EA T NV L 2 720NN & TRIEE IO < £/ FOVE G *
YNGR, AKEBIGEE, PEMER, Ry, (LRVEEE, Zmass, 1R (GRR)

1 EL&®IC

Fick
ERTHD, BHEFE e HETORVER DM

AN FEBHTE S, L LEEBFEORVWER DGR,
AR Y A ERDIRIREDPDERT-DEIAMNTH 5.

AT, EBA F X)L L (positive-negative-
unlabeled: PNU) “#% [1] & H W7z L2 = %8
FEIWHES £ FINVEFRFAREZRRET 5. BET
B, BRISEHEOAD»SRZEAER LT —XZ2EHT
5. ZOEIRT—RE, AT—FRAE—HREDE
BINCEZ 20 2 7 LTND 75 200 2 Fh B %
ZIRUSTE 2. REFHRICLY, B &7 —&H
DELAFONLVIRITY, AHICKELELNS
HEi L7 — &2 Z2iEH L, SRR S FE A AIEEIC
75N,

2 B=E
2.1 —fEHE

TESEE, AKX —r 2z e RIDETE VTR
ye Y ={£l} ZFHT2METHD, ERIY X
soE/Mbe LTEREENS. ZoTFHlZ, 8
fo RIS R(OIERTIX—K)ICx by DBGREY
Haxd, FMlZNLE Y =sgnfo(z) TAHETZ L
WA DTS (sgn IZFFSEE). I X —%0 13,
HAEANZERAD Y R 7 DM X D ¥E T 5 [2].

R(0> = Ep(m,y) [f(li,y, 0)] (1)
- :VC\\7 e(x7y?0) Liy f@ 0)5_?—5("#'; (may) 75)60);—?1:6
HEE 2 RIIFADIERTH D, p(e,y) 137 — X205
FRFEREECTH 5. p(x,y) IERFTH %720, FEF
Wik (1) OMfFEIZEIETE R, 22T, HfFEE
AR T — £ 2 B 7ARACPI T Bl U 7288 U R 2
ZRV, Zom/Muickb 0 2485 5.
2.2 PNU %3

PNU ¥ [1] 13 F&Ei & EoEETH D, F
M7 —x e LTIER, &afl, Szl 7r—2zHwn
5. E P = {al}" &y =+1 O FTORMHH
EWRBE p(x |y = +1) 12, BBIN = {a]} ™
By=-1DFToZhp(x |y =—-1)i, £Hh¥E
MWD CARET 2. £/, FRNAVRLT—X
U = {xP}Y ZFELHEREE p(x) [CHILICHES &
RES 5.

PNU %8ci¥, PN, U 22 TEMAT 279, PN
#H 2] £ PUHE [3] (F3Z2DZEWTHS NU %
H) OB X7 oihfEE (KR) ZHWS.

Rpxu(6) (2)
_ {nﬁzgu(@) +(1—n)Rex(6), 0<n<1
—nRxu(0) + (1 +n)Rpx(0), —1<n<0
Z 2T, Rpn(8) = mpRi(0) + myRy(0) 1%, P &
N & DHEI EFEETH 2 PN #H [2] 0528
H U A 7 TH%. Rpy(0) = mpR{(0) + Ry (0) —
mpRp(0) 13, P ¥ U 75 OHAMMN Z¥EETH

. P
g 2
g Mask El
o . . g
2 prediction [—> &
(DNN)
o ime
STFT
Noisy speech
Enhanced speech  [pverse

Frequency

4‘* e T

Time

Fig. 1 Processing flow during inference in the pro-
posed method.

% PU %Y [3] oY A2 TH%. Ryu(0) =
By (0)+ R (0) —m R (0) &, N & U H 5 D5
Wi S 2BETH 2 NU PHORBRNY R 7 TH 5.
72U, mp =p(y =+1), ny =p(y = —1)A: 1—mp
Z 7 7 AERER (B KE) THD, RE(O) =
(1/n,) >0z 6(x?,+1,0) (= = P,N,U, EE[FIE) &
ERTS. (2)1F (1) oMEHEERTH D, MEPNU
YR EIINS.

