHIAT & PSNMF ROIRETFHEICBE L THEL, Z0iE%
MRS, BEIZT, AWXDELDEBRRD.
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NMF %z W 7/=-E RS 5

2.1 NMF

NMF & I3HEATH 2 OS2 2 L TABDEHBREEZMET 27V T ) XLATH
5. EMRETIEANAT —ART MURPHEERE Vo 72 LS RIEAMD T — X 9% . NMF i,
ZO &5 BIAMED T — X & AN RHBR S AR 2 2 2 HNE LTHWSRTE Y,
ZDMFRDOEG I D SERMDOEE T — 2P HFEDH L Vo722 — VB EHT 2 0HTH
HTH 5 [3, 11]. NZ—=VEMBEWT NMF RIEEADTH T — R E2ET > 7 OIREATHID
BT 5 Z & T, FEDITHT — X DIBFIEN R R — v 2l T2 Z E YW RETH 5.

NMF R KIT R A7 DN 10217 5 .

X ~FQ (2.1)

22T, X e RLY BHABNGHITH S, £z, Fe RN RO Q e RES Wenznsk
EATFIROT 7T 4 RXR=> a Vgl Th b, I RO JIZBHITH X OfF8esschds. %
7= K \3EEHTHD. 2D X512, NMF a7 — 2475 (BHITE) X 2Hl0 =20
FEEFTHDITIIE FQ TEMT A 7T AL TH 5. REMTH FI2ix, BHETH X o
BH AR R =V DRERT MLELTEEN, TNOSDREEMNRT 7271 R—=2 3 V175 Q
IZEEND.

X (3.5) 2HEREITLIcRT L,

Tij & Y finlrg (2.2)
K

LBz, fu RO qp 3ENEN X, F, RO Q DHEFETHS. 517, i=1,---,1,
j=1,---,J, RO k=1,--- , K ZxhZTnl, J, KOK DA VTFv I A%KT. —RIZ
BEBKIZIX®J IO WEIZEEI NS 20, NMF (Z8H175] X 2 K @D
HETEBETAES V7B EINTES. NMF I2BWT F U Q XA DB #E(LRET
HEINn5.



2.1 NMF 5

22T, D) B2 D75 OBBEEZ W B EEOBEHKTH D, NMF OXIRTIE = Fea—2
Uy NEE#E (7], —M{b Kulback-Leibler (KL) XA N—Y Y A [7], Itakura-Saito (IS)
TAN=Vz v A 12] FERESHWO NS, /o TR (2.3) 1%, FFABHITTH X %K <EM
TEHERIADET NS FQ (HLET NI FQ DT V271X K) 2H#ET HMEE
8%,

FELO 3THEHEOHLEREBIE TN ENIRD LD ITEZRINT WS,

e —a—2 Vv NEfjf

2
D(X|[|FQ) = Z (% > fm%;) (2.4)

e KLXAN—=V VA

DX||FQ) =) (:g” log =2 — s f i +> fiquj> (2.5)
t k

i,

e ISXAN=Y VA

D(X|FQ) = —_— _log L — — 1) 2.6
XIFQ) ; (Zk fikdr; o8 2ok Jikdn; (26)
X (23) D F & QIZHETHMIPALATIEEA SNR W, F & Q Z5 D fFiETHIMN
fE(BIZIE[9) %) LTS AT, KM %2175 Z 2 TR (2.3) OHEMEREE /NS <T5L5%
FLQzkds. X (2.4)-(2.6) DFELEREE % AWz NMF @©, majorization-minimization
(MM) 73 X4 13 12HD S KEEHAZ PITFICFT.

o “HI—2 Y v N

> Tijn;

J
> akj 2 fik qrj
J K’

fir < fir -

Z-’Eijfik
3

qkj < Qkj * 2.8
! TN e Y fie Qi (28)
; W

e KLXAN=V VA
xij
— g
%:Zfik'%'j !
fik < fir - b 2.9
S (2.9)

mij
=7 fik
Zi: > fiwans
k/

qQkj < Qkj - Ef
ik
i 1

(2.10)
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e ISXAN=Vx VA

fie < fir - (2.11)

qkj

qk]
(Z fzk:/Qk:/ )
; Z fzk/Qk’

T

Z %fﬂc
' <%: fik’Qk’j>

> fik
i Z fik’qk’j
k/

(2.12)

Qkj < Qkj *

%E, KE—EBIHD firp X qp; OPEMEICZEOHLE S5 Z2 5. Zhid, NMF »IEE T
HEDHERNRELTWD eI, MIIEIZ0 2522 ZDHBATREHFINRL 250
5THD.

