2—P-39

I AV FABUEETRISRAT S 2T B © FEEAEAT S A 170 it *
POHMIE R, AR K (B H)

1 &XL®IC

FIRDEE L 1%, BBOEIENES U7 REE TR X
NEEDS, REEOML DFHEE 28 - i35
Hificd 5. Kz, FEAMETHIRT2# (nonnegative
matrix factorization: NMF) [1, 2] %& R\ 7= &7 e
Fikl, HESMORMEPHBRZFZIRUTINET
B IREINTET [3]-[6). NMF & Fig. 11275
T & DIT, BX - IEE DR BT (RIEA
R was5 LE) 2RO ODIEATH] (FEEIT5
KOT 7T 14 R=a U A7F8]) OFFFIETIEMT 57
VTY) AL ThHD. FEETINI, BITTEIF O
HARY MU ZR =V PREERZ MLE LTEE R,
TS QRN ZRREZALA T 7 T 1 R— 3 V175
IZEENDE., ThoOREEY2 EFRSEHTAZ L
T, HIESHEPTE 3.

TAETIREREEIZ X2 EEIETENL DX
AZIZBEWVTEWVEEZZR L TWEA, SHEIR e
75 EIE (HWER) OFEAT— 212y b 3SRE
UDHETERVWE I R B VT, &Y 7L
DFET =2 oREEEZFEH L TO X FIEHT 24
filido b - ¥l O NMF [7, 8] AMksk & LTl T
H5. AfETl, PEEH D NMF (semi-supervised
NMF: SNMF) (2580 < FIRABEO A ZED 5.

Fig. 21X SNMF (2B 52 ZEDEET7 VT A L%
RUTED, FHAT VL DA T — I SRR X
N5, FERAF—IT, HWFHEOY Y 7IVESD
ARZ vas 5 A X % NMF CTOEL, FHHARS
MV R =2 % EOHERIESH F 2835, o
AT — U Cld, FHATFE U2 BUERE T8 % v
TREESDARZ AT ILY 20fHT5Z8T
HEEE D FG & D& E GEERZHER) &
5 HU % H#EE7 5.

SNMF iz &< HR2 T, BAEGFESHOEHKN
FIRE IEHNEE LU 72 AR M L2 EDGE,
SHEREEDSET AMELH B, Ik, TS A
R NVHPEERESTH F SULIEH K35 IR O R EFT
HHOWTNEHWTHRETESL ZLDFEKNTH
5. ZogE, BZRO—E2 HU 2, 5 W\WE
FEHMFRDO LN FGIZRERATRZ R, &
TR BERS IS 35 AL T 5.

Z OREIZ LT B =012, STRIS/EAT & SNMF
(penalized SNMF: PSNMF) [8] AR I T\ 5.
PSNMF (%, #HiEE 5 F & IEEHRE RO KT
Hl H W TEB7ZTERT 284 E2M5 Lz
DTH Y, HWFERD FG O5E % KIFZH EX
BERNHSD. UL, BFED PSNMF X, NMF
DRORIEFTH - 77T 14 R—=Y a VFHID A —
IVAREMEIZ KD, ERIGANEL HELLRVWERL
o TWA., FAOBIRIX, 727714 X—= 3 147
Nz A=A EHbE 5.2 %5 NMF THHERESNTE
D, IEULWRIEM 2 5 2 Bl bIEDRE I ATV
% [9].

ARTIX, PSNMF (2815 ERALEHIZMA%2 A

Basis matrix Activation matrix
(spectral patterns)  (time-varying gains)

Q (KxJ)
K

Time

Nonnegative matrix
(amplitude spectrogram)

X uxJg) ~ F (uxk)

Ampiiude

I:# of frequency bins
J K Basi J: # of time frames
3SIS g # of bases

Fig. 1: Matrix decomposition by NMF.

Training stage - TTE
/ X i F : Spectral

A e patterns of Pf.
nin D(X|FQ)

ample sound of Pf.

U

Separation stage - G
Ylf ~IF g TH g

GI,I:IL}I,lUD(Y”FG + HU) Other bases

Fis fixed, and on\y G, H, and U are optimized.

Fig. 2: Separation algorithm in SNMF.