FRoAETE, BFEOMEND B 2 BHLHH
THD, MIREL LT Y 27 OIEARMIE [2] 2
REIIA TS, @BEEHORKNL LT, #E=a2—7
Nty b7 —72 (deep neural network: DNN) 72 &D
HHEOGEWVWETLEHWSHE, (1) 2EATH S
BB, ZOHEEM (2) BRICZD 5 5 2 ks
MahTws 4. FaMEZTSHE, (2) WFEIE
AR5 &5, (2) D Rpy(0), Rxu(9) ZIEADIH

EnnPU(e) = ﬂpﬁg (0) + (EI_J (0) — Wpﬁg (9)) N
Runxu(6) = m R (0) + (R (6) - WNE§(9))+

WEE#Z72IEA PNU VRS RnnPNU(a) D EME
kD 0 &¥ETS (2L, (v)+ :=max{z,0}).
3 ERFE

REFHRE, A7 2HAVCTERBRHZITS. R
FEOWHE 7 v — (HemlF) % Fig. 1 WORs. 34
BHEE L BIHE A O/ Fourier 24 (short-
time Fourier transform: STFT) 2§ & 3 5. XicH#l
HIERE D STFT OfftiH{Ez > THRIEA X7 ha27Z
LZEIHT 5. ZOR[ARZ bRT S LRI T
HER (DNN ZHW2) ICA L, KBRS Z e D
HATHRZVAI%2E5. ¥ RAZ7IX, signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) 23FTE DEIME T %88 2 7= I A R C
1, ZALBC 0 ZHLS. WiRIC, ~ A7 2BAIEH O
STFT L HMNF THFHHE A 215, ¥ STFT i X b K
cZHs 5. bido<w A7 FRIETHWS DNN %
HYNCHESEL el 5.

<R 7 OTRNZ, KRR ) D —E IR E
5. IEZ 5 R% SNR 23 T % i 2 % I ] J& R Enk
7, B2 5 A 2D L ERT 5. SIFHEEREBURL
KBTI IR MLz LT, ZOREPLET S
B DR (XY F) ZIRIBRARZ ba s J Lh

*Monaural speech enhancement based on semi-supervised deep learning using positive-negative-unlabeled
machine learning by OGAWA, Ryo, YONEKURA, Yuki, ITO, Nobutaka, TAKAMUNE, Norihiro, YA-
MAOKA, Kouei, SAITO, Yuki, and SARUWATARI, Hiroshi (the University of Tokyo).
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Fig. 2 Training DNN with PNU learning using su-
pervised and unsupervised data.

SEUIDHT. z ZIEEHBEICHET S fo #HVT,
< A7 m=1(fo(x) >0) 2155 (I1135R~EIED).

IR fo 1, BN 2 NOHEIZL T — &2 HW»
72 PNU #E 2 X bl c & % (Fig. 2 /). Zbiift
EF—RIZOWTIX, B ﬁk’ﬁa@m\ 77 DAE
Do, REEBEEI D SNRE OG5, XoT, &
DT = 7 — 2o PN BELNE. —7, it
BLT—RIOWTI, %E@tmam#ﬁ6hmm
7=, R ERESZ ZOD SNR 2367w, Ko
T, A LT — &#5@u0&@6h5 ZDkS
B e N P, N, U Z 0T PNU B 270, R
JERUR S B T B X S S fo BEFH X4, —hE
nwT~2o7ngon3.

4 RBR

RRFIRIC L O HWIA Z /R OHEN L7 — X Z2HW
T/ INEFEERPEBARETH 5 2 L 2R T %
e, BT — 2 2 D PIEEBR 21T o 72,

4.1 EEREMN

AFEEETIX, IREFE (PNU #E) e EkFiE (PN
¥E) 02 FiEREK L. PNU ZETIE 2 #io
Ronpnu(0) ZBWTn=02LdbDEHV, PN
SETE Rpn(0) BV, WERD 2 5 2 HER
mp =02¥ L7 ¥, %Kz, y,0) ZIRIEEAS
>4 FMEK B ZHW .

7 —&+ v ME, Matlab toolbox for DNN-based
speech separation [6) THWHNE T—&L Y b &
DEMAND [7] 2> HERR U7z, R WEERETAT &= 3R
OWEET —& & LT, ®REFIGHEEZ LI T — 2 XS
TAN T —ROHE L LTHWE., Zhuz, 2L 0%
/El\, AT = AR OREE T — X DHEFIRFEIE 7 A b

— XA LRV, BEIR LT —RXET AT —
5? LA LSBT T E 2720 Th 5.
& JR 7 — &2, Kk (6] DT — 2o 12 F
E®‘&‘/7°ﬂ/%fﬂib\f:. BEFIETHW 2 HERZ LIl
7 —&1%, DEMAND @ DKITCHEN, DLIVING,
DWASHING, NFIELD, NRIVER ORE» 5T VX

