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Music Source Separation Based on Nonnegative Matrix Factorization
with Cosine Similarity Penalty

Yuta Iwase

Advanced Course in Industrial and Systems Engineering

National Institute of Technology, Kagawa College

Abstract

In this thesis, I aim to improve performance of audio source separation for monaural mixture signals 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 few
supervised signals such as scale sounds of each instrument. In recent years, penalized SNMF (PSNMF) with
orthogonality penalty was proposed. This method forces two basis matrices for target and interference sources to
be orthogonal each other. Since basis matrices have spectral patterns of each source and the similarities between
these patterns are maximized by orthogonalization, the separation quality is greatly improved by PSNMF.
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 two new methods that utilize a
cosine similarity penalty between the basis matrices of the target and interference sources. Since the cosine
similarity penalty does not depend on the lengths of input vector, I can avoid the scale ambiguity problem in NMF
decomposition. As the first method, PSNMF with a logarithmic cosine similarity penalty (Log-Cos PSNMF) is
proposed. Although Log-Cos PSNMF can improve the separation performance, it encounters another problem of
numerical instability because of the logarithm function. To solve this problem, as the second method, I propose
PSNMF with a simple cosine similarity penalty that does not include the logarithm function. I compare audio
source separation performance of two proposed PSNMF algorithms with conventional PSNMF. The experimental
result shows the efficacy of both of the proposed methods. Also, two statistical tests are conducted to objectively

conclude the differences between the results obtained by the conventional and proposed methods.

Key Words: audio source separation, nonnegative matrix factorization, orthogonality, cosine similarity
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Kim XTI, 22U EOFFENORDE ) TR ESOBERSHON L2 B4, £/ IVEZOE
BOYEECIE, FERMITHIR 0 (NMF) EMEEND T3 Y XSS FIENBELTH D, REE
B OFI DI L 72O ERE S B OZEHE H 2 NMF (25T 2 T1EO 1 DI B8l H Y NMF (SNMF)
5. FFZ, SNMF 12 & 25 BERE L 2 1) S5 ik e U CNRESTIRISGMfT & SNMF  (NAER!
PSNMF) MERfLENTWD. ZoFEE, WESHRPEICKY, FEREROEETINCE EN D%
FEENZ MR, BREIROEETINCE EN LT X TOREENRY MUK L THEARZ LD X9 12H
A7 JEEATINC IR WD ALY MARE = PNEENTNDHTD, BOOREEITH O IEFELUE %
ERLIZ LD EHD 2 & THRERENRE <M ET 5. LavL, WS PSNMF CIE, EEfTHE T 7
T4 X—=2 g AT DOAR T — A RERIC LY, BEREOERGEERELERLRWERLE 725
TW5. ZZTHRG@RILTIE, X7 MV ORSIKFEETER AR T L O 2EHIEE 53 5 Fika iz
FT 5. ZOREFEL, SHBEIC A SHEEOMEMAE 52 TH12, a1 PSR
/A& SNMF (Log-Cos 8 PSNMF) & RS, Log-Cos % PSNMF O E(HIIE TIE, AR D A 7 — /L ANE
HORMEZERET 2 Z N TE 5. LoL, SIHIEICHE AWz ik, BENICREZEICRD
EWVIH MBEANFIZICA LT, 22T, 2 OHOREFIEEL U TRHEIE VWil 20 1 8
ZENAIEIC G 2 5 a9 o ERE SN RIS & SNME (Cos % PSNMF) #HER(bT 5. ERkFIET
& 5N PSNMF & 2 T OB TFIEO BB Z i U, 2 FEORBFED VTN HIERTF
EXVENTER BRI 2 2 EREZBE L ORT. TEERIVEONEROEL BN
(SRR T D 7o DITHEFHHIRE & 2 FEEAT O .
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1.1 F@BXOE=

HilEOHE L 1, BROBEIES LZRETBRAIZNIGES» 5, BET 51104 DE
Jiz 0wt - it 5280 TH 5. 7205, NEAPHEOT T HCHEKRO D 2 23R
BKDH 2% — 7 — FRHRICHZ L 3 LA TEBH I FAR—F (5 R%, Ay Pa—
REMOTEBATLITHL. ZOEINE, HEFEBEANDICHESATED, /7 4 X2l
LERORBOAZIRZ 2 7DICHRDHNPEHIATVS. ik, SFITHT 2576
%, Figs. 1.1 RO 12 1R T X5, arv¥a—X2AWTEREED S L HEIERT
5 HEERGES, a v — bD X 5 REROFEREIFRIRHICHZ I N TV 2 HERES ) HRIEDH
MOAVT 4 DAEHMNT 2EDEHTEND L. AL TIE, FiT, £/ ILERERIC
HOL BHEPMEE MR T2, £/ FNEBICHT 2 HRS BN TIXIEAMEITHIR T 57 iR
(nonnegative matrix factorization: NMF) [1, 2] L FRHIN 27 v 3 ) X 62 iEH L72F
EDERETH 5.

BIETHNE, TORHBLTES T2 s k5 wEH (ZhrZmEHe imws) 2Hv
T TGN LB EE b, ZEmEHRZ W2 THED D HFIETHE © 2 DITKAITE 3.
Wiz LB B, BEREREDE LW s, HoWw 3 EEESADIEFHNAIHET
H3 (3. TORME, MVEFERIHBEOEBRIIRNEETHZ. —7, Hiid D ERIEETIE, &
BESTOREFHEOFEE LG, oYy IVEOHAMEREZFIMCFEEL, FETHLA
A0 & 2D E TV % H R T RECAEMAICTE - S 5.

iz H EIETEEE, OIS BEEROBIC L > T 5 T2%fid b ElE HE » T
HBima b HFRIHE oo ns [4, 5. DD HERIHZ, 2ToFEEELTHEL WS
BIZHWSN, BEMERIZETOBFRITNEL 25, F 8D D BTN, FEOER
JEekofmr ot LewEEIcHwsh, Ml LwE (HIWE) 720 OZETER L2
$i2%. Ko THEED D FIRTHENL, RBEND D HFRDEEL D & TOEET 2 ZENHERO
WYL THETGRD, FRIHhr»2 A A NPMENE WIS FEND 3.

AEMERORKEICH 258, RE=2—7 1% v b7 —72 (deep neural network: DNN) ¥
I3 2 B £ 7T ED { BTRTBEFEDSE R AR S N, FIcEF OB R DEEC
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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.

BOWTHEINEBEIHTWVWS 6,7, L2L, 20X 57% DNN 28T 5720121, £EHEO Y
nOREESEBERETHET 208D 250K LOMELND 5. Bk L ORI,
SR 25 EE (HWER) O%ERT—&t2y bED» LB TE RV X S RIRN
WWEBWVWTIE, NMF IZEDSSFENINETHEZIERINTEL 3,4, 5,8, 9, 10, 11]. #f
W2, BV IR T -2 OREEEZFE L 2O FIEH T 22 H D NMF (supervised
NMF: SNMF) [4, 5] 1%, BENZFEH a2 e FRDEEREZELTED, DNN KA
KR SN BECBVTD, AR LTHERNBRTFIETH 3.

