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Convolutional Neural Network for Robust
Pitch Determination
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Abstract Pitch is an important characteristic of speech and
is useful for many applications. However, pitch determination
in noisy conditions is difficult. Because shift-invariant property
of convolutional neural network (CNN) is suitable to model
spectral feature for pitch detection, we propose a supervised
learning algorithm to estimate pitch using CNN. Specifically,
we use CNN for pitch candidate selection, and dynamic
programming (DP) for pitch tracking. Our experimental results
show that the proposed method can obtain accurate pitch
estimation and that it has a good generalization ability in terms
of new speakers and noisy conditions.
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VB PSRRI ARG VT R A B L KR SR A Y ) A R
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noise ratio, SNR) BN, 1 454 ™ AR, JEAL T
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T8 Lo B 25/ 8. PEFAC (Pitch estimation filter with
amplitude compression)(® 77kl 95 2 P B 1 47 Sk sk
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(Convolutional neural network, CNN) K5¢ilix— T 1.
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URAR, I 05 KA T 2 R P BB, X I A ey B S PRl O,
AEUR T B 2 U 45 R K el A U0 & 2R o
I, R R AR B R AN 2 S B B 22 KR 45 R,
MITTRES R I AP AR RE. fe)m, CNN R HIBUEIL
FIXS T 5 I ZR SRR /D, ki e il (K U 2R th e 3. B
Z, A NN AR BB TIN5 5K, F HLAT Bl sk
SRR AN Z AL RE.

4000
3 500
3000

N

= 2 5007

32 000%

=

=

REW
1000f
5000

50 100 150 200 250 300
I TA] /ms
1 R RS (NITHER )RR L L)
Fig.1 Harmonic structure in spectrogram (The patterns
in small windows are repeated. See the ones

in the two black boxes.)
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AT SR, SRR LA 1 Hz 15 R UA R, thEE skl
W2 A7 300 eI, AR5 HE UK. 8 T AL MT:
%, TAT VR G R PSR SR X (1) Bk T
AL EIRES, BEASIRAS T B 3 92 B — ANV L FAl ]k At
TOREAE A BIRBIE ML (173 2K H bR, A BRSP4 1
A R A £ 20K R D L

s = [(tog, (35) -24)] (1)

130 (1) 1, p ELERIEM, s 25 Z AN HEERES. It
AN T B TG P i R e RS I, SN — AN TR
REG, BA&EH] 59 N2 H PR
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Fig.3 Structure of the proposed CNN
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Fig.2 The proposed pitch determination algorithm
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b, A RN R AR LR, T 48/ MERTEH,
AR |A] <200 p BRATVESH, o >0 ZRRESH. H
w=0.4, 0 =240 K (3) Wi T AW AR N
A ARG, BATTBEE A A WA I R 2 1) AR B A A
HKARA 0.005. T RIAH E B MRS 0.2, SR
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3 X
3.1 KIHE

AT RAERATSR M vk, TATH RASC863 1 Hr #iE
JEE R ) A 0 5 5 43 A A 2l TR R UE. RASC863 1 & 4
P EALE T ok BRI AR PR EE T 5T Ul s A B
PR R, ESei T, Bk 5 Ha WK 100 MaEE
A RO nl-HLAS L n2-18 R S M L n3- T
JUHERS L ndYK . n5-1E %M 5 (Speech shaped noise). n6-
IR n7-5 08 n8-X9kF . n9- Al B A n10-A I 2%
(Babble). nl11-ZiA 7 | nl12- %4k, n13-#47 M5 | nl4-Z0%
WA 157K M n16- . XSS G T H AT

Mk, TP T IEEE AASP Audio Classification
Challenge (ACC)M vpr {75 122 %08 75 EAL 75 T 10 P
75, i04F n17 ~ n26.

eI, BEAL L B — AN Lo P B0s AR — A 55 PR il
N, 23O 50 FJTE T, KX 100 AJIE TS nl ~n6 X 6
Pl 75422 0dB TR A 15211 600 A0k (1) 75 5 15 R Il 2R 4E.
eV G b BEHLAER 100 A48 K T & 4, FlhEL R 1 3 A A
NGB ER. T s 7 = A E: MRS
UL R SR AR R], PR ORI 20 AJTE o 38 =AM
B SAEERENLHEIN T 20 BT IULTE A, AR
ULE N R BENL S — A8 . w0 AR B 4 B 5
nl~nl6 X 16 SR G, 5 =NHAE P EdE 5 ACC
75 PEAT 1) n17 ~ n26 iX 10 Filge S RA. I R gE 40 iz 1
~10dB. ~5dB. 0dB H1 5dB PUFfA 7] (45 W L > A= In e i
. nl~n6 RN LR, n7~n26 Z£HES. BT
BN AR P BT AR IR L3 1, FRAr TR A
AU TE AN SCIIRAE, AT, 55 AN AERR R Ui iE A
AR, B =INKEH ACC A, AR A
ACC MR,

