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Abstract

Aiming at the problem that the traditional convolutional neural network has insufficient genera-
lization ability and low accuracy in environmental sound classification, a new model mixing deep
CNN with LightGBM is proposed. Based on the preprocessing of the Mel Frequency cepstral coeffi-
cient matrix on the audio file, the new model firstly uses the deep convolutional neural network to
extract features. Then, combined with the efficient and accurate characters of LightGBM in classi-
fication prediction, the extracted features are imported into LightGBM for training. Thereby it
achieves the purpose of improving classification accuracy. The results of the comparative experi-
ments on the UrbanSound8K public dataset show that the new model improves the accuracy of 7.7%
compared to the using a single-use convolutional neural network model.
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1. 518

B AR ) 2 B R ) I — A RTIR I R R . VRN R — AN A 3, M B R
(Environmental Sound Classification, ESC)5% 2| 1 M7 ¥ £ & K 2E# I, O~ T I TG 8. ESC &
NS AT A TR BN AR —, TN T R[] BReXRE2]s Wt [BIAHLE LT
[A]5A0E, i A R G ad e A ) M 7 DX 3 e 7 o B B R RS LT R B NS T R [5]. MLEs s
R S I R E N —2ATaiRI[6]% . S AE RAE, WA SN EMEAE Z PR,
AE Z AR EE . EFR, BEEERTRE. ZaliiE. ASHEAR L TISER T RMmEI, 7
855 75 B 43 AR B 7T CBRBRSZ B R S AN . PR B (R HERA 23 SR OO AE SG R O 5 7 1)
K,

B & o R TS SR VG . A8 48 05 R A T VE S NS S A BT VEFINLES 5 ) T . AR
G5 5 AL B 7k B S AR [7] [8] [9], 1 Mel JEU% 2340 JE 14 [10]. Gammatone J&14:[11]. T/
W) SR L1280 22 AT i RGE (13155 s MG INLES 5 ) 7750 SVM [14] [15]. GMM [16]F1 KNN [17]%%.
AR, BEERE S SIHARMKIE, BIEEMHL M2 ([Deep Neural Network, DNN)SH T H #1535 1 5
(Automatic Speech Recognition, ASR) 1% 415 B 46 2 (Music Information Retrieval, MIR) [18] [19]lX5 T E
K)o X T H5E5, DNN eSS AGECE T F2 URFIE, —28JET- DNN BB 52 9 H RIS
UL S N2 5 S B AR B 4 [20], 4 Picza K.JH 17 BRI 45 AR A 48 0 265 2 4544 N T log Mg R A 1,
XPEREG A AT 43 RAL B [21]: Medhat F.55 NI RN BV A AL IR AR I 14 >R 5 3 X 28 AE AR H ) 27 =)
[22]; Takahashi &5 NI i (55 H log A /R S P A1 B A 1 B 1) 3 545 B E A 2R LT BIE RGB fat A\ 1 =i
TEHIN[23]. #RTfT, DNN FIUREE A IE AN T HAR R A R &R St . — St 7 R AR M
22 2 FA 5K I I K B I BB R RIS LI RS B RE /7, 18 ISR S & v 2 3] S0 [ 1 F
fiE[24], ¥ CNN R T ESC () Liks R C &3k 1 eI T, 40 Zhang &5 A @i i 4 [0 2 v % 2 1) 0
PREPE i 1AL M RE[25] Zhang S N d ik TR RE S RN 2% J2 45 1) HL Rk B VR A RE AR AR BUBTRE AR I 2R 2%,
PeFt 7 AR AR [26] 0 H 2 X4 A IRV SR e SedE, RS R RRAE SR B 20 S T ) R34 A 1R -t it
17508, XA — B SR SR A 1R ) SR .