1.2 ABEXDOEHH

DNN (20  HRDEETRE, idoeBD, BRZBEMERPLHETH D, JFHFENT
H5. KX TR, BENLICHITEEOB A2 S, BNFIIN LT W (EY 7o)



1.3 FB/XOWEX 3

Proposed
PSNMF

Conventional
PSNMF

Source separation performance

Training cost
Fig. 1.3: Scope of this thesis.

HEHERD 5 2 HNZIRBUCIREL, ORI L TERBENRFIETH S CLEtiid b
D) SNMF 25 %4 T, ZOHRBHECOVTHRITT 3.

SNMF o HgEm EFiRICiE, ko a 2 bBEEICEALE Al Mh 2 ERLEE 15
L 7= WA ETHIZ (S = SNMF (penalized SNMF: PSNMF), j#if5, PfER! PSNMF [5] & I
BENZFEMMEREINTE D, #iFk EHIGADRWY) SNMF X D &SRS BEERE 2 R~ 5
CEDEREBELTHLICHR>TWS, LA L, WEE PSNMF 121X, NMF 5122 24 —
AREMEC LD, SRIGREPRBEICEL MEHAL TV RRIENRNE WS ELRD 5. A
XTI, ZOMERRERT 2 b, B2 DHBEOREDZDIZ, SNMF icat 14
LEZHAEY LTNE5 T2 FERIEET 5. Fig. 1.3 Tl& SNMF, ERTETH 3 NER
PSNMF, #2£Fik, KU DNN icHO BRI EMN T Z/RT. R TRET % Fik
T, BRREEIEREZ¥E T — &2 LTHWS DNN 1Z ¥ O0EREE 12 RIAD 2 WATREME DS
HHM, FEaAZ MIERFERREIZ I TH . X561, THREIECETFELDEL 2
52t BEBRTRT.

1.3 ZAFEX DB

AL DRI RDED TH 3. 2 ETIX, NMF OEBEHHICOWTHRN, FHFESEEAD
WHGHEZRT. 3ETIE, SNMF 12 X2 HHE7EE 1ERTFEONFE PSNME O#fE & [
EEHAZ RS, 4 BRU D ETIE, RESLCTHIRET 2 a4 4 VHLUEZ AV ESiHI%
fFff & SNMF % 2 ffEH L, zhzhiconwTERET 3. 6 E T, 2 EEOIERTEL
DEMEETER T 27012, BERESOERESHEVERE % FIRITEZ Lo SNMF, ERFiEON
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R PSNMF N Of 2 FEHORETFRICE L THKL, ZofRE2DRNRS. X512, HBER

LD/ ONTHRE MW THETIVRE 21TV, R FROBETVEMMEZ RS, 7 FEICAKRGwX
DIFE L SRDELEZ BN S,
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NMF Z= W= FED s

21 FzHE

ARETIX, NMF (2B3 2 EiEHim e T3ES %2 NMF ICHEH T 2720 0FHEITOWTH
B3 5. £79, 22Tk, NMF X X 21750 oMM Rm~ZRT. 2.3 HiTlk, NMF i
HOLKEEEBSNWHICBWTHHEE 2 2 WRFHE 7 — VU =24 (short-time Fourier transform:
STFT) ZOoW TS 5. 2.4 HiTld, NMF OFRSEEANDISHZRT. 2.5 HiTAED %
EDEIRT.

2.2 NMF

NMF ¥, JEEOBHITTIZ, BlD 2 2 DIEATTHIOFTHIRE T RS 2 BEE 7 L
TFYVALTHS. ZOLE, 2D0DIFEITHNDITHIRED Z > 7%, BAITHDZ > 27 XD H/h
BB EIITHIIL T D720, IFAFIRIRMMTERS > 7Bl AkE 5. ZOIEATRIK
KT Y ZEPomEEIC XD, BTN E EN 2 PBOERREME (HEE X — %)
ZHEMWLEE LT T2 e TE 5. ZEUATE, TORBARY M a I A0 B
FOIFATHITRING T —XDPZLAFET 5. NMF X, T0 X5 RIFQAEOT—2%, M
B IEARER SRS 2 2 2 HINE L GHEA S WS SN2 IFARME (D) @
RROBEZ S5, FMOBE 7 — & 8% — fh [12] RFHEDHE 5] S0 & — v RBi#z i
M 27 TEHTH 3.

NMF 12 & 2 3 fRIEROATREN 5.

X ~FQ (2.1)

22T X e Ry BIHAOBIITAICHS. %%, Fe RN RO Q e RES wzhehn
HIEATIRGT 77 4 "= a YATHIeMER . T RE Jixehzh, Blirsorie s
BThz. £, KBEERZ M (BETH F OIBE 3T 77 4 X—> a 1751 Q
DITRD) THBH. ZD &5, NMF BIFEDT—&214751] (BITTE) X 2RI 20T
O FQ THMFT 2 70TV XA TH 5. HE(TH F iid, BRMTH X shos <



6 E£28 NMF ZAWVSESE#

R—UPHEERZ bL FIRZ b L) 2 LTEEN, 205 ORBNEREZDS T 7T 4 N—
> a AT Q DITRT M LB ENS.
:Tit( ) g;ﬁbt&zﬁj—t,

Tij ~ > fkrs (2.2)
K

YiB. ZIZT, mij, fie, RE qp 3ENZR X, F, U Q ODIFEEFRTHS. 25T,
i=1,2,--- .1, j=1,2,---,J, NO'k=1,2,--- K ZZhzh X D178, X OFE, &
URENZ MDA VT 7 2% KT, —RICEBEXRZ MUK Z TR J &) b +Hoch&
WEICRRE XN 2720, NMF ZBHITTY X %2 K AORERZ M TRET (K5 > 27351
IR TE .

NMF i2BW\WT F ki Q o#tElk, XlomEtiiEe L teitans.

