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JE B {47 5 I+ 2 fi#  (nonnegative matrix factorization:
NMF) [1], [2] &, FEEQBRITTH 2 EEQEHIFI DT T
K5 v 2EBNRTZ2TILTY ZLTHS. FADHK &
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Noutaka ONo?

HirosHI SARUWATARI!

MFEORBEFHAUOE L THWSNT WA EIEEE X
BRI D8 L \WHBIBICE 3%ET L, majorization-minimization
(MM) algorithm [10]-[12] Z@EHT 5 Z & T, &b @E#»D
WRMEDRGE S N7z KIEEHFRZ G L, REFIEOHW
M % EERIZ TR T 5.

2. NMFIZBIT3EERDOINEEZIEHIET
BERETIL

2.1 NMF & IEMERE
NMF (&, JEEDBHTHY e RO ITH LT, Nilok
LML LTERMEE 5.

ﬁﬁgD(YIWH) s.t. wer,hyy >0 Y, k,and ¢ 1)

ZZT, WeRD¥ RO H e RET 13IEA D RIETH KO
REBUTH L IFIEN, wy ROy, 206 OIEATEETH
5. F£7z, DO MEBOREEE (XA N—Y =V R) TH
v, f=1,--- ,F XU t=1,--- , T IZZNTN X DT K5
DAVTFIA, k=1, , K ZEERK D1 VF I A%R
. NMF O HWIE T > 7B TH 5728, FEEHIE—
I K <min(F,T) L& EI NS, FTEE5I1Z NMF %
WHT 5541, EIEM 7 —Y =28 (short-time Fourier
transform: STFT) IZ &K > THEONBERART ba s I L
X e C™ ORIE | X! &5 \WIE8T — | X2 2 IEADEH



BRUEZMRRS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

TPy EUTHWS Z e — ik Thb. Z 2T, 1751
WD Ry MIEORBUIERFBOREELZRL, |- &
BEREHOMED « fERT. ZOHE, YILEENH
HARTZ MUV RZ =R W DFIRT L aw, (BFE) &L
THELHN, 05 DR AREELZE (7771 X—V 3
V) BWH OFRZ MV Rl L LTHESNS.

RIBARS v a7 S5 L0 NRT =27 va s 5 5O NMF
2 & BRI, ROMEEEKELTWS.

el = 3 el @)
k

ZIT, xp FEFEART NS T A X OBHE (EFEE),
Xpp BEDDRRDTHD Y, x5 = Yy xpx &2, Fhz,
a XN T AR THY, a=124EE, a=22057—0
TR IR T 5. — A, M2 IC XL D7D
Sl = D xpx = xp £780, K (2) DOIEMEARRE 13K
SEUZR. UL L7aedde, BAEMZ R D00 2 B8 xp
DERETNVE UTURE LGS, X (2) OIMEERE %
HRHMEDOEKR CIELITE A Z EBHLMIZINT WS,
PR Oz B WTZ DO BEGI% RS

22 RRNHERAYRADHEICED < NMF

WA Rt (Itakura—Saito divergence: IS divergence)
Dis & HEEEIZH W2 NMF (ISNMF) T, /87 — 2~
7 b (@=2) OINEMABGESELAETE S [14]. Z0id
ISNMF D i# LAY, RADAERE 73D < ke
ELEMTHEZ L IZHKT 5.

p(X0 = | | pGep) (3)
fit

Pltsi) = Ne(0,02,) = —— exp (— 'xf;’klz) @)
Ok Tk
ZIT, Xy € CP I xpy & BHRICROBHRITH, N:(0,07)
WEFIEG D5 o DR FNFE (isotropic) 72#3% Gauss
PATDD. I xpp DB (4) D SERZ N
DEE, TDRW 0T, & xpp D87 — DHIFEE Bl ]
THhbH. I 617, H3E Gauss DHEDOBHEMNEDS, X =3, X,

&U Xfr= Zk Xftk % i 7,_:

pX) = [ [pCe, PO = NeO, Zi0%) ()
ft
(ZHED Tetd, NT—ART MV o DOIEED IR DT
WRTHRAILT B, Dis(X1?IWH) OR/MEIE, oF, = wphy
i etk @) DERETNVIEDIS W KO H O
BHEE & F i 2 72D 728D, /8T — AT DOV OINESM R
DG EGVED R S N 5.
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T, i4E Cauchy NMF DMRE I 11T\ 5 [9]. Cauchy NMF
Tk, WRADERE TN EMRE L TIRAEHEEETTD.

p(Xo = [ | pGes) ©6)
fit

%P ftk

PXpei) = Cel0, pp1i0) = )

3
213
2r [|x_f't,k|2 + (%Pft,k) ]

ZZT, C(0,p) IEHHHME 0 2D REEEEK p D fUHRAR
# 3 Cauchy /346 T 5 [15, pp. 80-81]. HEHRE xp D3
REEM (7) DOERIND L E, TDORE ppry (38
HME 5 DRI [xp 4l (23RS 271, # 3 Gauss 734 & ARk
IZ#E 3 Cauchy DAL HEM 2K, X=3,X; AU
Xp=Yu Xk BER

pX) =[G, PO = Cel0, Zuppn)  (®)
ft

AW, HRIEA AT DIV ppp=wpehie D IEVEDSHAHE D
MK THRALT 5.