T VAREMIH S e WE TEA UR#Ed 5 F
BEFIITIRET 5. REFETIE, 3V VHLE
%\ - SIS %2 SNMF (2445- L, majorization-
minimization (MM) 7JL3V XA [10] 12 & % Feikil
B 2S5, 72, BEESFEARE LEHR
DEEEA L, [EETFIEL 0 B EN T F RS HEANE
JRTE DI L EFBRINITRT.

2 WMEFE
2.1 NMF RU SNMF
NMF O bEIZ RN TtRI NS,

win DX/ FQ) st. firsany = 00, j k(1)

ZI2T, X e RYY IABIGIITH Y, ARTIE
RIEARZ haso6ed5. £/, Fe RN RO
Q € RE BENETNEETHRT 7 F 1 R—=V 3
VATHITH Y, fi B gy WENENF KT Q @
WHETHL. 5612, i=1,---,I, j=1,---,J, &
Ck=1, - K ZZnThEREHI LY, KE7L—
L, ROEERT MVDA VT 7 2A%KT. D(A|B)
i, 1751 A € RS RO* B € RS Mo (X
AN=VzVR) ZERTEBTHS. ARTIE, ®RX
RS AL NN 7 -S4 TIHAN=V VR
HWS.

(077
D(AHB) = ; (aij log b71j —ai; + bm‘) (2)
ETHB. ftoT, X (1) ORMELIEEMRL 22T
FrQhifexsnsg.

*Semi-supervised nonnegative matrix factorization with cosine similarity penalty by Yuta Iwase (NIT

Kagawa) and Daichi Kitamura (NIT Kagawa).
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SNMF Tl¥, #E2AF—JIZBWTHNEIHRO Y
YIIWES X IZNMF 28352 & T, HAFE
75| F 2 Hpi%8 5. 2o E, FIZHKNSED
BH AR MIVRZ =V K RKOFIRZ ML (BE
RZFV) LUTEATWS, DEEAT—Y T, &
fiIEfTS] F 2352 572 R T, REESDORIEA
RZbRZILY € RS 2RO B#EAREIZ X0
DRSS

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

s.t. gkj7hil7ulj Z 0 VZ, j7 kv l

(3)

ZZIT, HeREROU e RLY iz hdkEH
iR E RS 7-DDEIEFTFNE T I T4 R— 3 U
FITHY, hy B w; 3EFNZHh H KU OB
ThHb. ¥, =1, ,LIFIEENEIROELEITF
ZEENBEEDA VT 7 A% KT, FAEMIZI
RAEGESY mOHMFHEOEN N FG, JEHKEHR
DN HU L UTHBES NG 720, SRS EEN AT
BEL 5. LaL, BAESHhOHNEIRE NG
BB L 72 ARZ ML Z2EDIGE, TD XD R
DEFXIETHDODWITNEHWCERETES 2D
HIZ DO —HA HU 12, 5 WMEIEENSEHED —
R FGIZRAL, SIRSEREENSLT 5.

2.2 EXtICED< PSNMF

Bk o R EEIZ LS 2 7= 12, SNMF O fidEfkiz
HNUT, EHNZFIEORETH H BEEREETS]
F e TE27ERAT 2 EAIGME 5 2 7-Fik
(PSNMF) EEINTWS [8]. RKFIETIX, o
AT =B WTIROEELTEZE 2 5.

é%meMC+HUHw%M@ﬂﬂ
s.t. gk?j7hil7ulj Z 0 VZ, ja k) l (4)
Portn(F, H) = | FTH |2,

2
=> (Z mm) (5)
k,l i

22T, pldETHIE Poyn (F, H) DEMEE, ||Alm
BT AD70R=ZY A/ )NVATHB. SHHIIE

Portn(F,H) 1%, F OEERZ bV (K K) & H
@ﬁF«&b»(Lﬁ)w%m&Abﬁmmﬁ® P
NGS5, oT, H ZHEETHEIZIE, TY &
FG+HU ™52 &] RO FHo)ﬁéE/\? k
WIS F OEERZ MLVERBARLERTARIL] O
2QEMNBERBIN, FERL L TSNMF &b H5HROH
73'{}_&'3\_%“5 tf)‘%%ﬁﬁ@ nlhéz/’ftb\ [}

MM 73V X4 [10] 12O 275 G, H,
KU OFEFHNEZENZIRD & 512725 [8).