22T, D(|) o A 0ELER 2 EEOEKTH D, NMF OXARTIZ =L -2
Vv NEERE [2] , —f%{t Kulback-Leibler (KL) &4 N— = > & [13] , Ttakura—Saito (IS)
EAN=Y 2 VR[4 FERELLHVSENS. LEN-T, R (2.3) 1%, FABNITY X 2R
GEMT 2 X5 RIFADEFTNMI FQ (JEZLETIMIBIIFQ D7 > 2713 K) ##ET 3
ML 725, RO 3 MEOBELEMBIZZNZARD XS ITERSNTVS

o a2 —7 Vv FIEHE

2
D(X||FQ) = Z <$u > fm%;) (2.4)

o Rt KL &4 N—P xR

DIX||FQ) =" (x,j log =2 = flquj — i + Z fquk]> (2.5)

2,7

e [SHEAN—Y 2R

B e (P PO B

K (23) OF t QICHT AL, Fio 3EEOWITHOBELERMEEHWTd, FEK
TSRV, 20D, F b Q ZMor0/ETHb (HlziX[9 % Lik>5ZT,
RIGEHREEITS 2 2 TR (2.3) OBLUERKE /NS T2 X548 F & Q 2K 357 E0Fi
TH3. X (2.4)-(2.6) DFELEREEZE AW NMF @, majorization-minimization (MM)
ATV XL 15 1ITHED S IEEH A2 LTSRS .



o a2 —7 Vv FiEHE

fir < fik

Qkj < Qkj

o LKL XA N= xR

fir < fir -

Qkj < Qkj *

e ISHXAN—=Y 2R

Zwiﬂkzg’

J
Zij Zfik’Qk’j
J K’

Zﬂfijfik
Y f ;fik’Qk’j

(2

xij
~ s _ 4kj
%: %: fik’Qk’j !

Z(ij
J

Lij
zi: > fiwaw;
k./

Zfik

fir < fir -

qkj < Qqkj -

xij

23k
! (; fik’Qk’j>

qkj

%: Zfik’Qk’j
k/

X

> %fﬂ«
' (%: fik’Qk’j>

fik
Y=
% Zfzk’Qk’j
k/

2.2 NMF 7

(2.8)

(2.9)

(2.10)

(2.11)

(2.12)

7B, RE—EIHOD fi, KT q; OVIEICZEOEBEZ G225 Z e —RINTH 5. Th
¥, NMF 2IFAEITHZ2 0 R LTWwa e e iz, FIHEIC0 2525 £ ZDERITE
CEFESNBR LB 2T 27D TH 5.
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2.3 STFT

NMF % IR0 HECHER T 2 729121, Bllsh B8 E52IEaTH e LTRHT 2058
BB, ZDEDIHVNSNSTFESN STFT TH 5. STFT i Fig. 2.1 1IRT 512, —
ZKILDEMES 2 Xt ORI AR BUE B I AT 2 W TH 5. STFT O AEBEKOE
/BT 7 EEZERZR QRO T 2 Lz &, KEEBDES 2[I] @ j & H DO RERM X
55 (7L —2) ExAcREon 3.

2 =[] = D7+ 1, 2[00~ D7 +2),- 26 - DT+ Q)
= [2W[1], 290 72), -+, 2V, - - - , 2 [Q)]T € R@ (2.13)

ZZTC, 1l=1,2,---,L, j=1,2,---,J, R¥q=1,2,---,Q ZZFNZNHEFIE DA > F
IR, K7L —2A4, ROKBZ L —2RNOY > FLERT. £, Rl 7L — 280 J 3%
KXo THEZLBNS.

J:£ (2.14)

-
72U, BER LB XY M T PR 25 X5 &K 7 L — ADESOMHIE e %
AT ZNE(Ea T4 Y 2)PHIN TS, 2L ES 2z =[2[1],2[2],- -, 2[L]]T € RE
D STFT IFXD XS IcRKEN 3.

Z = STFT,, (z) € C'*/ (2.15)
9 . (g —1)(i — 1)
= Zw[q]zm[q] exp{ } (2.16)
q=1 F
ZITC,i=12, JEEABEBC YO YT IR, FE (L 41 =1 2R TER(+1=1
m%%ﬁxbu@ﬁﬁu R w = [w[l],w]2], - ,w[Q]] € RO IZHWZEBE R Zh 2R L

TW3., 20Xk, FEEROESICN L T—EROMERRE 2 L 1o RBEEE T © CHE
77— ) ZEERITH 8T, WEDRER, HEEBERD AT ha 2T A EN B ERT
HITRTZNTX3.

24 NMF OB EBEDEEADIGA

HEEHICNMF 23 2546, KEEBICSTFT 2EHL TR AR b5
2 (BFTHD OIRIEME (REARZ barFLn) PRU—l (RV—2ARZ7 barILn) %
IFAEBRITE X € RUY ¥ LTS 2 e —RINTH 5. AL TlE, HIc X ZIRIEA
7 Z 75 LTERTS. ANEHOHEHEIZARY buZ 7 ADONHEOELEIZE A YRS



2.4 NMF OEFBFDBEADSAE 9
4 Time domain R ﬁl’ime-Frequency domain)
Time waveform
j=1 >
c
ety )
> mEnm =) mE
A 8
/' is2 Discrete Fourier
lop b [ transform ] —— >
Window S TI;ne J
function]| 2. . . pectrogram
jE3 Discrete Fourier | Matrix has complex elements.
transform__——
Shift length ‘ . .
> N X Discrete Fourier
\Fourier transform length VAN Y.

Fig. 2.1: Process of STFT.

Activation matrix
(time-varying gains)

Basis matrix
(spectral patterns)

Nonnegative matrix
(amplitude spectrogram)

Xuxn =~ Fuxx Q xx7)
g NActivation
o =y <
I 2 %I 2 Time

N J

Time Amplitude \ 1 : # of frequency bins

J K _\ . J:#oftime frames
Basis

K: # of bases

Fig. 2.2: Matrix decomposition by NMF.

BZENTERD, KX THIRIEARY br 25 ADAEFHEDEUBONSE Y L, (2
R7 baZ7a0%, BEAHE7 LIV XL TIZRO bRV, DHESORIEARZ bu o
L% BRI ICEIC S 200, BIERSHERTO (TROBEBHEEOEEARY bu T L0)
MitHZEZDEEHVT, DHEBOEZEART a7 a2k L, ¥ STFT 2#EHT .

RIERRZ v v 2Z 5 X % NMF THfRL7ZRET2 Fig. 22 TH 5. RIFARZ hur'
2 X I NMF 2H\W2 Z e TRIEITH F £ 7277 4 X—3 a3 Y175 Q OfTFIfE TR S h
TW3. Fig. 2.2128WT, HETH F 122 O0RERY FAhbm5 (K =2 1 C&ESH
TW3). T4bb, BT X DARTZ var 5 u% 2KDARY MR- (FEEXRY
ML) TEBIICRBL TW5. [k, 7277 4 R—=> 2 Y78 Q 1%, F D 2 ROFEEEN
7 MDY ORERNC ¥ OFEE O5R X THERE T 2 2 &k R TRERIIREZ(L 2T b L2 LTE
ATWS. ZO X512, NMF Tt XN 2 B ERIMRIAZ TH D, HlzX, il



10 £28 NMF ZHV S ROH

SNIFEARART PAARR =V ZHRI AT 2 e TENUL, FEOHEHEDO AT +
NRR—2DEERCTIRIBARYZ ba 2o 2 2EMRT 2720 T, SESHENAREL 5.
L LS, Z0&5 R LERERMETFER, HECQIEFEICRETH D, NMF 2 H
WTEEBERERTHEZ ER S 2 720120F, [M157r0HEEREZFAVS Z L BMRNTH 5.