22 HEE7—) LT

NMF % ZFR2 8 3 5 72121, KA 7 — Y =24 (short-time Fourier transform:
STFT) 2 &0 &% 2MaRHTH2HBENH S, STFT &1k, —IRGCOHHIES %2 ZIRIT DK
ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁv:%@?é_a@%5.MTT@M@@M%%Eg21kr? EN Y
MEE 2 WREEE (7—) 22 M8E) ca8L, BBfERERT 22 LTl T — ) £
ZHMHT S, ZOMEEZLEORB Z L IZ/7D 22k, KEFEAERBOEREZ > =kt
EEBRon, ABEESMA (AX7 ML) ORFNREMOERIZEH L TWS. 0 IKIG
BHEART ba s T LA EEh, EERBEREZFEOTHE LTERINS.

23 NMF OEFZEFES~DEH

FE(E5I1Z NMF 2#HT 254, REESIZSTFT 2#HL THEONEI AR NS S
L (HETH) OIRIEME JRIEARZ haZ T L) PRAT—fli (XU —AXRZ v as I L) %
IEAMEBNTS X € RUF e LTHS Zed-iThs. ZorE, TIRARKEVE, J
B 7 U — A8uc sz hdind 5. RmX T, HIZ X 2iIREARZ hos 7420
EHT D.

RIFARZ bu 2o F L X %2 NMF CTHOf#LU 7272 Fig. 2.2 TH 5. BHITTH X 1 NMF
EHWSZECTHETHF L7274 R=Y 3 V78] Q DIFFIETEBEINTWS., Tk
T X 1A ORMABEEITY RIEARZ v s Sh) THY, i=1,---,I, j=1,---,J
EOk=1,-- K ZENTHhEBEHL Y, KET7 V-4, ROERETHOS Ty 7 2 %R
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Time waveform
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L

Window "5
function M.
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‘Discrete Fourier
transform
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transform

i ] "
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>
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\_ S J
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Fig. 2.1: Process of STFT.

Nonnegative matrix
(amplitude spectrogram)
X (IxJ)

(a4
~J

Basis matrix
(spectral patterns)

F 1xk)

Activation matrix
(time-varying gains)

Q (KxJ)

~I

Frequency
Frequency

| NActivation

Time

J

Amplitude

N
Amplitude \

I : # of frequency bins

K

J : # of time frames

Basis K: # of bases

Fig. 2.2: Matrix decomposition by NMF.

F. Fig. 22 IZBVWTRETH F X2 DORERZ MU SR> TW5, Thbb, HEKT
Hl F TIEBITY] X DAY MUVARR =% 2RDEERY MIVTEMLTWS. [ RIZ,
TITAR=YaVFH QX F D2 ROEERS bULOE ORI E ORRE DR S THR
T 0% RTHRRELAZITRZ MLELULTEHEATWS., 5T, Fig. 22 TIE K =2
LT, 2RDEENRY MV TBHIFTY X 2R LUTWD. KX Tk, 1 HETHRRZ@E
D, SNMF (250 < FIEAMTFIEOBENRICH RN G W L 2 ZR L, IREiTHHT

%5 SNMF IZ ERZES, ZOREGEIZDOV

THETY 5.
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Training stage

&4
,
ﬁg A
. \
|
~ '
1
1
/

N i 1
Basis of Pf. 7 fiooy D(X1[lF1Q1) g cis of st oun D(X,| F2Q2)
Separation stage /

Mixtur n .
ure sound min D(Y”FlGl + FQGQ)
GlaG2
F}and F;are fixed, and only Q1 and Q2 are optimized.

Fig. 2.3: Separation algorithm in full-SNMF.