PLEED, IRIBARS SO TT L x| & EIHES R
$ % Cauchy NMF 231721252 60, SHEOIGH ARG
NTWAB. SCHR [9] TlE, ME algorithm % i\ 72 AR
AEA & |EFEHA (Cauchy ME) &, WURMEAMERE & vz
WD DT EHE AR REEH A (naive multiplicative update:
Cauchy Naive) O RO R#E/AT IV TV X LMRRES L
TW5. RETIE, BEFE®D Cauchy ME THW S0 3 Bl
B 3R UMz &G T2 2L h, &
AP DI HRMEDRFEE N7 F U WRAEG A 2 RE T 5.

24 FERNFFRESR Student’s t D &AW —i%1{b

ISNMF J% U' Cauchy NMF % Ri5k i 12 & & — % b NMF
e ULT, ERRETIVIZEEXFREE Student’s ¢ 74 %
\ 7z Student’s + NMF 7% Yoshii et al. iZ & > TIREINT
W3 [16]. AFiETIE, Student’s r 2046 D H HERE v A3
y—o00 D& E ISNMF IZXHG L, v=0 D & & Cauchy NMF
WZHRIET S, UL LS, vooo K v=1AND 5T
TIEEAEMEIEL, MEEIZIES LI i, 2, B
INEREEFZ, ETOVvIZHUTETIL WH %3
T—ARZ dasILEE (BB [ XIPxWH) LTWw
5. ZD7H, v=1 ILBWVWTRIEARZ 077 LDET
V(I XI'~*WH) ZE0 %556 IEEBTHO MM A ZAL L
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3k 9] T, (7)) ORERE p OB IRy, Zhlk
SR [9] HANEB TSR L T 5 3R [15, pp. 80-81] DFRAE IZ Hike
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3. #LUVLHE#EBIREEICE D < Cauchy NMF OF
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HIBEE Degyeny X KA N—Y = Y ADNHL[17] &2 T’z
9728, B Cauchy divergence & IFE.R. Figure 1 (Z Cauchy
divergence Deaueny(y=5Ix) &, NMF O#@E e UL TX<H
W53 IS divergence, —f%{k Kullback-Leibler divergence
(KL divergence), —3E Euclid fEfff (EU distance) @M%
7R3 . Cauchy divergence & IS divergence & [[ U < 735 X
KB LTI B (B2 Fig. 1 (b) 1I2BWT x~11.6
WEMSDFET D) TAT —IVAENERD.

3.2 THBNEIEDERET
a2 MEEK (9) DRAMEIZBWT, #E3kD Cauchy ME [9]
oEHTHWo NS MK EEN TS, £3, XA (9) D
HE—IHD log B (o 2B B MBAED) ITHFRAE X%
WA UBIZ, () HRO —log Yy prox BIE (0T
B popx BT B MBAED) 12 ENE R Jensen DALER % il
M3 5.
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£ [%

3
+ ) log B

2
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—log prt,k
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3 o7 3
ftk
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fit [2ﬂﬂ[ n T Yk ’ 2 EPr

= M (11)

Z 2T, B 0N Ytk ISHEBN AR TH b Bri» Vx>0 30
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Fig.1 Comparison of Cauchy divergence, IS divergence, KL divergence,

and EU distance: (a) local and (b) global shapes.
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|— Cauchy divergence ----- Conventional majorizer for MM algorithm ----- Conventional majorizer for ME algorithm —-- Proposed majorizer for MM algorithm |
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Fig.2 Comparison of Cauchy divergence and its majorizers when intersection point is (a) 4.5, (b) 3.5,
(c) 2.5, and (d) 1.5, where minimum point of Cauchy divergence is one. Cross marks show
intersection points of all functions, circles and triangles are minimum and equarization points
of majorizers, respectively.
SRR IR (13) RO S BB L0, O RO LN o~ 2SRRI 20

€r = 2xpl? (Z P,f'z,k] + [Z pfr,k] 17

k k
THEZ6N5. R (16) 1, NTAX wy L hy (L
TEBIZWIIAIRETH D, MM algorithm H5#EHTE 5

3.3 fHENRIS O MERERTME
AIEICIX, 32 MR (9) OEBOMBTEDOEL D o\
W&o TELRZ ZEEOMBIBEL LM (b2 0k LME)

