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VEY
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YA FABPEERT RIS & FFREATHIR 7o i 565 <
BRI BlE o> SRR R -
YoR MR, AR KM (&)= )

1 LI

BIRTHE L X, BEOETRIES LR CBIl X
NEE» S, REHOME A OEIEE 2HE - T 2
B cH 5. Kz, IFEMEITHIRF 7% (nonnegative
matrix factorization: NMF) [1, 2] %& i\ 7= & 577l
FiEE, BEIMOSECHRBRFIIOLTINET
BEZIBEINTE [3]-[6]. NMF X Fig. 11K
T LI, BHllxhIEa R REBEITYI (RiEA
RZ a5 L% 2RO oDIEETTE GEETS]
KRO7 7T 4 RX=>a A5 OITFIETIEMNT 57
NIV ALTH5. BETINIE, BHATHIH DM
HRARY FILRZE = DRRERT b LTEER,
Zh o ORI IRBREZALD 7 7 7 4 N— a Y175
IEENS. I OFEEZ LFAEHT2 2L
T, HEIBENTE S,

HETIRBELEC L2 ERTEEFENZ DX
AZWZBVTEWEEZER LTV [7,8]. L2L,
THENR 2 5 &R (HWETR) OFEHT -2ty
FAKBRED L AR TE RV L S RTICBWTIE,
BY Y INOFER T -2 oRHERsYEH L 20 %
FEHST2HETD D - FEETDH D NMF [9] DAL
LCENITH2. AT, FHHETH D NMF (semi-
supervised NMF: SNMF) 12HO < R BED A%
B>,

Fig. 21X SNMF iZB 2 HREBE7 L T) X 0%
RLTED, FEHRT IR T — I 0 R E
N5, FER7—I T, HNEFEOY > INEED
27 +aZ5 s X % NMF THOfEL, AR
FARER = BEOHARIEITY F 24835, 57
BER 7 — o TlX, FEIEE LBETRETS 2 v
TRAEEDARZ Vu I LY 203528,
HWEES D FG 2 ofho&ER GEENET) K
5 HU Z2H#ET 5.

SNMF 120 Bl HETlX, BRAEEESFHOHN
HIR JEEHNEEIEM L 72 AR MLEELHEA,
DEREEN ST 2HENH 5. UL, FEElT 32
K7 MVHHERRIEA TS F XA IEH SR O R EST
HIH OWTHhzHWTHRITE 2 Z L HFEETDH
5. Zo¥ha, BNERO—E» HU ZIRALTL
FOo2LeiRh, HRIERKENELLHILTS.

OIS 372012, W DOh o E RIS
f}& SNMF (penalized SNMF: PSNMF) A28 X
NT&ER ZOHD—DIT, FEERT MLEONER
/MEIEZ (5 L7z PSNMF (NfER! PSNMF) 3% %
[10]. ZTOFERZ, HERERTY F 2IEHNETRD
BIEATH H A TE 2720 ERIET 2 5110215
L7zbDTHD, HNEERT FG OME % KIEIZ
M EXE2%R0H2. L L, WEE PSNMF 13,
NMF 20 REATH - 77 7 4 R—2 3 Y{T5IE D
A —=VAEMICED, ERIZRAEDNIEL S HE LR
WERILE Ro TS, FAROBIRIE, 7277 4 R—
> a VTN A= RIERIfLE 5 2 2 NMF T b sl

Activation matrix
(time-varying gains)

Basis matrix
(spectral patterns)

Nonnegative matrix
(amplitude spectrogram)

X uxa ~ F uxx Q &
2 : K
g 2\
E Time
% [N 7
Amplitu I : # of frequency bins

J: # of time frames

Basis K: # of bases

Fig. 1 Matrix decomposition by NMF.
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Spectral
patterns of Pf.
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Ot\her bases

min D(X||FQ)

e

‘min D(Y||FG + HU)
,:‘G’H,Q;

Fis fixed, ancrirar;I»y G, H, and U are optimized.

Separation stage

iy
Y

Fig. 2 Audio source separation based on SNMF.