24 SNMF IZ& 2 BIRDBE

NMF % HW 7= SR M B WT, SEENRE 2255 (HNEE) oFEHT—XE vy b
DHEN UDHARTER VI D RRMIIZBWTIE, BV Y TNV OER T — X0 5 RiE %2 28
ULZ D% FIEMT % SNMF [2, 3] IZ R st a2 D Biks i T h 5. SNMF 1T IZ i v
D SNMF & f#ifiiid b ® SNMF 3% 5. SNMF &, ¥EATFT—V L DA T — I 5
I NTWS. Fig. 2.3 1Z2¥idH D O SNMF OFFESHET LTV AL E2RLTWS, %Y
AF—VTIE, ETCOEROKMIER (ZZTREFFOY > TIVES) DIRIEAR2Z ho
755 X1 RO Xy % NMF TENENGREL, SHFROBBART MUAX -V E2EDH
fiRESS Fy RO F, 283 5. DMAT—YTlk, Hi0%8E U BMREESS F, RO
F, 2T, BEESDIRIEARZ vad I LY 20375622 T, FIG, X0 F,Gy I
i, TNENEFNZFY U AEFHEOKSMEN, SHEATHI NS, Fig. 2.4 13 PEE0H D
D SNMF O HFEDEET VT XL %2 FELTWS, ¥EAF—Y TR, BHFEOY Y 7VE
FOMRIEA~Z ba s T 5 X & NMF T L, SEART MV R — % GO KT
| F %%83 5. SMAT—YTlE, FRreE U 7-BIM R85 %2 Ay CREE S OfikiE A
R MOATZILY 20T HI T, HUEERKS FG £ Z0MOER GEHIEIR) Ko
HU Z#ET 5. ARXTIE, LD DD SNMF OAZFHERONREL TN, RETDT
AT 4 TEEBMEELS 228D DO SNMF (ZHSHAETH 5. AR X EH0m
HHDSNMF ©Z & %HIZ TSNMF] &L,

SNMF % W7 HESHE T, RIEARZ ML E KL &4 8=V 2 v AZHED < NMF T



2.4 SNMF IC& 2 Z RN 8 9

Y
~

Training stage =
X

Spectral
patterns of Pf.

Sample sound of Pf. III7'116121 D(X ||FQ)

b

Separation stage & '/lG | 1 T_]
4 of \f ﬁ _|_\f

min DY|FG+HU)  oiervmees

F'is fixed, and only G, H, and U are optimized.

Fig. 2.4: Separation algorithm in semi-SNMF'.

DIFT B FEN—-BHEREN RV Z L HPIERIICHERSNT WS [3, 14]. £-T, —BHREOR
WREEZWRRET 200 ZYTH L5720, KFETIER (25) TRT KL XA NN—Y 2V 2D
AHEHWS, SNMF TlE, ZERAT—YIIBWTHNZFEOSMZ N R/7-FEDY > TIVE
SOWIEART b7 F 4 X IZNMF 2952 8T, BAIREEITS F 2Hii28d 5.
ZDrE, FIREHNSGHEOHEEARZ FLAR—VE K KOFIRZ ML (FEEXZ hL) &
LTAATWS., AT —YTld, #EIETH F R5 25072 FNT, RAEGSOHRIE
Rz as75Y e R 2o Bl LB X 0 HRT 5.

min D(Y||FG + HU)
G.HU

s.t. gkj,hil,ul]- >0 Vi, j, k, l (2.13)

IIT, HeRY RO U e RLY W2 ZnIEHNERE RS b DIEITIE T 2 7 1
R=ya VFHTHY, hy kP uy; EZhFh H RO U OBEHETH 5. if:, l=1,---,L
WEIEHNEHIROEIRITS H IZEEFNDEED A VT v 7 A %2KRT. HEAKIZIE, EEESY
HOHKERDOERD D FG, FEHNEROERD D HU & bfﬁ%ﬁéﬂé?‘:&b, Eﬂ}ﬁﬁﬁj\%’ﬁfﬁn
fer 3.