25 XEDFC®

KRBT, {ERFENRY 2 ODIREFHEIIOVWTIRRZICHT D HRE L k5 NMF O EfEs
FZDOWTIRNz, ¥z, NMF 2 B2E5ICHAT 2 72D ICBEARAIRTH % STET 1220
THAL, BEEECroL I IcHVLN 22 EHH L. RETIX, NMF 2 X 2 &HFH7HE
MREZ A E X8 3 FiEERT.
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E3E

WERF

3.1 FzHE

AETIE, NMF I X2 HEDBEOBIETFEEZMANT 5. 3.2 H T, SNMF 12X 2HHED
B 72V X a%kms. SNMF &, RARSESHOBWEIERS & IEEIR Il R
R7 MNEEOEE, THEEISLT 2MERD 2. ZofEER RS 2 FEe LT, 3.3
fiTix, SNMF O®ETFETH 2 NfEE PSNMFEF IZOWCHHT 2. 34 HiTRAEDZ
TR

3.2 SNMF ICED K SEERIE

NMF ZHWEESEcB VT, JHNRe 22 5F (HWER) O¥EHT—Xt v b
PRRED ULAHETERWE S RSBV T, BV ¥ 7L O¥E 7 — 2 h SR E 8
LZDF XIEH T 2 SNMF [4, 5] 23R B 2 SR 0B 2 R T 5. SNMF (213 2% &
D NMF & &l b NMF 235 3.

DD NMF ROEHETH D NMF iZWiid, FHRT—I e R 7 — 20 SRR
INTW3. Fig. 3.1 1 32HHHH NMF OEFESEE7 L) A8 ERLTWS., EHRAT—
DT, ETOEROAMER (Z ZTREEERDOY ¥ FIER) ORIEARY varJ A
X; MU Xy % NMF TZhZIDRL, FEROHHRARY bR — 2 & LHATEET
Il Fy O Fy 22583 %, DR T — 2T, FRIEY LRRERIERTY Fy RO F, ZHW
T, BRAEGBOIRIEARYZ tu I 4Y % FIG, + FoGy \GEMNCHRS 52 T, F1Gy
M FGo 1213, ZNENEANTHEE LS TR0 BN, ERA TS 5. Fig. 3.2
AT D D NMF OERSEEZ LTV X2 RLTWa. ¥ERAT7—I T, HNEEOY
Y IIUEEDIRIEARYZ br 75 u X % NMF THfRL, SEHERART MR- 2 E0H
MELIEATY] F %2283 5. DEER T —YTlE, FiEE LRRERETY] F 2 AW CRAE
BORBRARZ v a2r5AY % FG+ HU \SERNCHRT 32 2 2T, BNEERY FG
2o ER GEHEIR) Ko HU ZHET 5. AT, FHATH D NMF O 4%
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Training stage

£ ]
o |F

X]_ / /
min\ D(X | F1Qn)

Basis of Pf. R Ql Basis of Sax. /n'ln D(X2||F2Q2)
/

Separation stage

o i- n Im

Y

Mixture sound CIT,nlCIT,l D(Y”FlGl 4 F2G2)
Fiand F;are fixed, and only Q1 and Qz are optimized.

Fig. 3.1: Separation algorithm in full-supervised NMF.

Training stage - N'/E[\' Q ]

X N:\ Spectral
patterns of Pf.
min D(X IFQ)
. r o
Separation stage P> y [ G ]
v |F \f & TH jv
min DY|FG+HU) O vacee

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

Fig. 3.2: Separation algorithm in semi-supervised NMF.

RIMONRE T2, BETE7A4 T 7FEMWMEEERS e R 2%HdH D NMF 125
ARETH 2. DIRRIXPHTH D NMF O Z & ZBZ TSNMF] & FER.

SNMF % W= EEDEETIX, IR\EARZ b2 a X 2—BL KL X4 N=2 = >V RI1Z
o< NMF T3 2 FENEEREL 125 Z e AERIICHER I TWS 4, 5. £oT,
HREORVWFELUBET 2008%YTH 5720, KA TIERK (2.5) 1TRT Bk KL X4
N=Vz Y ADAEHNVS. SNMF TiX, FERAT7T—IJIBVWTHNEHRDO S 2725
FEOY VTN EEORIBEARZ bu2'o 4 X I NMF 2#HT 2 2 & T, HARLETY F %



3.3 WTEE PSNMF 13

HFEE TS, 2ot %, FRENFEOBHEARY M2 =% K ROFIRT b L (B
JERZ FL) E LTEATWS. HHER T — 2T, BERETS F 2352 6h (EEsh
%) TT, RAGBOREARZ tussaY e RS 2 RoflLiEIC LD L, G,
H, RUOU 2H#ET 5.

é%bDOWFG+EHUsﬁgwﬁmmjzowhﬁhl (3.1)

T, H e RIY" RUOU € Ry Bzh2hIFBNEREL T Lo ORETH L 7 2
AR=a THITHD, hy KP w,; 3FhZN H MO U OIFAEETHS. F7,
=1,2,-, L 3FENZHEOLETH H ICEFNBHERY PLDA VF 7 2% HET. B
B, IBREES Y FOENEROK S FG, IEENEROKIH HU & L THlEX
n, BERDEEIERSNS.

MM 743U R4 [15] ICHES L ERITH G, H, RO U OEHARIXAD X 51274 3 [5).

Ne oy

Ay e~

Z Yij
7> [k gk + > haruy
9kj < Gkj ° s &
! > fir
:

fik

(3.2)

3 Yij s
=3 faw gy + > harw
% v

> U
7

hip < hi -

(3.3)

Yij
hii
; > firrgr + > by
% v

Z hip

U < Ugj - (3'4)

TIT, v BY OBEFETH 5.