B LYW & U7z, fEkORBIBEE L4, (D5 Wik
LYE) TiE, /85 X REED log BB —log BIBD —IH

ZOBEL-E F, ATEICERAEX, #BFIT Jensen DASE
REWHLTWOIX U, RS 28 LW L0
TIFEBONEBIH% log BIUIZ £ L 72 5 2 TEMAENX
ZEAL, ZOHITHK L DOMBBIZH LT Jensen D A5
RZBHLTWS. ZOL D WEWNTH U TR S 054
BB E D & 5122816 2 0%l 5 7291, Cauchy
divergence (10) 12X U CTHHMAFERND A% HH L 72RO
=D DB % i 5.
a 3
DM = log 3 + 5

conv

[é (2a2 +b? —,8) +logB — log 3a2]

(13)
ME g
Do = loga+l—7—1—log6
3[1
E[ﬂ(za + b - ,B)+10g,8—10g3a2] (19)
2
DM — [2“'+b —F%bge (20)
ZZT, B 6 KU eld, RiOMBIBEIRGEGHRIZES L
7RIz EnNENnNInd 5. {HLU, KEFCIE—2%%E

HRELTWEEDRATIE RV, o7, X (18), R
(19), KO3\ (20) 1%, Cauchy NMF @ 3 & MEE#EL (9) (2
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Figure 2 1%, 2 (10) KUZFIUIxd % = HEHD BRI
(18), (19), KU (20) Za=1 & L7z EDIRTAX bIT
DWTRLTWA. Figure 2 TIE, BED/ST A Xl (x
D) 26, MBIBEBUCE T 25/ (O, MM algorithm
DOFEH ) KMOEFE S (AR, ME algorithm OFEHi ) 12
NIAZRHEHFHINDE., Zho2ILKTEL, WIho
NI AZBIZBWTSH, RET L IO R/ D
(b=a=1) EBEIEFINE Z LD DN 5.

MM algorithm X ME algorithm ® K& 5 724/ B B %% v
5Bl L TFIRIE, MBI E G BB WS AEAD
I ANE P 12 & > TERRREH 7L T ) XL E LN
%, BB BNSIZ ST A R &S % MM algorithm
T, Ak aZ MBI TE D 2TEWETE ORI BIE
ERETUAD, FEANZ K0 @R ERH TV T X LN
"monsd. —HT, FHPBEBOFEGRIZNT AR ZEHT
% ME algorithm &, fHBIBEOELEE IZH LT T
VALDOEEEFE—BIZIEE AT, FEarax MEK
DENIZIEL 7% & 5 el BBATE & L. Cauchy
divergence IZBH LTI, log HZLIZE & O THEEAE %
AT 2RO, KORVWEHRTILITY A LEE
75 Z &N Fig.2 KO8 T& 5. {HL, Cauchy NMF (Z
L TiE, BEEAERORIZEHT % Jensen DARFER®D,
frt, RO kB9 20D EN D 5728, KREITOH
SE SIS DI S TRV, /o T, RET B4
BA%t D Cauchy NMF D &#{b iz k9 2 BRI DWW T,

RECHEBRWICIHER S 5

34 REEFROGEH
MM algorithm T3, BB E /8T X 212 U TR L
BEEEERDD I TEHANE N INS. aLx(%/ankZO
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L%, FEHALEM (13) RO (17) 2RATHE, X
DRFEIEHADRFONS.

2 L
¥ |xfr| (Zk' Wfk’hk’z) Cf, I
S (S wiehied) €
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fk — Wyk (24)

w

ZZT, ep =2+ (Se wiohi) EBVTW A, BRI
LT, h OREMEHRIXATHLONS.

2 g
DIRET (Zk’ Wik hk’t) Cry Wi

Cia @5)
kt 4 i (Zk' Wik hk’z) C;tl Wiy
AW RO H TRAT 5L, ROLS RS
(new) {|X|2 o (WH)‘_l o C! } HTY?
W we {(WH)o C-'}HT (26)

WT {|X|2 ° (WH)fl ° C.—l} %
(27
WT{(WH)oC)

HO CH o [

ZZT, C=21XI?+(WH)?> TH Y, F5Icd 5 HE T
o KU L, BREOMKUOEE ThTNKT.
UEXD, XTRXAZW KO H %EADTE AL
725 AT, TREHA (26) KU (27) 2KET B LT,
a2 MR (9) WEAT 5. fRFETIEIE MM algorithm (2
BEoWTwWa 7z, HIREHEIMEPGRIET TS