V£ K 2% H bR I FLSE R A E & A8 PRAAT
BApE SRR .
32 KT

H T B AETRATI T EE T R R, FRATTH PSR AR R TE
W SEAG 25 5L JEF KL R (Detection rate, DR) Fl4 iz ¥k
# (Voicing decision error, VDE). DR 1 VDE 115 4n=
(5) Fis:

_ No.os
N, '’

HH1, No.os Rz il v H KSR S B 38 A0 22 75 + 5 % i
FELER R TR, N R REAT P MU Sy T 75 it P A i 4,
Nip FARETC WA AT IR S N, AN 2353
BTN AT U WUECRI BT AT Bcdie 1 S i B4R, DR R
UF, VDE /.
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FEABTFE, FAT 20U AN F ) CNN 454, X L4514 (1
B AE T ANF ) P26 28 15 ri B B R RN, RdiTk
RS N R M3 BUAZ KN SRR AT 8RR i 4L,
FOAb R 2= A5 M B0 AR AR A Al LS, FRAT 1A
i1 ONN 5 2 MERUZM 2 DMEREZE. BN ERA0E
10 MEREZ, FADAEPRULIRNIE 5 x 5, LR RPIIZFEN
B T LA G b 42 205 1% B b (R R AL S AR
BEAT 20 N 5 x 5 IERIZ. BERIE)Z 18K H 8 R AE
(Mean-pooling), HK/NA 2 x 2. Z JFIERER— N HRRZEM
g, HBAEA D 500 AN . PIEs itk R £eR A Sigmoid
PR, I 425 Softmax PR EU HY. 45 M2 M T R SRk
SEMH. CNN YIZRAE ] RMSprop J7vE1®) 44648 SR H A e

Np—»n + Nn—>p

R \% ¥ (5)
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AT L — A7 2R 7R AR 1R 5 iR S AT o B 2%
BB 4 BT HBINERE T RE, 28— B EESTA
HLAS 75 42 A5 Ik L 0 dB VRS M. Bl 4 (a) R T B
PR A 4% () 2 A, T o o g 4% i Y BEL R R o
MERBR, LR HAREE0RE. MWEIPERATT LG, 3R
() R SEARBRVEAE T Sk b, X R WG RAh 2 0 4 ) U HER
MR IEFRA. TR F, CNN SR A Bk xR
AliE 70 % LA L.

FEFE 4 (b) o, TR THFIBERIBOR. H KT AT
LR ARA IR TN GUR, X E R £ DR
P RS I AR A Dy i . S0 B 22 O B0 R % ik
28 T] LA BB HERA RS AN TF, (H 2 LB A, X2
A CNN FE/D Kt 1 iR PR TN 3R B S 2010, & 4 (b)
TSR TR R AR, o AP, R RR,
TIEL AR,

FETTRAR L, R HEIE B AL PLRT 5 145 R, DR g A
Jt, VDE 7 1% ZA B BB Es A Sk i e g
AT, EEEAKR. BATA A AT PEOX 40281 H
Jg, EFEFBERHT R G RE DAL H] T B mi KT, #7142 0]
AR IR, 2 4 (a) 1, JLPAERE WU — MR,
TR I AP 28 100 26 A TN EIRAS I T L L4 S K
KM L RE Vi ], IX AR AR I E AR A AN BEIE L LAAR
FLM, DRI 28 R PR

B, A AR 0 0 2% BE NS AL AT R T R I 5, ik
T B A R 3 5 PR R 6 i L I S R R, A B
kAL AR

3.5 KT

J T VE SR IR MR, ALY Jin ik (FRIRR
“Jin”)161, PEFAC J7ik (FiFk “PEFAC”) Fil DNN J5i%
(fiiFx “DNN”)IO figf . $rp Jin Jy &K1 PEFAC Jrik
1T HAE A R A RIS, BRATTAR B Sk [10] SEBL T
DNN Jrik.