MM 7L 3 X4 (13] ICED K ERUTH G, H, KU U OEFANFR (2.14)~ = (2.16)
DEIITB.
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Yij
fik
; o firr gy + > hapuy
Grj = Ghj - — -
! > fik
i

(2.14)

E Yij u
.
=3 fiw gy + > by
K’ I

> U
7

hil — hz‘l : (2'15)

Z Yij
T > [ gy + > haruy
W 7

Z hit

hit

(2.16)

Upj < U -

ZIT, vy BY OEHRTH 5.

SNMF (2D HFFEDBETIE, REGESTOHNEIE L FHNSIEIBLL 222 L
EERULE, DHEENSAT IRERD L. ik, HEUT 2 AR NVHBKERETS] F
NAFIEHMERORETI H OWIThzEzHWCHERETELZEAFHERATH S, Zhi, R
(2.13) TR BELFBEIZENT, TIAMEIEDLY X & FG+ HU FOFE#HOATE#RI N
THEH, TOaAMEHBUZIFEETAIREPELL WX S 2HNNAEEhTWDE 2 EAHRA
Thb. Z05E, BIFEO - HU 12, H5WVIFEEMNSHEO 2 FG IZRAT %
ey, HBESMBENSIT 5.

ZOMBITHLT 272012, BERALIZED K PSNMF 3] BRI hTw5b. PSNMF i,
WHIRETY F L IEENSHEORETY H BNTELE I ERT 25425 L7k
SNMF Th b, HWEJEES? FG O&E%2 KEZH EI 2081 D 5. AFIETIE, 26
AT —=IIBWTIROREMEEZE Z 5.

in D(Y|F H rtn (£, H
Juin (Y||IFG 4+ HU) + pPortn( )
s.t. gkj,hil,ulj > 0 Vi, j, k, l (2.17)

Porth(Fa H) = HFTH||I2-7‘r
2
=> (Z fikhil> (2.18)
k.l i
22T, p REUE Pon(F, H) OEARETHS. £/, |A|n FLEOH A € RY
DTARZIRAINVATHY, RATEINS.

1A = > a (2.19)
,J

ZIT, a; 13 ADERTHS. FIHIH Poren(F,H) 1%, F ODEENZ ML (KA) & HD
HERZ MU (LK) ORMASDEDOHNRED ZFHIZHIST 5. #->T, H 2T T 58I



2.4 SNMF I & 2 Z RO EE 11

&, Y & FG+ HU i< %522 RO TH ORERT MUV F OEJERZ ML L7z
HRLBERTHIL] D2 HNEESH, #HRE UTSNME &b & HFHEMMEES NS Z
EDEBRICHEREINT WS [3]. MM 7L 3V X4 [13] 1I2HEILK L5 G, H, RO U
DEFANEZNFNRD & 51275 [3] .

Z Yij
T > fi gy + > haruy
Gkj < Gkj * s a
! > fik
i

fik

(2.20)

Z Yij u
y
= fiwgrs + > hauy
W v

>+ pfie 3 firhin
J i

hil — hil : (2'21>

Yij
hii
Zz‘: > firgrg + > havury
& 7

Z hit

U < U - (222)
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53 E
O 4 VERBEICED < PSNMF

3.1 ik

E I3 D < PSNMF (21, STHIHORRPEE KBS W2 WAENZME D 5.
NI, NMF 23ARER - TWBRIEFTH] - 77 F 14 X—> 3 VFHIDO A7 — VAREMED R IK
THhd. B, X~ FQ &\5 NMF %% 2 72812, RETH F ITEEDEDRE o %
FUTaF LERLTE, ABIZT 771 R—Ya Vi Q % (1/0)Q X34, FQ Afk
DEIFEDL SRV E WS REMTH 5.

E 2 ALIZEED < PSNMF T, EfIH Pon(F, H) D2/ NE<$T5Z L TF & H DI
HMEA2EDBZ e 2E 250, EBICIXZ OFIRNEIZIEFICNS RMED a ZFE LT aH &
TEH5ILTR/AMEATRETH B, ZD L &, HU OEMREDLSBRWE S, U i (1/a)U & &
FENS. f->T, ZOSHABHIZEEMC F & H2E2{LTE5T, R (2.17) OHHEAL
ML, Hamizik, X (2.13) dE—2 k5.