3.3 HWFEE! PSNMF

SNMF &5 HE2EET1E, BRAESTOHMNEIE L IEHWEEIEM L2227 bL
FEUEHA, DERESST IMEND . 2k, BT 3 AT MLDREGREETY] F
F23IEHNFROREETH H OWFh 2V THREHKTLES Ce BFERTH 2. §
b, N (3.1) TRTREEHEICENT, a2 MEEA X ¥ FG + HU MoOHEED AT
ERSINTBED, ZoaX FREBICIEEETHIRLELL v X S Rl E FhTunan
ZeDERATHE. ZoHs, (a) BNERO—H HU KBAT 2, »50iE (b) JEH
WEREO—EH FGITRAT 22 ek, BEIERKED?SLT 2. SNMF ZHEFED
HOY Y IVERZERT 2729, oK (a) XU (b) OMIZIE ML — FA 7HFET
5. ZOMMED ML — A 716U T, BNEOEHEZARERRDERT 2 (0% D, (a)
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DREZTZ272MRT 2) FiELe LT, WA PSNMF 5] 2R S hTw5s. AR
PSNMF &, 7R 7 —Y ofdfticB T, EXLEAEERNEG T2 ik, IEHNE
JRDOREITY] H % ZMIEETY] FAISRFINICER T2 X5 12HFET 5. 2huk, (a) OflE
REBENCHRL, BNERERS FG OBD) FG »HRELTLE S 2% b 2R
2ZehTES. 2o, FARIC (b) ORMEZEELTLE S AN H 5. L Ligd
5, SNMF T, RE&ES» 0 BWEELZ EfckEHI e 2B LTBY, HdHixh
HNEROSEZ RS 2 Z e pEEr 2. T4b5, (b) OofEID S () OMEDS
DEEHINZ Z 2\, 2070, NiEE PSNMF T, BEREEFRIEOEAZ AT
22T, (a) & (b) OWED ML — A7 %2HHT 2 e TE, HARENANDOERE
SHEDISHDATREIC R 5.
WHER! PSNMF TlX, B2 7 — 2BV TROFRELRIEEE X 5.
é%bﬂYMG+HUHmeARH)Mﬂ@MMwZOVLth
(3.5)

Pinner(FaH) = ”FTHH%‘r

_§:<§)mm9 (3.6)
k,l

TIT, pXEHPE Pner(F, H) DEAFHTHS. Fi, ||Allp FEEOTH A € RLY
D7AR=ZT A/ NVLTHY, XRXTERINS.

iz = > a, (37)

2T, aj; 3 ADEZTHS. HHE Piper(F, H) 13, F OFREENZ ML (KAR) ¢ H
DEJENRZ FL (LA) OFHAGHEONED FANIHINT 5. LicdioT, H ZH#ET
BEICIE, TY ¢ FG+ HU 2% 32 (D(Y||FG+ HU) 2E/ME3328)) KU
TH ORERZ A F ORENZ ML RIZNERTEIY (Pone(F, H) 2/hE LT
528)] O2mNERBIN, MR LTSNME &b dEFESHENEEXND Z & BEBRIIC
MERINTWS 5. MM 7439 X LIHS EHITH G RO U OEHANIR (3.2) KU
(3.4) Ic—H L, ZBITH H OEHHANIXR L 72 3.

Yij
%: kZ fik grrj + ZZ hil’ul/julj

>y + pfik D2 fiorhin
J i’

hip < i -

34 KEOXC®

AETIE, T NMF ©5%5 SNMF O 713 XA%HAL. 208, SNMF O S
bR, FOMRIREK Y U TEICIRZ X TV 3 AR PSNMF Z2#EM L7z, XETIE, 20
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E4E

ﬁ&:ﬂ%‘%wé
<EI:E /

HIZHFICED

41 FzhE

RIEE T, SNMF 0ti#ETETH 5 NiER PSNMF 2880 L7223, EiZZ oFElE, NMF
DFFOAT —AAEMIC LD, SAIEPELLL FE5 LARVWERLE Ko T3, 2 2 TARMY
T, N7 M OREIIZIRIFER a3 A4 VEBEICHED < STRIGMAT & SNMF 2872 12125
35, AETE, 1 DHOREFEL LT, MEad A VHLEZHW % Log-Cos & PSNMF
PREL, ERMCKCEHAOE 2R

4.2 Ehig

WHER PSNMF 121, ERITEOR RS EE KM S W WARENREEYSH 5. Zhuk, NMF
DAKSEF > TV BRIETH] - 7277 4 R—2 a ATHIBD 27 — A REENEKTH 5. T
bbb, X ~ FQ t\»5 NMF 53fR%# 2 -, BIETY F ICEEDOIEDHRE o LT
oF YZHLTH, AT 271 R—>a v 175 Q % (1/0)Q 34U, FQ AKDIEIEZ
EHLRNEVWIRNENTH 3.

PSR PSNMF T, SIHIE Pope, (F, H) OfE%/NELF2 22T F & H OIS
mH5IexEZS. LrL, ZOFHPEERAD LS5 HIZIFFINSEa ZRE L7
I CHR/MERTRET S 5.

. ' _ T 2 _
allgl_opmner(F,aH) alianHF Hl|s =0 (4.1)

Ot E, HU DENEDLLRNEIIZ, 7774 R=>a AU EU + (1/a)U &
FraniuX, X (3.5) DaxX bEHBOE -HIIRAD LS ITAREL R 5.

D(Y||FG + aH[o 'U]) = D(Y||FG + HU) (4.2)

L7eD3o T, S1HIE Piner (F, H) 1%, FEEEFEMICEERE F ¥ H2EELTELT, R



43 X MEH
(3.5) OfE LREE, MR PSNMF @ a2 bEBOR (3.1) e AEMICIZE iz 72 5.

17
ZOMREZ BT 272012, Wk [5] TI&, H 2HEHT2EICREENY bLEEHIET 2
(EHLRBOMEE U OFfTRZ FUVIZELT HU ZFXZEL2$3) k52703 X ax3E

ELTBD, ERIVIMREGEDN R o N7, T OFEEGTTRIIMARP MR & 1EE 0.

S
MAT, ZOFREEEFIZED, a2 M (3.5) DMEDLEMT 2729, MM 713V X LD
RO R O BEGHY R REED R DA T L £ 5. FRROBRIE, Ly / VAIZHEDS S A= E

RIZEIFICE 2 2 BELIEDPRR SN T WS [16]
R

ZRHALTVWS Z2ICERALTWS

Atz 7 77 4 X"—3 a Y175 2% NMF THHERINTED, HEXRZ FLOEX &
ORI ZEAL TR ZLIETES. LiL, ZOFES F-, BRI ZINRITARGH X

WAER! PSNMF i2BW T3, Sk [16] 2 [F
NTVRVWRAEDND S, T, Sk [16] T, ARLICIE B QIR F0 5 80% 51T L7 EHiH
FEmAYIDCRIE I REE S TR,

COEHFHNE NMF (ZES L FETLRLEHWS LS
BB (17, 18] A3, Xk [16] 2 FRED /L Al E-0 < SoEfbIcE A L2 5Ha 0

Z T, AT, A7 —APNEMEOEERENE L DD, Rt 713V X aOEEEIN
WHEPFEEE N7 L T) RADREREHIET. IBERFIETIE, RERZ FLBOKZ X121

43 X MR

WIFES, AEICOAKITET 2 XS REREDIEEY 22 ay 4 VEMEZFIHIECH V.
AETIXET, a4 VELUEEZ MM 713 ) XA THRERTWBIREE T 272912, I
a4 VHELEEHWETIETH S Log-Cos B PSNMF DWW TR,