BATER 1 HHI SRR, IR 5 Py H Ak
450 N 5 T, AR LA W R R I, B ik (B
FH I P8 2 7 (¥ 1h 28 BE 6 73 3 ¢ i 1) 25 KL 22 (DR) AN
BRI AR YL SR (VDE). % 1 SR 5HA T b, $#
HIR 7 V70 & 4 1 R I S AL U 2% (DR) #15/2& d e 1Y,
WPHE (VDE) B ARFF— BB 5 B 45 R4
. 5 DNN Jik. PEFAC A1 Jin JyikA b, A48
I, DR T 33T T 5.58 %~ 5.75 % F 16.41 %.
VDE W25 F T 1.91 %+ 4.25% 1 10.04 %. SZHR,
PR R A A R RESE L. B 5 T, A EA, R
5 YNGR BRI /N, (B FRATHTIE 5 VR AR
AR I . 5 X iR A M AR B I DNN
ML, 724 WA 4E L DR M VDE 4 ST (TR 7T
4.50 % (0.08 %)~ 3.68 % (0.06 %)~ 6.78 % (3.51 %) 4.68 %
(0.09 %) 18.25% (5.29 %). LUK, TATHRHE M %L
i 75 2 AH LA S R AT AL BE ).
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FEARSCAR, JRATTHR HORE 5 BRI 28 o 235 1 1] T P 3R 58 1
(K F B TS . B M2 BAT- PR A2, fiE
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LR AR (KM 75 EA R IRz AL T RE.
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Fig.4 Example output of the proposed pitch determination method (The example mixture is a male utterance

which is mixed with machine noise at 0dB.)
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B o6 & 06 % 06 & 06 % 06
04 04 04, 04 04
02— o 2= o 3 2p——= 1 3 2= 2% 0
SNR /dB SNR /dB SNR /dB SNR /dB SNR /dB
0.5 [—=—CRNN_——DRN TrAC Iin ] 0.5 0.5
0.4 0.7 0.4 0. 4‘
o
Sos "é‘o,‘ go.s §0.3
0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
OLg—— 0 5 Ol ——= 0 5 Olg——= 0 5 M 0 5 -0 -5 0 5
SNR /dB SNR /dB SNR /dB SNR /dB SNR /dB
K5 PERexTLElE
Fig.5 Performance comparisons
w1 AUTESHRER
Table 1 Parameters setting of our method
DR VDE
SNR -5 0 5 10 -5 0 5 10
I, CNN 0.5342 0.7179 0.8049 0.8292 0.2640 0.1753 0.1140 0.0994

wﬁ J[% DNN 0.4747 0.6659 0.7664 0.7994 0.2713 0.1746 0.1083 0.0951

}ﬁi E PEFAC 0.4248 0.6131 0.7478 0.8187 0.3127 0.2443 0.1862 0.1413

bl s Jin 0.2622 0.4316 0.5350 0.6042 0.3751 0.3021 0.2565 0.2244

EE CNN 0.4211 0.6278 0.7671 0.8224 0.3166 0.2287 0.1524 0.1133

E‘E ;Tg:i DNN 0.3720 0.5888 0.7369 0.7934 0.3216 0.2216 0.1499 0.1154

7 PEFAC 0.3224 0.5291 0.7011 0.7988 0.3844 0.3125 0.2401 0.1815
Jin 0.2998 0.4403 0.5420 0.6070 0.3954 0.3324 0.2838 0.2484
7, CNN 0.4495 0.6177 0.7228 0.7699 0.3334 0.2156 0.1445 0.1242

l’g‘ % DNN 0.3624 0.5449 0.6635 0.7177 0.3685 0.2478 0.1827 0.1590

A Tig PEFAC 0.3611 0.5302 0.6622 0.7421 0.3172 0.2546 0.2030 0.1624

j‘ﬁ: 7 Jin 0.2552 0.4524 0.5731 0.6538 0.3807 0.3074 0.2616 0.2293

7/< CNN 0.3097 0.4899 0.6306 0.6961 0.3724 0.284 0.1875 0.1302

gg I’i DNN 0.2714 0.4427 0.5762 0.6489 0.3689 0.2769 0.2026 0.1633

% il PEFAC 0.2999 0.4619 0.5902 0.6701 0.3631 0.2953 0.2348 0.1857

Jin 0.2680 0.4045 0.5362 0.6030 0.3981 0.3339 0.2845 0.2482

2 CNN 0.3268 0.4739 0.5938 0.6519 0.3931 0.316 0.2222 0.1600

Q i DNN 0.2685 0.4053 0.5000 0.5425 0.4096 0.3516 0.2896 0.2519

ﬁe ;% PEFAC 0.2751 0.4201 0.5342 0.6051 0.3893 0.3190 0.2583 0.2102

5 Jin 0.2207 0.3624 0.4592 0.4642 0.4647 0.4002 0.3465 0.2822
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