COMEE BT 72012, R (3] TIX, H 2FHTIEICRIEERT MLvEESLELT S
(ER RO E U 0)1?/\& MUWZFELUT HU 3ARZELT ) k51270 I LEeEE
LTHED, ERIICIIMRERED R SN 7AY, Z0FEEHEERAN MR IZE 22\, [
BOBRIL, Ly /VLAIZEDLS AN=AFELE T 757 4 R—=Y a V175252 % NMF T
LRSI NTE D, HERT MIVORI 2 HfIRMICEZ 2 BELEPREI ATV S [15].
PSNMF (2B W TH, Sk [15] L FROGIFIGZMHEZEAL THLS ZLIFTESD, Kby
TIfRPEE UT, BERZ MUVEOKE SITIHMEEE T, AEICOMIET 2351 V8
L % i 7= (Z ETRIIHIZ W 5 PSNMF %4259 5.

32 O MEH
DY A VEIBEIZ S < PSNMF & LT, ROBSELIEL £ 5.

min D(Y||FG + HU) + iPeos(F, H)
G,H,U

s.t. gkjahibulj > OVZ, ja ka l (31)



33 REFEHAOEH 13

> firha
Peos(F, H) Zlog L

T (zn) (z)

ZZT, EHIH Peos(F,H) 1, F OHEERT bV e H DEERZ MLOKBMALGDED
1 VHOUE ORI ET 5. v A VEBETHLZDT, HERT MVOEIIZIIMKS
T, MEOATERMEZMZZRTE, NMF L8B3 A7 = VOREEIZFEL LW, £
7z, HERZ MVZETIHATHZ I h 5, IV VEMEDHEIZR/NTO (BX), KT
1 CEf7) &%, 22T, #ffik Ta¥A VELEON ] IZX2EANTIE, MM 7)L3VY
fA?@%&il%?@o%ﬁir:#%y%wﬁwﬁﬁmjabf%%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁé ¢,
IRENZR AR MM 73 XL TOERDAGEE 22 5.

33 REEHFAOEH
R (3.1) RIRD & 5 ICEBTE 5.

D(Y||FG + HU) + (iPeos(F, H)
= [yij logyi; — yij log (Z firgig + hilulj) —yij + Y fkgrg + Y hilulj]
0] k l k !

> firhir
+Zlog L . (3.3)
k.l

(za) (zm)

=> [yij log yij — yi; log (Z fikgri + Y hilulj) — Ui+ > fige + Y hilulj]
I k !

i,J k
1 1
py longikhil210g2fi2k210g2h?l] (3.4)
el 5 i :

X (3.4) O IR MEBEB/MET DB grjy hay B uy; 2RDBZEDVBHINTHZH, Z0
B A SAMTRMY T2 2 N TH D, TOMEIE, F0E, HRELOE/ UHAREK
DHNEIZEBOBRHNZEATWERSTHD. ZDXSI12a A NEABOWMS % ik 5
ZEeDNEETH BI5E, MITIZEA RO 5N FREE (22 MRS 1 HTOAEL,
TP D TR R MR EEISBIE) 2FEILT, 3 A MEBOMRD D IZ ERFEBORK
INRERD D Z L 2MDIRT Z LT, IA MEABOB/NLERD B R# TN MM 7L T
UxAumf%é ARHIZBWTH, kD NMF O F#{bFiE e Fbkic, MM 7)L3Y
MMZHED L EEET VD) XL (KEEHR) 28T 5,
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9, aAMEK 34) 2T L, ROESIZEETS.
> fikGrj > hiug;

J = Z |:yij log yij — yij log (’Yijlkrf)/u + 7ij2l,y”) —Yij + Z fikGr;
K

i, ijl 152

+> haug | 4y [10{3; > fihi —ilogz fie— élogz h?z] (3.5)
l k.l A 7 %

ZZT, yij1 > 0 B 50 > 01 i1 +7i2=1 27z S HIEHTH 5. R (3.4) OEIH
B (grj, ha RO wy) OHIZEDENEREKE woTH Y, LRBEKEZHRET 2 HBE
DD, AN (—log) 1, ZBUTH UL THBEETH 2720, XADES5 M=y D
AEX (A1) Z#EHT 252 LT ERERERETES.