Log-cos ! PSNMF TlE, XOfEELHEZ#E 2 5.

mintl s.t. grj, hi,w; > 0V, g, k, 1 (4.3)
J1 = 'D(YHFG + HU) + /Lplog(:os(F? H)

> firha
Plogcos(Fa H) = Zlog
k,l

7

(4.4)
(552)

1
2
(Z%)
= log fikhil_llog
2 ' 2
1
Z 2T, =iH

1

(4.5)
1
Z fi2k_§10g Z hz2l

(4.6)

SIHIE Progeos(F, H) 1%, F ORJERZ by H OHEERY ML OHAGDED
a4 VHBEONBANIHIET 5. a4 VHLETH 20T, EEXRY FLORZIIIK

57, AEODATHEREZASZ Z A TE, NMF IZBIF2 X7 — LORERIZHEL 2.

F7z, BIERZ MR ETIEATHLens, at A VHEEUEOHEEZR/NT 0 (EXR), &K
T1 CHT) Y725, filRay 4 YHEBETERL, a4 YELE oM Z S RIEI W

I, X (4.6) IR T LI, HEI LKL V4 VHEUEEDRT 5720 THS. 0D



18 H4EF WY VEUESRRGFICE D (REFE

ERICED, RETRT MM 713 ) XLZEDLSEHROEENEG 2D, R LT
BoOoNAREEHAIDEEZED LT WS U IARBDERINELD 3.

44 REFHXOER
R (4.4) BRD XS5 TEHTE 3.

J1 = D(Y”FG + HU) + leogcos(Fv H)

= Z [yij log yij — yij log (Z fikgrj + Z hil“lj) —Yij + Z fikgr; + Z hiug
6 % 1 % !
1 1
3 e o -y 3] 7

K (4.7) D a X FEECE BMET 228 gy, hi, N w; ZRO2 e HENTH 2208,
TIH, N, ROENEPWHBBERONTICERORMEEATED, ZhoSEBIIHT
B (WMOMED 0 2R 2B OME) 2RDZ2DEIRETH 2. 2D XS ICax MERDE
HRZ TN R D 5 Z L BNEETH 256, (FHRADRITINRD 52 R (X +
B #55, £/20%, EREIZEE) 2#EFLT, aX MEKORD DI EIRER ORISR
RKDZZexkEDIRT LT, aR MEKOR/DRERD 2 R#ELFIELS MM 713 X 4
THb. KFXITBWTDH, KD NMF ORE(LFEE FEkIC, MM 7L3 U X 2412H5 <
REfE7 vy X a (RIEEHR) 28T 5.

K (4.7) OEIHIZEE (grj, hi, RO w;) OBMZELANKEIKE R-THD, LR
B R G T 2B H 5. EXEEIE (—log) 1, ZEUCH L TBERTH 2720, XAD
£ 512 Jensen DAEHERX (A1) Z#EHT 2 Z & TLRBAKEHREITE 5.

ijkJi i
—log (Z fikgrj + Zhilul]) = —log (Z jk fikGkj Z 5ﬂ5 ll z;)
k 1 i

«
k ijk

K K2 u
< Z Ozwk log f kgkj Z Bzyl 1 /55 ll] (48)
%]

ZZT Qi > 0 Nt Bijl >0 Ek Qi = 1 & El 62‘]’! =1 %ﬁf:?ﬁ%%%[f%é =
(4.8) DHBRILIIARTEZ BN 5.

fik:gk:j

" Y fi g+ hiju (4.9)
K’ ]
hiiug;

Biji = L (4.10)

> fikGri+ - havur;
% v

$72, 3 (4.7) OEAES L hy OBFIE TSR Y %->TH D, FREERE
TRREND 5. LB (+log) 1%, ZHCH LTMBITH 3725, KRAD & 5 1ch
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AERX (A2) ZHEMHT 2 e TLREBEZHRITE 2.

IOngzkgk] <5 <Z fikgrj — 5klz> + log dgui (4.11)

Z 2T, 5kzli > 01F ZZ (5kli =1 Z/z-THBE-THS. R (4.11) @%%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ:bimﬁf
5z26h%.

Orii = Z firhi (4.12)
X5z, R (4.7) OFENEHDER hy OBNZ ZLENBBEIRE RoTED, LIREKEHET
TEHEIRENRD L. XAD X ST Jensen ODAFEXZHH T2 Z 2 TLREKEREITE 5.

h? h?
—log Y h = —log) yu—L < =) qylog -t
3 i Vil r Vil
= -2 yiloghi + Y ~ilogva (4.13)
i i

TIZT, vy >0 >, va =12l dmMPEHTcH 5. X (4.13) 0FESHIEAIXATE
Abhb.

(4.14)

X (4.7) 12K (4.8), (4.11), KU (4.13) ZHMAT 5 &, Ty < J;" &l T &K1 _ LR
BT PRRD &S ICRETTE 3.

jl < j1+
_ fik9kj hijug;
= |wijlogyi —yij | Y cviji log + Y Bijilog
7 k Qijk z Biji
1
~Yij + Y figig + ) hawg | + 1) lékl (Z firhir — 5kli> + log djui
k ! kL AN
1 , 1
—; log > FA = iloghi + 3 > vulogva (4.15)

H o5E#H%, X (4.15) 8% hy TRMEZTL 0 2 B0XAX (0T /0hy; =0) 2555
na.

Z { YijBiji - hau ! uzg +Ul]] +,uz [ — Vil * hll} =0
J i
_Zywﬁwl Z“lj +MZ et MZ%; (4.16)
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1
ﬁN&m)%E—KomfﬁﬂT%Z,ﬁﬁxté.

il

1 i
th |:§J: Yij Biji + Zk:%l] Z U+ p Z ;}j (4.17)

oY (4 17) £, hy WOWTHELS L TORICEFTE 5.

Z Yii Biji + 1Y Vil

hy = -2 ; (4.18)
ik
Zul] +NZ 5
kli

X 5 I EBDOES IS (4.9), (4.10), (4.12), KU (4.14) Z ERcRAT 2 2, K
HEHAIEONS.

%: Yijhawg o
_"_ 7
> fikr gk + D hivu M% > i
hip = l 7 : (4.19)
ik
i pY e —
%: ! Zk: 2 fuwhin

X (4.19) ODHTOHEITHCBWT, BIERZ Mk ORAIZE > TW 2258 ZIHOHIZ k
DEZIFEENTVARYL. XoTEkORANIE JHS2KEZ KfG3sz ek, XX
na.