AT BRI EEARE R, IR N g R, AR SCAE SR E AR AR R A5, R
EH T A AR A 20 X 24 45 M A 2R HAT S O SRR AE D REAE A SRR A FH o5 RRUh 22 I 28 A58 5050 2 AR 0 AR A
BEATHRAL, AT LightGBM B B HURFAE J5 1 & S EAT 3 S P00 DO G B R 2R, R A i Y
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FHIEZHREAN 73 R TRMDIRE 7> 85, DABCERAUR . ASOR B 44T LightGBM BEMEh&, fb
& TR SERURFE I T RENT LightGBM 7 KT KIRE 11, & 73 BRI AN F I DI RE, A7 45
FE ELAT SR IR 73 AT RCR -

2. BIARMAY
2.1. EIBEEMALIE

EIEE AR S OE S, ERME SRR —4EREE S, B2 B S 51 M RoR
AN T BERIMUE B o 3l B A ) 7 A7 (5 AR MESS SR AR RO, I HLxfE DA i H e e 7Y
XHZEE BEAT AR AT 70 TN, RIS 75 2O A B U AT DU AL A B A L 5 — e of, DRI 5 22
R B BRI 2 e e L e 5 B A N AT e D AR B

NI 58 R G — NRPRR AR AR R G, XA R IE 56 A R T 50 U, @ w i
R RN NEXT T AR RS2 o M AR I — b N e S5 14 5 e A A PO B v A 1)
LMEIRZE, SRR AMAX()FR.

mel( ) = 2595* log,, (1+%j 1)

TEEARHE SRR B, AR KRR IER 1, S AMMEEIREUH IR UE S, 1 HLAeFEHUH &
PRRFAE o AnSRAEE SR 1 2 G RSN W D R A B AR A, A R R R A R

M R 5% 45 1% £2 % (Mel Frequency Cepstrum Coefficient, MFCC) /2 i i A /R Sl 5 A 2 2 1A i) ¢ R it
AT B RPN SIEAFAE, 2 — e B 215 S VR AN 7 ORI A5 SR A I A8 BRARFAE o« MR AR £5]
W R HCE R T AR SERFAE, L%t spectrogram 75 i EEEAT RA 1 ARBE HEAT AL TR, xS 1)
FEAS EoE T AR R s ok, A3 3 — ARl I [R] AR A0 R T A0 ], RO Smif 5 b e 5 20 A (1 15
Wlo HWAR FRIE S M0 E BRI Sy, FRONILIRIE (formants), #8747 7 5 EEREME, FIF L3RG AT DR
SIAFI 7S 35 o B SR B 0. 4% (Spectral Evnelope) ML, 13RS WUHE <5 B, T4
WSS SR ) — 4EAISARE, W R — NSk, BT —IREN 45
T, XRERUAT DMB AL BE G — R AR AR 1 o JL BB IR BGE AR 1 o, eBiE S TN E,
155 PP ALAF 70, CRFAEARAE] S S ) AN s R 2 AN, BRSO BT — AN s 4R
JE e, KRR CADCRA R, DA NS BRI AT B S s 3@ dok A R ) L AR 4 (Fast. Fourier
Transformation, FFT), THEMRESIRMENICHR, NG SIS ERREE D MRUWEE: B
SEAHMRZIIREE, T IEH R4 fe R IR EIATR T, BF— B —MERF R, it A
() ¥ e BIRE R NHX S SRR RS, B Mel S8R, Wl 2 MBS #AE, i B
RIZAR W BE RS SR BRI 2 A &5 RE, R BB BS I8 & SEE F R R-IE MFCC B 1
IRATER AR 2 B0Ks 28 MRS Wi 213 T I 56 BN 1) Mel JRZR MRS, BT RE4T @0 0 o 3 3 $REE AT
SCHFI) MFCC WIBRRHIE, W5 S B HON R B, e GBI SR 45
2.2. NN SRR

T AR A3 b, A 30 AR B P N R RRAE R, ELRS U A 48 A LR 42 9 2% (Convolution
Natural Network, CNN)#EA7 R &0k #2, 7T BAR CNIN #EA7 33— 20 11 &1 2 R AEFE L

LR R — P e 2 N2, 2 252 RIAE DU BRECE 42 1E 482 DL softmax
i B A IR 28 254 . SRR R IE IS — RIVERUIZRIG R AU IS WA, —ASEEAE
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P &R REATINBUR 2 SRR R, AR SRR ER .. BRZEIER RS iEmA
BRI AE,  AERBGIA T AT IR e8], Gl 2 S BRZRA RS, il 22 E a5
BEAT TR REA R NBAT A TEE N, T — D RS IR AL e . 5 it i A o AL An
FERAL . ERRRNS R T AT REATBUE S, softmax fi R X R )5 SREE R