ENTED, ELWERGESEZ 5 2 R biE R
xhTw3 (11

PSS PSNMFE O R & — VAREEORE % 5 3
7=®DIT, FEHOITRIERY MV OXE a4 FE DL
fER/IMEIEZ {1 5- L 72 PSNMF (log-cos %! PSNMF)
ZHRELTW5 [12]. Log-cos B PSNMF (&K~ Y
FUE DR E ZIRIFE TS, X7 MLEOAEICDA
WET 2 a0 4 YHEMUEZSRIHICHWS 720, N
FEE PSNMF O A7 — VAERORE R RIRTX 5.
Lo L, RIEFRECEHRROBEHERERITT 2720
Wat A4 VEUEONBUESIRPEE UTHOWAR,
I R bR EROEIFEE T 2 ReENE T,
N E DB b 2 BN E Uz, STk [12] T
X, BENZEEEZR LEXE 2012, KIEHICH
HFORFEIERZ MLk (a2 FEBOENZE L 7
WEHI2) EHbT 22T, BY-DENSHLL T
W23, i iR T DA EED FEUE SE 2B <
ZEETETVARL.

ARTIX, AT =V AREWER CBIEN R ZERED
5 OFE%Z FRICER S 2 Fike LT, MExEH
WixWnwe Y I ay A4 VEMEER SRS LT
SNMF 2453 % Fi% (cos B PSNMF) % #H72125E
AL, RE(LT 2FELRET 5. #BREFETI,
majorization-minimization (MM) 713V X 4 [13]
WK BEFEHFUZENT 2. £z, ERESEN
S L-BEIBIGEHA L, ERFIELD BN
HIRDHEIER TE 3 2 ¥ B EBRIITRT.

*Experimental evaluation of source separation based on nonnegative matrix factorization with cosine sim-
ilarity penalty. By Yuta Iwase and Daichi Kitamura (NIT Kagawa).
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2 ERFE
2.1 NMF XU SNMF

NMF (3 0BT X € Ry (ARTIlREHD
HRIEA<2 br 2y n) 2RO 2 DDIATTHIF €
RLUSE (EEATH) RO Q e REST (727 4 ~—
> a ATH)) DITFIRCIELT 5185 > 7 3 FRTH
5. F RO QEBAROF/MUMETHEE S h 5.

rlglié?lD(X||FQ) st fie,qryr >0V, §', k(1)

ZIZT fue M qrj BENZNF RV Q DEHRT
5. %/, i=1,2,--- 1, 7=1,2,---,J, kU
k=1,2,-- K 32NN REPEL, B, RUOERE
N7 MDA YT RA%ERT. D(X|FQ) &, 1751
X kU FQ BoOTMELZRTEBTD 5.

NMF (ZED K HERDHEFEE L TSNMF 235 5.
SNMF T, Fig. 2WRT &I, ¥¥{RA7—IT
HNEHEOY > 7G5S X I NMF Z#/H L, b
RIEATH F 2 Hiir 8 3%, FIZENEROMEH 2
R7 MLVE K EKDORERZ b LTED. iR
7T, BEEEY e R # FG+ HU «
NfETE. 22T, GEREYT B FO7 T 4 R—
> a V178, H e RUE RO U e REX 3 zheh
IEHWEIROR D % RTHETIIRET 7T 4 R—
vaTHTHh . HENZ, RBREESY FoH
IR FG, EEWETRR DS HU & HEE X
N, FG DAZRBEEICR T Z ¥ THIRDEEDE
REhd. LarL, BHWER: IEENETR LR
R MEREDES, BWERO—H HU IZREA
L, 7HEREENEL ST 5.

2.2 WHEE PSNMF

NFEE! PSNMF [10] 1%, ZEAEES TS F 2 IEEMR
FIRORIEATH H H3C & 3720 ER T 2 HH1%M0%
15 L7 SNMF Th b, HNEFEK? (FG THRE
TNDBZNERST) DBIEEETRE D HU WZRALT
U5 Bi%% b 2 1RE T 230105 5. AFET
X, PR T =BV TROERMUEEE X 5.

G{n}}r)lUD(YHFG + HU) + pPoren(F, H)

s.t. gkjahilaulj 2 0 VZ, j7 k? l (2)
7Dorth(-FlvH) = ||FTH||I2:‘r

2
=> (Z fikhil> (3)
ol

g

Z 2T, plIEIRITHOEARE, 9kj> Mii, B’&Ufulj I8
Zhzh G, H, MU OEZH, j=1,2,---,J &
Cl=1,2,- , LI3ZzhzhlFE Kkt H HOEEANR
ZINDAYT IR, |l ET7BRN=T R IV A,
(3) TRENZAHH Poron (F, H) 1&, F DIJENRZ
ML (K AR) ¥ HORERZ ML (LA) OftA
HOEONED ZFMIINIET 5. EoT, H %
ETHCE,TY ¥ FG+HU 25EL 23281 1
AT, TH OEEXRZ A2 F OEERZ Ly
RAEARKERTZIL] O2EABERBIN, HRE
LTCHZ % SNMF & h b ERSEESREINE Z &
DEBRINCHR X Tn 3.
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2.3 Log-cos & PSNMF