Zyijhilulj 2
Zfzk’gk/ +Zhl’ul’ Eh?/l
hip < = (4.20)
uy; +
Z Y MZZfz’kh’l

2512, K (4.20) DR FORTOEICEEFN TV S HBERE hy 2< < DT T & THRMENR
BEHAOBIEIR A 72 5.

Yij hit
Z Uj
7> fikgrry + Zhil/ul’ Zh
hz‘l — hil : i (4.21)
ur; +
Z Y MZ E fz’kh 1

723, Log-Cos B PSNMF OFiHIHIZIZ G kU U OEENEFATWIRWED, ZH G K
O U OFEFHANIFIRIEZ MG 3 28O (3.2) MU (3.4) LRIHETH 5.
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45 KEDFr®

ARETIX, SNMF OXETIETH 2 NS PSNMF OfERZHALE. 205 2T, N
&% PSNMF O 27 — VAREEOREZ [ELEES 2 FE e LT, SNMF iaas A4 5 E
ZEIAIEE LT 53 % Log-Cos B PSNMF ##2RL, RIEFEHADEHZIT-72. KET
%, Log-Cos & PSNMF O@ERZHRR, b D R FELZRETS.
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EHE

51 FEUUE

ety
e

AIZHICED IR

5.1 FzZHE

AT TlE, WS PSNMF ORI % [ 3 2 Fike LT, Log-Cos & PSNMF %225 L 7=
LA L, Log-Cos % PSNMF Tl, S EH WA LI D EESRLEIICR S 2o 72/
EDLFCET B, AETIE, ZOMBEICOWTFHELLLBNAZS 2T, ZazEbEET 2 Cos &
PSNMF Z#%R L, ERXMtROEHAOER 2R3

5.2 Log-Cos B! PSNMF DRES

Log-Cos B PSNMF Tl&, RIEEHFROEHZEGITT 272012, v A4 VHELEOME
Mz REE LTHW:, COEHAEZ#EDET LT, F ERED H 2H#ET S5
hifFEN S, L L, Log-Cos B PSNMF Tl&, h) 25 F IZEENZHENRY PLE5ES
WKEZLTWREER, TEDOLICHLT, hy =0 27223854812, SHIED —co ¥4->TL
£95. X5 %GE, MUBEDOEE T — —c0 i3I EMG, H, U U t7ib,
FIZIE H =0 (G KRG HFER) 2W0IEELLRWE (EIRDEEZZER L RVIR) HHEE
SNTLES. ZOMEZEIT 27012, REEHI LIZRTRT X5 8547 D (L
L NMF OFEZEIZBWTELIELIEALNS [19) 77V v UM Z2#EH T 5.

hil < max(hil,s), (5.1)

TIT, e FETEBA Tomy (BEEFEH/NMUETIE e = 222 x 10719 2K L, max()
WFBAN S5 o R KIEZRTEABTH 5. Log-Cos B PSNMF T, tHEEA 7>
0> EEA L CHNROMER A ICHEE XN 2 BEE BT E 225, 20 X5 RN
A PSNMF O EERZ MO IESIML & [FER, RAZMBREIEZE RV, 22T, AET
&, dEEHWIRWY Y vl a4 VEMESRE 53 % Cos B PSNMF 24883 5.
Log-Cos B PSNMF (2 HEANTHEM - BEHAIDEHICTR 2 RED D %208, BERIICIZICREED
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REE SN/t 7 L2 R %2185 e N TE 5. F£72, Log-Cos ! PSNMF [Alkk, MNFE
B PSNMF O R 7 — AVAEWOMEZ FFRICEES 2 Z e 23 TE 5.

53 X MEH
Cos 1 PSNMF TIEXRD & 5 Lid{tfE 2% 2 5.
GI,I}_}?UJQ s.t. gkj)hilvulj > OVZ, j7 kv l (52)
\72:D(Y||FG+HU)+MPCOS(F7H) (53)
> fikha
cos FvH = . T 5.4
Peo(F.H) =Y ; (5.4

k,l (Zz i2k>§ (Zz h?z)
Cos B4 PSNMF T2, Piogeos(F, H) DRI B SN TH YD, FAIBIROR/MEIZ 0 T
H27D, aXNEK T Oi/MED 0 & LTTRAERSNS. ZAUTK D, FiffiTih7z
£ BRIEERLMRIIFEE T, HERcd ELVWER b ko T3,

5.4 REEHNOEL

a4 HEME  FR, o X bR (5.4) ZEER/MET 20EREETH L. 22T MM
TNAIY X L% T 5. Log-Cos B PSNMF ¥ [ARkIZ, SHIEICIE G RO U OEZENIE
FNRVED, ZH G RO U oBFHFAlEenzAN (3.2) KU (34) L AFETH 5. Fill
JE Peos(F, H) & (3, h3) 712 EENTED, hy OFEEEHEHIINCRD 5720 ER 2
HoTWa., ZOBEBIXMBEKTH 572, Jensen DFAFERXZHWTRD X 512 LR %
HET TR NTE 3.

2 - hi - hi o
zi:hil = ZEHZ‘[ < ZEil <6”)
=S ezhy! (5.5)
TZTe >0l eq=1%uTMPELTDHZ. K (5.5) DFESHILEMFIIRDEGED
AKILT 5.

2
€ = h3
0=

> b

(5.6)
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—fBAL KL X4 N— = Y RIZOWTC, HiELFRKOAEXZ@EHT 5 &, K (5.3) LT (5.5)
ne jz O)J:BEBQ@( j2+ ﬁ”j\’@ c]r: D L. n+f x5.

j2 S \72+

= ; [yij logyi; — (Z ;i) log flk.jkj + Z By log g:f)
-4
— Yij +Zfik9kj +Zhuuzg' MZ (Z sz’k) (Z fl/kegﬂlh /,l)] (5.7)
k l k.l it it i’

hy OEHENE 0T, JOhy =0 2R Z e THINT 222 TE 5.

Z[ y;flﬁwl +m]]+ﬂz |:<Zf3k> ( 2 lefzkh’l+fsz %lhl_ )] =0

J Vi Vi

X (5.8) 2RI hE L2 Z e TRAMEONS.

_1

—Yij Bijit : 3 1
h3, {};l]*‘ulj]"‘hzzlﬂzk: {(;fﬁ) ( h2 zzzfl’kh/l""flkz 2/lh. )} =0

J i/ i i #i

X (5.9) 22T 2 e X ick 3.
Z (=i Bijiha + wih3)
J
k i

& 512, I (5.10) & hy OIS 2 L XAMF{ LN 5.

hZ, |:Z Uy +:“Zfik (Z flz'k> (Z eglhlfz>]
j k v l

i’ i

NI

( lefz kh ’l+fzkhzlz %lhll)] (510)

il i il i

+ hit |: Z Yij Biji
J

X (5.11) D b2 DIFHL, hy DR, RO 3188 ZHZHRRICHE £ 82 5.