TUME ZweRn

|

POl B IHAE i (Fast Fourier transform)

|

Me 138

|

OS¢

|

B EAH (Discrete cosine transform)

[

T HEMFCCERE

Figure 1. MFCC matrix extraction process for audio files

B 1. EINCHR MFCC JERE IR LT 72

GBI G W2 HEGR Z 28 S E —RNIF 2 AEZHR, B —NMNE. — RIIEREMIT
2T LMER T R A), Bk A1 Dropout 2, A RECR T E A EEMRGEE, UAGHE. AR
HEB T7 IR 251, SRR B A F RO - BEE 28 2808, 2800 IR N 25 22 S 808 B T B
BROR B B2, X 5 REEAR R AR T s BEIZ T 2k 3 B0 N 28 B AT AR e 6.
U, N TG X SR R S U R UR AR 22, 3E 2 Hh RN 4 A R HE B RIS R R T RIERUR . A
SCHT CNN 48 4584 /&2 7E Piczak [21]F0 Zhang [26]4 Hi X 45 45 14 (1 5 Al b R B SREURFE I 25 2540,
BEAMHES T, SUSERUZAMALE BRCE, DU L S SR 31T R ORI R

BRI GRS N 3 For, BfE: —BERAE, S AEEREMLE, WESERZEUL—
A softmax 43K JE . ALK softmax 73252 2 H TGRS AL iR 22, MG Em)E, HEZZE
FEEUHT— 2 B0 s LLEAT T — P 2R T 2830 CNIN 2% I 5038 I 2% JZ2 850, T AN U AH R S 4
b2 %1% B 5 Piczak FI Zhang FTe H N 48 S50 E — 80, BRUZM 3 x 3 5[, WALEDKALH 2
x 2 BB RIAL 7 v, BT R B relu BRI, 83 iZ BRI G SEE , SISO R 2 R 2
o BAL) BRI T

Sk CNN $EHUE 2 RRHIE

N EAOSCE I AR MFCC RE

frth: BSOS R A

1) MBI W AR I BRI AUE ;

2) MINEURABRZ . Wiib)Z . SERE AT AL 3R 15 20 5 H
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Figure 2. Frequency mapping to Mel frequency
2. SUEARETH Mel 1iZ

3) TFE ML AR S HARE Z [ R

4) HRERTHIRER, KRZEERRNS T, RECRISMSEIERZ . R SRRIIRE, =
WE/ANT TS E W EER, SR, NG 6P

5) MRIERIFIRE ML ZBUE, FHREEANRS 2 05,
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Figure 3. CNN extracts high-level feature model structure
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2.3. Light GBM

BRAME ML) softmax JZ BEIRHRERAT 70 I, (H 2 LA AL BEREAT SR BURRAE tH HE AT 4 2 i b gt
RUZACRE I AN SR, D% ik CNIN RS BEAT S HURFAE D B8, T4 F 5 — AN 40 SRR EAT 73 28 Tl

R OR E T 25 (Light Gradient Boosting Machine, Light GBM) [27]4& 2 i 2 =1 F 1 —Fh Boosting AE
B, A SRR N S BRI 4y 3588 . Boosting 7Vl 2R K28 SR B AT IR T 2, &3
TR E RS A AR B KB E RN, K55 KR R K2, BRI,
XoF T TR I R4 R AR RE AR I 3 50 s IO B, BT HE B 70 2R 38 N — DN B A KB oy s . TS, AR %S
B R ARG RNMAUAS B TR 45 5 . 3T Boosting AR IR — RN EIFAERY, M FLI ) a7 2R 55
Iy BRULA RS> RS ) H & N AR T 2% (Adaptive Boosting, AdaBoost) 244 1 R 451 2k bR BB A5 R0k
IR R B2 42 Tk S5 B (Gradient Boosting Decent Tree, GBDT), 15 #I|7E & KR35 35 7 & 3 4 ] 1
XgBoost (eXtreme Gradient Boosting), LA {E XgBoost Efti i) Light GBM &k, XEeE LA AL
Qb B H L) 43 ST i R L A B R I AN B ROR . BRI R BRI R

ke Light GBM 432515l

FN: Ze0d CNN FEELU & 2 I SRR AE s

vt S A e P

1) WIgaA m BRIE SRR, IR AL E Y I/m

2) IR £ (x) s

3) MAEVIGRIRZETE 11T 9970 K85 f(x) BFIALE 0

4) AR B REARIREL, IR 2 09k ZE, BRI RIERIKEL, BENGE 5 5,

5) 1324 RN ANX(2):

fo (X) =0, fo (X)+0,f,(X)+6, f, (X)
+e 40, £ (X) +-+ 0, (X)