4. REFEDOERFTAM

4.1 SEERFM

AEERTIE, SISEC2015 [18] DFHFIHENHERX A 7 TR
XN TWwWadF—%+&y b MSDI00 D4l % BHlEE &
UTHW. MSDI00 TR T —XETANT—XTZ
NENSOHDO TNV Ty VBRI NTWER, SEIX
FANT—=Z2OEMETIVT 7 Xy MEIZAER7ZEEO EAL
25 HIZDWT, 408H 56 1340 OXEZTOH LS
OEBNES L L. 25 ioBIESZThE e LT
STFT Z#M L, RIEARY ba2'F 4 | X! 2IEE 0T
f151Y & U725 X T, Cauchy ME, Cauchy Naive, #fiiBd
LM (11) 123 LT MM algorithm %@ fH L TR 515
FHFEHH (Conventional MM), KUOR (26) &= (27)
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Table 1 Experimental conditions
Window function Hamming window
Window length 4096 points (92.9 ms)
Window shift length 2048 points (46.4 ms)

Size of observed matrix Y F=2049 and T =1289
Number of bases K 200
Initialization of W and H

Uniform random values between (0, 1]

6

30 x10
=95 (a) ---- Cauchy ME
gt | Cauchy Naive
220 | Conventional MM
& i — Proposed MM
] i
g 15
3 i
o 10
= i
§ 5 "'.\\"'.\
\‘t\ N
0 — T T T T T T 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 &0 90 100
Number of iterations
x10°
30
25 ] ---- Cauchy ME
------ Cauchy Naive
w4\, [ Conventional MM
—— Proposed MM

Value of cost function
s> o
I I

W
|

[w)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Number of iterations

Fig. 3 Averaged convergence behaviors of each update algorithm: (a)

between 0—100 iterations and (b) between 0—10 iterations.

DIREFIE (Proposed MM) O 4 FEFAD KEHEH A%, L
B —RE2ZZXTI0RFITL, FHNERT— T %L
7=. Conventional MM & H 12 D\ T D AR & - H3| &
TBHMB, RADLSIZFEoNn5.

(WH) ' H" 2
(new) o
v -w {[3(WH)0C4—1]HT} (28)
wWTWH" \”
(new) o
" -H {WT[3(WH)oc.—|]} 29)

nE, I OEEFHAIL Cauchy Naive D FEEL T HHI D
TR E L RULBE o TS, T OO 2 TR
Seff% Table 1 IZX & D 5B,

42 EERER

Figure 3 (&, 25 #i 10 RT3 R CTOWHK A — T DFg %
FHEMIORUEETH S, #REARD L, RETIEORER
SRS (R 1 RIE O XE) 128 W TR A
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Table 2 Example of computational times (sec)

Cauchy ME 18.55
Cauchy Naive 17.06
Conventional MM 17.59
Proposed MM 17.26

MEECRE A I TWB Z &b A B, F72, Conventional
MM & 9 % Cauchy ME O ADSEHIZPERLTWB Z 2 H b
N5, Tho OFEFHEDENIE, Fig. 2 TRUZEFIED
fREENDIEDEHEBELTWD Z & H 5. Cauchy
Naive (ZHEERINRDRMEPRIEINTE ST, HEL LT
BHIES L LT T VO AT — VR E LN GE
WERNIZ > CaX MEBUED ERT2Z2E8H 5. L
Lanis, S EI% Cauchy ME & 0 @R L TW 5.
B O T BB S 5 Y, Fig. 3 DAL, & T
HCHRICHER S N, REFEOEMMEVRI N,
Table 2 1%, & FIEDFHHRFHO—H#E LT, Table 1 (2
R EBREATORFIED 200 [0 FH RO G HEREE % 25
HIZBIL CTEH LR TH 5. GHEIZIE MATLAB 9.1
(64 bit) B&HE T Intel Core i7-6950X (3.0 GHz, 10 cores) M
CPU ZH\WT W5, REFIEDOFFAFEHHIIZ Cauchy ME
IO EHRREFHE L > T WA, F£7z, Cauchy Naive
CHERLTH 200 MEHTOEIZ 02 WEETHD, LD
DIRNEE TR T 2 RREFIEDEH L VWA S.

5 F&o

ARETIE, Cauchy NMF OYUHMELRFENT & & mwidifb 7
NT) ZLERE L. AFHETIE, /KD Cauchy NMF
THWS 5 BB L 135272 585 U Wil B B & 3G
LCTH YD, MM algorithm Z5#H 9 5 Z & TREFEHAIA
BhHahsd., EERWRIEOKME, REEIERKD ME
algorithm (Z %D < B\ Cauchy ME J QXA M D ARGE &
T W72\ Cauchy Naive DWW N & D H @E IR T 3
Z DRI NI

HEE AWML, RAERZEEAN - 14/ R—=2a V2RI
£ O RIERGE S N AT ZE B S HEE 70 25 A (Im-
PACT), JSPS BHiff#% 16H01735, U SECOM Fl#EHii 3
ERWH OB EZIT-HDTH 5.
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