Yij
ik
Xi: > firrgrg + 32 hz‘l’ul’jfz
K 1

Zfik

(6)

Gkj < Gkj *

Z Yij "
1
T figeg + Y harury
& v

>y + pwfik 3 firkhin
J i

hit <= hq -

(7)

T

i SCEE
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Yij
h
Xi: > fiwrgrry + 20 harur :
K/ v
Uy j “— Ugj - Z hil (8>
ZIT, y; 3Y DEHKTH 5.
3 EI:/TE %,f
3.1 Ehg
B LIz £ < PSNMF (213, SiHITEOMREIE
B N WARERZME?RH 5. 2k, NMF

PAKRF > TWBRIESTH] - 727 T 1« XR—2 3 V174
MDA — VAEMENERTH S, Wb, X ~ FQ
W5 NMF 0% # 2 -8z, BRERY F AR
DIEDBEB a 2R UTaF 2R LTH, FEICY
754 R=2a VT8 Q % (1/a)Q L THIE, FQ
EARDEIZZED S VWS REMTH 3.

B AbIZHD < PSNMF T, SiHIE Py (F, H)
DEiZ/NELTBHIELTF & HOHELMLED
5T e uHZEZ B, EBIZIZZ OEREIZIER 12/
IRMEDa 2T’ UTCaH 552 ThRyMEATRET
%5.:@&%,HU@@%§@6@V&5K,U

i (1/a)U EEFINS. Ht>T, ZOETHIEIXER
iz F & HZ2ERLL THRW.

Z O %Z BT 5726002, STk [8] Tlk, H Z5EH
TEHEICRHEERY MLEIESLT S (EHLEE
D AE U DITRZ MUVIZEL T HU ZREET
%) £OIITHEELTEY, FERIICITMERUEELR S
N7z, ZOFEEFELRARN LI LIEE 220,
FEREDBSIE, Ly / IV AIZHS L 28— 2 EAE%
TIT4R=2 3V FRIIC5 25 NMF THHER I 1
THH, HERT MVOEI 2HRSEMICE 2 5 5RE
LERREINT WS [9]. PSNMF (28 WTH, XX
R (9] & FERRDHIRIGRMZHEAL TS ZLIFTES
N, Kook UT, BENZ MLEO
FAEIZDOIMKIFET 5 V1 VIALUE % Hi /- 2 S RE
IZH\W5 PSNMF %##2£3 5.

3.2 IOY4q VELUEICED < PSNMF

aY 1 VEHLE Iz < PSNMF & LT,
WfEE2EZE X 5.

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

YR D Ex

s.t. gkjahilaulj 2 0 VZ, jv ka l (9)
> firhii
Peos(F, H) = _log —

T (za) (zn)

ZZT, S Pes(F, H) &, F OHEERY b1 L
H OHEERZ MVOKREASOED IV 1 VEHLE
DOMNBFNIET 5. AV VEUETHLDT, £
[EXZ MLOEXIC iﬁ%?‘ AEDATER M %
5ZEMWTE, NMF 285 A7 —)VOREMITR

(10)

LR, T/, HERZ MVILSTHEATHBEZ L
Ne, IV A VEOEOEIZE/NTO (BER), mKk

T1 CFf7) &4 5. é’b Z, OY A VLS DN
ZELAZ LT, IREIZHARSE MM 7LV AL TD
g&bmmazaé.
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3.3 MM 7/)L3) ZLICED FEEFEHAOEH
X (9) ZEHERIMET 5 Z L IEREE 72D, RO

PSNMF ¥ HEfEIZ MM 7L 3V X L% FWTHE/Mb

T5. 2B, G& U DRMDIZEIE P 128 572

Wiz, FEEEIEHHNIE (6) RO (8) LFAKETH 5.
X (9) IFKRD LS IZERTE 5.