WA PSNMF (ST AIHD R R EHE R E L
ROAEMNZEENRD 5. X, NMF 254A%KE; -
TWBERIEITHNE 727 T 4 RN—= a YATHIRD R 7 —
AAREUNRRRTHS. Tbb, NEE PSNMF
DFIHIE (X (3) &, HIWNESRfHc2FEUTcH
33 CTRMETE S, ZorE, K (2) DFE—
HIZU % (1/c)U 522 THEMLRZWL. fEoT,
NFEE! PSNMF 1 p # K& LTH, HE@mICIZ F
¥ H3ER{bIhiw, Z22TEELIE, HOK
= XK a Y A VEEBEICE D  ERIEE
W, log-cos B PSNMF 28R L7z [12]. ARFIET
X, TR T =BV TROERMUEERE X 5.

GI,I}}I}U,D(YHFG_F HU) + pProgeos(F, H)

s.t. gkj7hil7ulj > 0 VZa ja k? l (4)
> firhit
’Plogcos(Fv H) - Z IOg ! 1 1 (5)

T (ma) (p)

T 2T, EIHIE Pogeos(F, H) 1%, F OFENZ L
¥ H OFEERT FLOKIHAEDED a ¥4 VHLL
FEDRBANCHIIET 2. av A VELUETHZDT,
HERZ FLOEXIKS S, X7 MLEOAED
ATHERZUEZRZ N TE, NMFIZBIT3A7—
NDOREMIS R I LR,

3 REFE
3.1 Ehik

Log-cos ! PSNMF O f/MEE (X (4)) T,
(LD 72D DRKEEHADEHZ T 2729
Wav A VEMEONEERAWTWA., LaL, H
HETY F IEBNETROIESTY] H OFEN S
ML 1THTHERICERT 255, 20at 4 U
P01 82 2 eh s, SAIE Pigeos(F, H)
X —oo 273, 5T, log-cos & PSNMF (3#17-12
BIEN AL EEDOMEEZZZATWS. Z I TARRT
X, SR Y SRR a4 SR % S RITE
LG AEDOKERHRNEEN L, ZhEHIC cos
AIPSNMF ¢ L TIRET 2 Z T, AidOREDE
REX 3.

3.2 Cos & PSNMF

—fi2 SNMF % W= &8, IRIERRY
;L& — &t Kullback-Leibler (KL) & A4 N—Y =
Y AIZED K NMF THf#3 2 FiED RS SMEETH
2% Z e BEBINCHER I TV S [10, 14]. - TR
T, TEHERE D) (L KL £ 4 N—=P x ¥
2 DL(-||-) ZEHWRGEDOAER OIS, 2T,

mij
— = My + nij)

(6)

TH D, mij &U‘ N4 BzEhzFh M e RIZ}()J 46
N eRY 0HETHS.

DiL(MIN) = (Wj log

(2]

)

202149 A



m

Cos B4 PSNMF T, XOFE/MLEEEZEZ 5.
Juin D(Y|[FG + HU) + jiPeor(F. H)

s.t. 9kj» hila Uy >0 VZ7 .ja k7 l (7)
> firhit
Pcos(Fa H) = Z : 1 1 (8)

) (3)

X)X, FAHAORERZ by H FDORERY
FMLOBHAGDED Y A4 VHEMEORMITH 3.
Log-cos ! PSNMF OFifIIE X (5)) LT, Xt
BB R AL T, Rt 7 v 3V X LFEHC
725 h, R R %2 e 0 RIS RIS C % 5.

X (7) oELRED 2 2 FEEELE, MM 7
VR4 3] ZHVWTHRIMETE 2. 73, —{LKL

RAN=D =z v ZHOENBORIEM R DT, XAD
Jensen D FENX T HEHAT 5.
—log (Z fikgrj + Z hil“lj)
< - Saunlos HAL 3 plog 5 (9
ij

Z ZT, Qijk > 0tk Bijl > 01X ZENEN Zk Al =
S RIIE Peos(F, H) D —1/2 JIEIZ M2 DT,
XD Jensen DAEXZEHT 5.