> fikGrj > hijug
% ]
—log | vij1———— +Yije————

Yij1 Yij2
> fikGrj > hijug;
k l
< —7ij1log — 7ij2 log
Yij1 Yij2
= —ij1108 Y fikgr;j + Vij1 108 vij1 — Yij210g > hartur; + vij2 log vija
k !

fikGk;
= —Yij1 log Z Q5K ; L+ Yij1 log Yij1 — Vij2 log Z Bzgl 5 + Yij2 log Yij2 (3~6)
L ijk ijl

ZZT Qi > 0K ﬁijl > 0% Zk Qiji = 1 RO Zl /Bijl =1 %2 THEHRTHS. A
(3.6) DEFFHILFMFIIIRATERS5NSD.

;fikgkj

= ijfikgkﬁle hijug (3.7)
> hiugj

iz = Zk:fikglkj-l-zl: hiiug; (38)

X (3.6) OFE—HICE=IHE, KRE UTER (gr;, hay KO w;) OfFIE &L EK
Lo TW\WB720, RDEISICHES 2Vt OREXZETT 5.

fikgkj fik:gk:j
DN | iy < a1 3.9
Yij1 ngk:azjk ik > g1 Zk:awk og i ( )
zlul] ’Llul]
_leJQIOgZ/Bljl Bin 7132251]110 5 » (310)
35l L)
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A (3.9) KU (3.10) DESHRILFMAFZNETNIRANTEZSNSD.

fikgkj
Qiik = = 3.11
! ;fik’gk/j ( )
hiug;
Biil = = 3.12
] z hil’ul’j ( )
ll

72, X (3.4) OHEANEHBEH (hy) OMMZ ST ENKEKL 2 ->THD, EREAKE
REt T oM EN DS, XL (4 log) 1%, ZBUTH U THBEKTH L7280, IRAD L 1T
ERiAEX (A2) 2EHT S Z LT LEREHERITE 5.

1
logz fikgr; < T (Z fikgr; — Ckli) + log Ckii (3.13)

ZIT, Gui > 0103 ), Gui = 1 27z SMBERTH L. X (3.13) OFSHALEMFIXIRA
THZoNB.

Crii = Y firha (3.14)

512, X (3.4) OE/NHEEHK (hy) ORAZECENEHEKE 2->THY, LREKZ
BT EILENRDHL. MADEI Az v VOREANZHHAT 52 & T EREKEZET
5.

h2
—log Z h?l = —log Z Okli 51:;
2

h?
< - Z Sy1i log

Okl
== 6w (2log hyy — log 5j) (3.15)
2T, g > 01 Y7 0 = 1 2l STHMEATH H. A (3.15) OFSHILAMIXIRA
THEALND.

2
hil

AP — . (3.16)
2 iy

R (3.4) 122K (3.6), (3.9), (3.13), KU (3.15) &MAT 3 &7 < J+ %t T H&H72% b
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BRBIEL T+ IR D & S IZ@EITE 5.

J<J*
fzk.gkj
= Z Yij IOg Yij —Yij | Vij1 Z Qi log Yij2 Z ﬁz]l log —Yij1 log Yij1
i
—Yij2 IOg ’71‘]2 — Yij + Z fzkgk] + Z h’llulj +p Z [ (Z fzkhzl Cklz)
1 9 1
+1og Guii —7log > - QZ Ori (21og hyy — log 0;) (3.17)

H oE#HRZ, X (3.17) DFL% hy TREBIL 0 EBWRRKR (0T /0hy =0) 51
LN 5.

1 1
Z |: yU’ngZﬁzgl l ; T Uy +Ul]:| +MZ |:< 5klz . h:| =0

J
1
Zyw')’zﬂﬁml +Zul1 +Mzifzk MzakliE =0 (3.18)
k 7

1
ﬁx&w)%ﬁ—tomfﬁﬁﬁét,mﬁtmé.

il

hll |:Z YijVij2Biji + 1 Z 5kli] = Z u; + p Z g;f (3.19)
j k J k !

X (3.19) &0, hy IZOWTRS EULTORIZEFTE 5.

2 YijYig2Bijt + 1D Ok
ha = - . (3.20)

Zul] + u Z ?k
kli

X ST AROE S &M (3.7), (3.8), (3.11), (3.12), (3.14), KU (3.16) % Lz
RATB L, UTFIRTAVBRONS.