YID LR, Uk (6] oFllRT — 2 D 81~
A0 FHDOY IV OME DI WEH ZINE L TIERKR
L7z, $BRFIETIE, fER L7z 400 7V v T O
LAIsiF— 2D 55, 1, 200, 400 2 V) v 7% F W3
3ODBFEITODVWTEREITo /2. WIET — X123,
STk (6] DFIET — X 0 481~600 HHOY > 7 L%
Hw7/=. 7 A b7 —4%1%, DEMAND ® STRAFFIC,
TCAR OB 65 ¥ X 22 b UM, X
mﬁﬂ®7XFT ZOMBFDRNERE 120 7 U v
TRME LU TER L. BT 23T — % @ SNR

Table 1 SI-SNRi on the test data. @ is the number
of noisy speech clips in the unlabeled training data

Method Q SL-SNRi(dB)

Conventional (PN) 0 3.52(£3.04)
Proposed (PNU) 1 1.32 (+0.28)
Proposed (PNU) 200 5.38(%+2.13)
Proposed (PNU) 400 6.55(+1.35)

¥ 5dB L, 20flio 7 —X D SNR & [-5,10]dB
DHFIPAD 5 —FRICH TV L, IRTDT —X
g*f‘/ﬁ’ Vv ZJEEEE 16 kHz, 55&1X 3.1255 T

27z,

FFREMF(LD®, Xy FZ ¥ I DNN % iEH
5RO, RIBARZ ba s Ja2k% KT
tL,éf@%%%ﬁﬁﬁf@j@@@%ﬁﬁ?é
convolutional neural network (CNN) % W7z [5].
IRIEARZ b 1275 LOFEICENT, STFT OF
¥ 64ms, 7 FRIX16ms & L, BRI V%
Y L7 ONNEXD 7B 6R5 Conv2d(1,8,3)-
Conv2d(8,8,3)-Conv2d(8,16,3)-Conv2d(16,16,3)-
Conv2d(16,32,1)-Conv2d(32,32,1)-Conv2d(32,1,1).
Z 2T, Conv2d(Chiy, Cout, K) WEATF ¥ 2V Cly,
HWAF v 28 Cowy, D—ANVFA XK x K, A}
Z4 F (1,1), same 87 4 ¥ 7D 2 RILEAAARET
H5. HEEUINTEAABDORICERHE L=
FEEHL, 0.06 DERTRe Yy 7V M2 To k.

2B PyTorch %2\, 4 £ NVIDIA V100 &

B0RFEIZED CNN Zl L7z, mdfbFiElE
Adam, TRy Z7EIX 100, 2#EHEKIE5 x 1075, Ny
FHAXZE 8 b L, EFERLIBVTIIE, &y
FIIHEN E M OHAR LT =2 2T Ooa0 K
SWHER LTz, 1250 A7 v T% 1 TRy 7 L ERL
oo BILARY ZRTIRICET AV RIREL, MEET—X
2B B EH R MERE scale-invariant signal-to-noise
ratio improvement (SI- SNRl) PRREBRBETILVE
HINL 7. RrREERBR T D27 7 X DRfE SNR 1Z,
T=0dB & L7.

4.2 HEER
Table 1 127 A +FF—& 12T 3 SI-SNRi ZR-7.
ROFUEX, 5 B OFITICHNT 5 SI-SNRi O & 1%
HRETH L. IRERTFIED SI-SNRi OFL, iz
LART— 2D 27V v 78 Q = 1,200,400 D ¥ =, %
2 1.32,5.38, 6.55dB TH D, Q DIV
FERFERE DB E U7, Q = 200,400 D ¥ &, RETF
%0 SI-SNRi EERFED 3.52dB % 2 Z2h 1.86,
3.03dB ko7, 2D X512, SRIOFHERTI,
REFRIEMAL LT — X 2GR L, (ECROAER &
?Eu%o<$&;bmm PR S RE B BT &
. RHEET— &%%mt?ﬁ@ BOFEL 5.

BIEE AW, DM ETEA AR AR L
2023 4EFEFFFEEIR (S) M B FTAE Beyond Al B
FHOEMBOXIIRIC L DER I N, EERCERFD
ATHEIE L2 5% F (ABCIL) ZFI L7. ABCILICD
WTHNRERK, THERIKBIE 22T 7.
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