)\ A
zi:hu ézz:%l it
:Z’yiilhi_ll (10)
2T, yu >0 Y,y =1 2 THBERTD

5. 3 (9) KT (10) DFESHOIEMEZEh 2R
Th5.

fikGr;
Qijk = 11
ijk Zk’ fik’gk’j -+ Zl’ h’il’ul’j ( )
hijug
Biji = J 12
N i gk + Yy b (12)
h%
Vil = . (13)
> hiy

X (9) &Tr (10) &b, K (7) D HIBEE D _LIREE
BT 3725,

Jt=>"

4,3

filcgkj
A5k

Yij logyij — i Z ;i log

h’Zlulj

— Yij Z Bzgl IOg 6 — Yij

+ Z fikgrj + Z hilulj‘|
3 ]

g |(me) (ki)

(14)

glﬁ

2 i e SC A
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IIT, y; BY OEFETH 2. K (14) ZREHT
RHOTL 0 &3¢ 2 & CRERELERRZ ST
5. GMUOU OoFEHNIZ SNMF L[FARTH 57
DEETZ. 0T /0hy =0k

1

s ]| (Sa)

| ))-

218%. FRUF by L TEHT 3 2 2T 2 K5%

( 2 Zfz/k'yzl ’I+Zfzk’yz/[h

’757, ’;ﬁ’b

Aeih, KA THEITINCHERT 5.
—by £ /b? — dajcy
hi = o (15)
il

::f, a;l, bzl’ Cil Gi%ﬂ%ﬂL{TOD DT%%

Zi/;éz%/lh.
a; = g + fk =7 PR
s ( VTR
**Zymﬂijz
J

cit = —M%%l > (Z ffk) (Z fi’khi’l)]
k i i

22T, RN(A5) D+ hy >0 2 +DPIELWE
TH5. K (15) 12, K (11)-(13) DFSH &M%
RALZb D H ORIEHEH AL 725,

3.3 EHEFBOEREERL

AT = VAEMESREEN A ZEE O ME L B 5
729z, SR [10, 12] T, H ZEHHT 2 EIceR
BEXRZ LR IERET 2 (EFRUREOSEE U ©
IR MVIZELUT HU 3AEE %) KO IHEE
LTWa 2, IRANRFER ITVWZRZWV. LrL, HE
BRIVICITEREE S R & N2 72 D ARG Tl ATR D
FEIFR{t (basis normalization: BN) % L 7=34&
Y LARWEEDOm I OWTEHMEiZ1TS>. H RO U
DEJERT bV by KR up; D BN oRX & LI TITRT.

= Zhil (16)
ha . )
h,;l < 57 VZ, l, Ul < 5lulj Vl, J (17)
1
4 RER
4.1 HEREM%

2 DDHIBE DOEIRTHENERE R SNMF, WA
PSNMF [10], log-cos %! PSNMF [12], M URRF
ETH 3 cos B PSNMF O 4 FiETHER L=, HL,
BFRICBWT R — VAREN & BUER A E 1 % R
HT 27012, ZROEHREIZBN 2175855 17h
WSO 28D ZHER L 7. HIYETR 2 JEHE TR
DRERT "VBEZNFNK =2T R L =50 ¢
L7z, 2 0DHIRE DIRE(E S songKitamura [15]
DF =&y MHWT 0 BERL, 45 3 o2}

202149 A



HAE

78K

I

—AIAEPSNMF w/o BN
~-MFFEIPSNMF w/ BN
'"LoghcosiPSNMF w/0 BN|_
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Fig. 3 Average SDR for searching optimal p.
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Fig. 4 Average SDR of test data for each method.
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4.2 HERER
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O RBE(LICE 2 2803 (RIS W/,
Fig. 3 TlX 220277 7MFIFER > TW5. FikfE
D p TT A N T —REFRDHEL 2B
SDR % Fig. 4 o33, £3, WEE PSNMF &, #
FICIE F v H OEZER XN WATRESEDL H 2
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O dMHREIRM ELTW3. £/, BN#EL D log-cos
B PSNMF 3 EUERNLZEMEIC & D —HDEAEST
ZREPFHEMT 25805 D, FHIMREITEL 2o
7z. BN A D ®D log-cos ! PSNMF ¥ cos B PSNMF
FMOFEL D BREENE 2D, ZOAMEI RS
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5 F&&
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