Zyijﬁilul]’
J

h?,
= +pud —=
Z/ fik grrj + Zhil’ul’j % Z h?,
hip = = (3.21)
Zul —I—,uz
’ Zfz kh g

ZZT, hy BFESHRIUFMITEETNT W, EFMATOLEE hy 2£9. X (3.21) DD FDH
TIHIIBWT, BEERLEOBAEZIN o TWAME_HOFIZ L OBEZEIZEENTVARL. ko
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Tk ORMIZHE—IHERE K{595Z b, RATRINS.

Zyijililulj 79
J il
= + K —
Zfik’gk:’j + Zhwum Z,:hz%l
hig = -~ : (3.22)
Zul +MZ
’ Zfz’kh 1

X517, & (3.22) DA FOLETOHIZEENTWAIBRE hy 2 < < D ET I L THRIKHZ
FHADOHITIRA & 72 5.

Yij il
> = Uy + K ——=
T X fwgws + Z hauy > hi
hi = hyg - —* d (3.23)
Zuz +MZ
! Efszh 2

YA HLUEIZEED < PSNMF OEAIHIZIE G RO U OEEVRGENTWRWED,
X (3.23) DX EHAE KD LS KX (3.10) OFHBE gy KO w,; TRIBSL 0 & H<
&, BondATRHEENE ENRV. T2 G KU U OEFHANIEHIEZ (53 51
DR (220) &R (2.22) LFAKTHS.
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41 EBRFH

RETFTEOANMEZMR T 57012, HRESOHHEDEMEREZ2EL{LIZIED < PSNMF
(RERFIE) & av 1 VHELEICE DK PSNMF (RREFIE) B LU THKRL . FERTIE
T—X+t v ;& U T songKitamura [10, 16] ® YMH MU-1000 ® & J§i% W7z, FiFIZIE
F—HKT (Ob), b5 >Ry b (Tp.), &Y (Hr), Zh—b (FL), 77440 (Vo),
779 %v 5k (CL), €7/ (Pf), n—7>¥3a—FK (Hp.), bmviK—> (Tr.), 773 v b
(Fg.), #xu (Ve.) O 11 D, FEAT—YHD 2 A2 X2 —7 LA &K (Fig. 4.1) &4
B2 T —VHDOABT 18— (Fig. 4.2) 2z, 11 HORERE» S 2 D2ERL, 0o
DAVT 1 —N= b &2FENT—TRAEVEAGESE Uz, f£-T, &35t 90 #iTORMlie 7% -
7-. FHEFEENCIX, [FEXEAL (source-to-distortion ratio: SDR) [17] &\ 7=.

B ARE w0 13N BT 72 BRPEIC I U 7 2 A U 7z, BAT5 D W) HME XX (0, 1) D—
BRELEE U7z, WM 7 — ) T2 BORBRE L V7 MEIXZNZEHN 929 ms KO 46.4 ms & U
7-. HHZFREFFHZIRDOILER T PIVBIZEN TN K =27 RO L =50 & U7=.

42 EERIER

Fig. 4.3 75 Fig. 4.92 1T O N MR ROHI %2 RS, BEFEDIFS ARV SDR %
mUHlE UT, Figs. 4.12, 4.18 KU 4.87 ENZFEIF 5N 5. KT, Fig. 4.87 TIIHERFE
F0BEZ3dAB @WERFONTZ. Bl UTRUZBIED 5 EARE p 1ITBWTHERTFE X
DE» SDREMBHIE -, L L, REDBEARE u T SDREARKIZRD L\ o721k
HIMEIE R oo 7z, 28RN SDRE%2EHT 5L, Ve KO Vn. ZHZF L L7z L &,
16 #hrf 15 th CIREFED R TIEO D BEREE (AP > Tz, KT, REFRICHAKE
W SDR 2B L 72 7 — & 1% 90 #hivh 31 HifFE/E L7z, #il& U T Figs. 4.4, 4.9 XU 4.22 %
BEIFSNE, INSDOMTIE, BEFRIIFEAEDEEEZRA LTSI L7, K
2 CL & FL 2HMFICLZL EZNTNMASGDOER ST 2H 5T CL X7, FL.T
I RTOEFRSBICB W TREFEIIECRFEIVBENMEZ R L. &b, CL KUFL
FHNE 2 T 2850, RERFIECLDFEIMDIZ> BRVEEbnS A, T OHHIXED %



Ob. or Hr. or Tp.