—Mﬁi%l > <Z fﬁk) (Z firkhi z)] (5.11)

i £
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[SIES

@il ZZulj-l-HZfik (Zf3k> (Ze,lh ) (5.12)
J k i’ )

bit =— Y viiBijt (5.13)

j
cit = —Nﬁi%l Z (Z fz%k) (Z fi’khi’l) (5.14)
k il il i
R (5.12)-(5.14) 23X (5.11) WHEHAT 2 Z e TUTD L5 R XAEAD GO 5.

aith3 + byhy + ci =0 (5.15)

L7228 T, MBI J,5 @ hy BT 2 EE I - XAFEROMO AKX TRD XS5 Z 56
ns.

—— ”21;%1_4%0“ (5.16)
22T, X (5.16) D + 13 hy ORMPIEENTTR D X OIWCIRET 5. hy OHEFENE, F5HOI5E
o (4.10), (4.14), KU (5.6) #3 (5.16) ITRAT 2 TR Z M TES. LoL,
Z DHEFANIIEFE ITEHIC T2 2 DT, KL TIERD DI ay, by, R ¢y OEFHHIZRT.

j k i il it
by — Zyw har; (5.18)
Dok fikgrg + 2y hivu
2 o\? o
o k it il i

L7eh3 5T, BEHEZRD hy 133K (5.17)-(5.19) #HEH L= T, KX (5.16) ZEHE T 2 2 TH
5HB. BB, p=00r %, R (5.16)(5.19) 3R (3.8) ¥ —HKT 3.

556 XEDFC®

AETIE, BRTHETH S Cos B PSNMF ICOWTHHL, REEHROEH 21T - 7-.
Cos Bl PSNMF 1%, SNMF (CHiHIEE LTay 4 VEMER NS5 T 2FETHS. RET
&, MERFEONES PSNMF & 4 B 5 BT L 7z Log-Cos & PSNMF KU Cos 4
PSNMF O M ER 2 T WIRRFIRO GBI BB S 5.
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BRIESDITEERER

6.1 ZHE

ARETIX SNMF, WS PSNMF, Log-Cos % PSNMF & Cos & PSNMF DES &HH
DOEWETHEERE R LR T 5. 6.2 HiCEBSKRMEZIANR, 6.3 HiTHEBMGRZANNS. 6.4 HiT
X, 4 FiED SDR HOENEE LD DTH 20 EMbimf ) 2 72o12, EEREHR 2RI
MUERITS. 6.5 i CTAEDF LOERT.

6.2 SEERZH

REFIHEOZYMEMERT 272D, SNMF, WA PSNMF [5], Log-Cos %! PSNMF,
KO Cos B PSNMF @ 4 FIETEREEEZ MR L€/ I VERDHMOLBERZ1T -
7o AEETE, R —Zty FVROTRAMTF—&ZEy b2 LT, Y~ MU-1000 > >+t
P AP =2 L 72 N LEPE songKitamura [20] Z#H L. A=K (Ob.), FF7rRy
r (Tp.), &r> (Hr), ZA—1bt (FL), X4AV > (Vn.), 77V %v + (CL), ¥©7/
(Pf.), "n—7>a—FK (Hp), teryR—=> (Tr.), 77av b (Fg), F=r (Vc.) D11
ORI O 2 0DFEBATT 4 —%EL, ALY —TIFI VI LT 2HFREEE F
MEB Y ZAERL, 90 MORAEEE2EZ. 2L T, 90 HOREEGES% 45 HOHE T — X
Yy P ASFEDT AT =&ty NI VYR LIZREIL. BET—&ty M, EFER
B BERBEIRNA NR=RFG R =2 ZRDDZT2DIHEHL, TD T X=Xl HNTT R
FF—&Ey MTE O MRER B L 72, Fig. 6.112, 4 FEO¥EA T —ITHEALE2 42
X—7D FAE (BNEOY Y FLE) ZRT. LB THEERT—ITIE, HERE &
BHIMD 2 A7 X —T7 LRER X ¥ LTHW, HETRETH F 2H#0E Uz, EBRICH R B
OMREBRDEEAEY ZERT27DIHH LA 0T 4 =23 Fig. 6.2 TH5. ZOHH»H
O X0 T 4 =R 2REBEES, 20 X5 RESESE 90 #IfER L 7.

RN IE, B EALL (source-to-distortion: SDR) [21] ZEH L7z, Z4uX, &F

THEES Ve THEE OME (BADDRE) OMJTEIKLRENREBIEETH D, SDR



6.2 SEERZMYF 27
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Fg. or Th. or Vc.

Fig. 6.1: Two-octave ascending notes used as training sample sound.
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Fig. 6.2: Four melody parts used as mixture observation.
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Fig. 6.3: Average SDR behaviors of development dataset. Weight coefficient p that
provides highest average SDR in development dataset is used for performance comparison
with test dataset.
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Fig. 6.4: Violin plot of 45 SDR results in test dataset. In each method, white circle
indicates median value, gray vertical line shows range of 25-75 percentiles, and violin-

shape curve is estimated distributions.
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Table 6.1 Average and median values for test dataset

Method Average [dB] Median [dB]
SNMF 6.07 5.95
Inner prod PSNMF 7.01 6.81
Log-Cos PSNMF 7.75 7.69
Cos PSNMF 7.82 8.23
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£R7 74 XD Brunner-Munzel (BM) #R3E [23] D 2 HEHDHMAIRE 21T > 7. Al
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PSNMF Z LL#R U 7-85E @ p A1k, Welch @ il ¢ #7E T 42.8965 %, BM #E T 59.7709 %
e, 2ODFEDOENAEETIERVE WS HRICKR 7. —7, WER PSNMF & Cos
R PSNMF % LB U 728558 O p fEiZ, Welch @ il ¢ #5E T 2.06 %, BMARET0.98 % &,
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Table 6.2 p values obtained by pairwise one-sided Welch’s ¢ test

Method of group A Method of group B p value [%]

SNMF Inner prod PSNMF 0.3389
SNMF Log-Cos PSNMF 0.0001
SNMF Cos PSNMF 0.0000

Inner prod PSNMF  Log-Cos PSNMF 3.9434
Inner prod PSNMF Cos PSNMF 2.0614
Log-Cos PSNMF Cos PSNMF 42.8965

Table 6.3 p values obtained by pairwise BM test

Method of group A Method of group B p value [%]

SNMF Inner prod PSNMF 3.1576
SNMF Log-Cos PSNMF 0.0056
SNMF Cos PSNMF 0.0000
Inner prod PSNMF  Log-Cos PSNMF 5.9094
Inner prod PSNMF Cos PSNMF 0.9811

Log-Cos PSNMF Cos PSNMF 59.7709
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