6) Ik AR Iy FEARNS S R BEAT I o
Hrp, m ONSREIRAAEL 1O AU Ho<i<m, JRER I AUIIZRH A0 384

2.4. 1REEIR

B o B — PR FR U 22 I 2 A B A A B 75 5 20 S TN B FH Hh D BB B — S B HE R AN I, AR SCHR
H T RELE R I R A BVEY, BRSO S W 4 B, TETE%EE CNN W28 S5 H i SE At -, 8 JRAs
BUrp 1) softmax 7728508 A 8 Light GBM J5 kAT /02 . AL R ALl =8 4L, 2 i) 580 T Ak 22
BB, CNN $RECRHERIH DL & Light GBM 2 S TS e . BORY SR 2544 IR an 1] 5 Fro, Sl i a5 S
0 308 1o R A AT H R AT B IE MIFCC AR AR f5 B Ik CNIN ASEH A H 23 40 ey 2 R TR B
I i Light GBM BRI 2R3k 4T 43 2 T 75 H Tt 45

ST ) S FERAR R

ik T CNN I Light GBM f3RIE A 3% 32K

AN EHOHE R

v BRSSPI R R AR B

1) 6 I AL AR EE A St MFCC REAE T

2) HEREFIME B IF H A MG AUE ;

3) BINFFIEEHE T 2 B2 WALZE . )2 1HT AL 3% 13 2150 8

@
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Figure 5. Model overall structure
& 5. 2B Rk E
\ NN R 1 ~\2
4) W SERA IS HER 2 R 2 error =23 (v, )

i=1

5) HRERN TR, KiRZELEMET, KICRISMSEEERER. R, BRERNIRE, =
WRERNTHEMNEEN, RIERFIRERBEWELZOE, HEAZIEE 38, [REDTEHETHEWEME

6) FEHUEFRARL L softmax 5352 i — )2 H 45 SRAE Vi NBUE V;
7) #14E4k Light GBM FEy 2 vk b

8) MG f(x) s

0) MR IIZHis 20 LT3 4 K 1 (x) MR 0 5
10) MATEBUR KA, RIS 8 HALEIIG, ML FHRIGERUA, A 10 5,
11) &I RBAIAKE 1 (X)
12) {5115 B R AT 5 K0
HrHRECE 5 MECC AL R AN 1 BT, KB B0 P BB R G — bR A M K 1 —

de MFCC AEREHEE . | 5 T AVREAS, NOREARHE, v | MR TSE A, oo | AREAS I G

IR 3 FR B RUMARA LT, WIS BRI, e WOm RS SR, v

MFCC RIS S HOHRIUR AN 4L R, RIS softmax J2 1940 TSI — B AL A B 75 2 1

SE M — 4SO, MR LightGBM MU I 1 B2 VORFAE SO AT VI, 2 B 1 5 A3 £7 40 KT

.
3. SRR
3.1. HiEERHA

A 2 31 07 QU ZRIR EE i e PR 28 S5 4 2 B o) il — R R ST P T R A S in S e . &

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2019.910212

1898

RGXIRE =SS


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2019.910212

SR 1 5 T3 o A G A GPU 57 T F Atk A9 B v, (B & AR OB T A DS S R, 4
AR MESRAA IR EHE . SR, ISR EEE FIE R0 KN I, AT IS & il s 480
TAER. FRBNFIIRER SRA, BIRBEE B & W 5] NBHGs 17X, (HEmig
AT R % R R TVE R SR I E G 2 — o DR e B R B SRR R ME RS2 T T2 ST R AR
R/NIFERSREN, BT LAE 3 — N6 3 I B A0 BRI 2RI P RS2 M 1R K