Fl. or Cl. or Vn.

Hp. or Pf.

Fg.or Th.or Vc. |

=120
o) = — .
| p— s . i |
Ob. or Hr. or Tp. ! | I 1|
Fl. or Cl. or Vn. r\y‘m; 5 | [ | | |
[
f)
A7 A i 1 I | T ! 1 |
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Fig. 4.2: Four melody parts.

Motz IoIT, MEFELEEFEZHIKT L, REFEDT I 7IETRTOMEZHEL T
BARBOBBEENIE—F—TH DI B n5d. Ik, REFIEO IV VHELUESTHIL
AT = VORERDHEEZI R VI LRRHNTHDEEZSNS. fle LT, Fig. 4.75 %
¥15%. WRFIETIE SDR KRR U, 61 u OfiziNE &% 2 SDR flidfz
PRIE T 2 ASNS. UL, REFIETIE, SDREVERAEZDAHEIT I
p DIEZ IS &5 & AP SDR fEIFK < 7 - 7=,

Table 4.1 12, &HDOfHA SDR %4 90 HICBI U CTRO7ZFRDOFEIME & bl 2R 9. F
YIE R O il & B I HERFIRIC I ARIBE T SDR EAE W Z & W30 5. Ak L 7zi@ D
BEFETIE, 5 u OFICRETEL V&V SDREVEHIIES h, @EHOTF—XTZFD &
SBMEAMA R SNz, TNo K0, RBEFIERIFECRFEL O DERER SN LRI NIz,
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Fig. 4.3: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Cl.&Fg. mixtures.

SDR [dB]

4 0000000000820 00t S l00e %%y,

3
25 —e— Conventional PSNMF \
@ 2 —e—Proposed PSNMF \q e
% \,
%) “.“.-0'4\.%.

; .
o L

-0.5
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000 10000

Weighting coefficient L4
Fig. 4.4: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMF's for Cl.&Hp. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.5: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Cl.&Hr. mixtures.



42 RERER 21

— ha

3 Loeosdeses® eyt 00e

E —e—Conventional PSNMF ‘\ '1

8 5 1 -—e—Proposed PSNMF ¥AX \
4
3 MM
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000 10000

Weighting coefficient L4
Fig. 4.6: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Cl.&Ob. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.7: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMF's for Cl.&Pf. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.8: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Cl.&Tb. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.10: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Cl.&Vc. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.11: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Fg.&Cl. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.12: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Fg.&FI. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.13: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Fg.&Hp. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.14: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Fg.&Hr. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.16: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Fg.&Pf. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.18: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Fg.&Vn. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.19: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for F1.&Fg. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.21: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMF's for F1.&Hr. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.22: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for F1.&Ob. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.23: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for F1.&Pf. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.24: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for F1.&Tb. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.25: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for F1.&Tp. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.26: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for F1.&Vc. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.27: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&Cl. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.28: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&Fg. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.29: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&F1. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.30: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&Hr. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.31: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&Ob. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.33: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&Tp. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.34: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hp.&Vc. mixtures.
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Fig. 4.36: SDR values of conventional and proposed PSNMFs for Hr.&Cl. mixtures.
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Table 4.1: Average and median SDRs for each method

Method Average Median
SNMF 6.09dB  5.73dB
Conventional PSNMF 851 dB  7.91 dB
Proposed PSNMF 8.73dB  8.22dB
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I I
f (Z ai$i> < ZOéif(:Bz') (A1)

i=1 i=1
flz) WRBNEETHLE L &, FEXPOESDVRLTB72OD5RMIE 2, = =2 =

=7 THD.

A2 BEEAER
BE A2, BRASR) f(o) KMERTHS L &, UFORERDHLT 2.
f(x) < f1(@)(x - 7) + f(2) (A.2)

FERPDOESNEALT 570D ME =2 TH 5.