D(Y|FG + HU) + jiPeos(F, H)

=) [yu logyij — yij log <Z fikgri + Y huulj>
1,7 k l
—Yis+ > fvgri + Y hilulj‘|
k !

oy llOg > fiwhi— %bg > fi- %log > h?z]
k.l i 7 7
(11)

KA L

EROEZHBOE/ A = 2 v OREX, BN
IE HEIAE Rz T A L, ERRBIEZ RO K

DITHGETY 5. Zk aiir=1, Zl szl 1, Zz =1,
Z Cris =1, Yij1 +Vij2 = 1 % A7 3 HBIA R Qijk»
Bijir Okiir Ckiir Yij1» vVijz > 0ZHWS &, EREEK
ZIRD XD ITHEITE S,

J < Z |}/zg 10g Yij —Yij ('szl Z Oéz]kl

0,J

hiu
+Yij2 Z Bijilog T_’le log 7ij1

fzk:gkg

A5k

—vij2 logvij2) — vij + Z fikGrs + Z hilulj]
% ]
1
+uy [C : (Z firha — Cm) + log Crus
k.l i

li

1
_510gz 1'21@

1
- 52 Okui (21og hyy — log 5kli)]

(12)
72720, X (12) DESENFFEIUTTH 5.
fikgkj
Qi = = 13
" > fikgwj (13)
k/
_ haug
P S -
l/
Crli = Z Tirhi (15)
h2
%”ZE%Z (16)
Zk:fikgkj
i1 = 17
i > fikgri +> hiug (17)
% 7
> hiuy;
1
2 = 18
Tigz > fikgrki+> hirwj (18)
% 7
P e SUER
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H o813 K (12) 05l % hy TRBAL O LS
WEAPSIRO LS IZFEONS.

Y YiiYij2Biji + 1Y Okt
J k

hil —

S+ 3 2
Cklz
Yij hi
K——"
; > fikrgrrg + 0 harur o Zh
= hy - — £
Sy +py L
7 k Z;fi’khi’l
(19)
4 25
4.1 FEEREH
REFEOEEA2ERT 572012, TREBDH

TR BEERE % E 2SI B D < PSNMF (k%) &
YA VELEICHED < PSNMF (J@8EFi) ([ZBL
TR U7z, FEERTlIE, 7—X v b & LT songKi-
tamura [6, 11] @ YMH MU-1000 @ & % FH\\ 7=.
HFIZIEA —AF =T (Ob.), T ¥<_v b (Tp.), HI
¥ (Hr.), 7)V—h (FL), Y714 AV (Vn.), 77
Vxw b (CL), ¥7/ (Pf), n—7¥a—F (Hp.),
FEYAR=Y (Tr), 773y bk (Fg.), Fxu (V)
D11 FEFD 2 4 2 & — 7 L& (FEAT—VH)
AT AN— b (DHAT—VH) 2RV 11#
DI S 2 DZERL, TNo6DATT 4 —/8—
FEEAT-TRAELVEAESE L. /oT, &l
90 i TR & 72 o 7. FHEFEEICIE, EEEA
It (source-to-distortion ratio: SDR) [12] &\ 7=.

EHAGRE w3 BRI 72 BRI 0 I U 724l & S
U7z, BT OHMEIX KR (0, 1) O —#&ELE e L
7o FR 7 -V Ao BE L Y T MEIXENT
92.9ms KV 46.4ms & U7z, HINEIH & FEERNE
JFOREERYZ SVEIZZENETN K =27 KO L =50
U7

4.2 EEBRER

Fig. 31T Z & DS R OB 2 RT. £72, Ta-
ble 1 1%, &K SDR %4 90 giizBAL TR
BROFfE L i E RY. ZhoDfERKD, O
YA VFEAUE % S HITEIZ WV B IREFIENR R TFIE
DEEWVSDREZGEKLTWA Z 3005, H
U, BEFHERRAT—LVORNEEN/HEL NI &
NS, HAMRE p DREIIRKLFHELIE Y —F—
ThIRRTFLHERTE 5.

5 F&H

ARTI, D O NMFI2BWT, A7 —1LD
AEMEDR %%% AR WS LT a1 R
BEHWEZTLVI) XL ZHZICRELZ. FMMiE
BROAER, RERTIHEL D S ERE R F IR0 B 7] RE
ThHhHZ %LU

R AR ORI JSPS BHFE 19K20306 D BiEK
ZT-H5DTH 5.
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Fig. 3: Examples of SDR values of conventional and
proposed PSNMFs for (a) Tb.&Pf., (b) Ob.&Pf.,
and (c) Tp.&Vc. mixtures.

Table 1: Average and median SDRs for each method

Method Average Median
SNMF 6.09 dB 5.73 dB
Conventional PSNMF 8.51 dB  7.91 dB
Proposed PSNMF 8.73dB 8.22dB
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