A S Hd A Al A HFEE 4R UrbanSound8K [28], XANEEEM & 1 8732 MuSEMFEA, FAE
WS AT 4 FP (G D 8 SCAFBS R T 4 D), 1K B85 SR AR 4 T3 9 10 28 75 & (IR K Bl WL(Ar conditioner,
Al). VKN (Car horn, CA). /INZ T3t 75 (Children playing, CH). il 7 (Dog barking, DO). %L
(Drilling, DR). K #h#l7% % 7 (Engine idling, EN). #&7 (Gun shot, GU). T-#&%fi(Jackhammer, JA). s
75 (Siren, SI)ANEIZE 5K (Street music, ST))o FRATTRER L35 55 SC AR FH AR ] 00 A 38 7 0k £odls 45— R e 5
TH R B 73 BT SRS B2 (R o

32. SLRE

3.2.1. BT E

JIE A8 Bt B2 10 A 25 A0S SRR R 241 22050 Hz T 16 £7 7% wav 4% K B i (51, 8 1024
(1) FFT & A1 509 5 & DL e AT 3 5 (A T 4 252 % P 1) — B 3 B0 4 ST i 4 i . o) i 1)
B SO AR IO 4 s KEERISNE, &g 4 s FSCHEICH 45, A2 4 s Rl 7 0 42 4 s.
TE A4 JG R B Ay B, DASR B AT ST A (Mg ZR AT A5 R4, D 1 8 4 b ) FH 50 DL R AR A B 1 2%,
fii ] z-score FrAEAL T AT IZRSCAFHEAT PR AEALARFAE, I LRI T30 E AR AR 4E b, DR BIKE 35 4
SCAEAL R RS B BB, BRI R B A B AT I 25 18] 6 A SIS 2 oMl e . FFT
ARHAT BN AT ], R Z A B o R R, DR B A MFCC RHIERSIH, %t 45 5 40 x
173 14k MFCC JiFE, FEA%IEAE D(8732, 40, 173), HH B AR NI GREEFIRLE, F 70%(1E
FNGREE, 30%1E NIMNREE, RASIIIZE T(6112, 40, 173), IMiA4E V(2620, 40, 173).

4
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Figure 6. A Selection result of attracting audio feature
6. —EREIMHREFHER BIER

3.22. {EENGE

N T SRBUTE R S AL, A SO R AR AP 2R X 4% 2 45 1) IR s 4 D(8732, 40, 173) 111259
ST SH . TG E Dy s TERE, RSN Z KN E (40, 173, 1), BRUZEEA 3 x 3 145
B, WiaMA 32 AN Eds, WoSRBUEA relu %, GRAEEHEAAT, W MH 2 x 2 %K
AN, BRKRERN 2 x 2, HD 5 ZERZIALE G B B 4% 4 )7 1 2 softmax J2, 6 R4 R TR ) 25
B, HTALREIEILG 10 28, 7F softmax W B N 10 28, ARSI AT B B AR R 2% )2 25 H HLAR L% 1,
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FEZ LG AR 22 X 25 150 1Y iy 44 4 ProposedCNIN

Table 1. ProposedCNN related settings
F 1. AXERWEWLEELEH ProposedCNN HHXIRE

Layer Ksize Stride Nums of filters Out shape
Input - - - (40, 173,1)
Convl (3,3) (1, 1) 32 (40, 173, 32)
Pooll 2,2) (2,2) - (20.86, 32)
Conv2 (3,3) 1,1) 64 (20.86, 64)
Pool2 2,2) 2,2) - (10, 43, 64)
Conv3 (3,3) (1,1 128 (10, 43, 128)
Pool3 2 2) 2,2 - (5,21, 128)
Conv4 (3,3) (1, 1) 256 (5, 21, 256)
Pool4 2,2) (2,2) - (2, 10, 256)
Convs (3,3) (1,1 512 (2,10,512)
Pool5 2,2) (2,2) - (1,5,512)
FC - - 2560 (2560)
Dense (Softmax) - - Nums of classes (10)

YGRS NG TE G, REURSE softmax ERT—Z 1% 45 5 AE v LightGBM FEHLIHIA -
LightGBM #ilerhr, i NYIZREHE i FOR 1 T(6112, 40, 173)E KA T°(6112, 2560), MaREd th K (1)
V/(2620, 40, 173)H 4 Jy V’(2620, 2560), FHEZRid i {i F GBDT HIHETHEAY, Jy 1 By ik AL Zrad 72
LA, WEB/N P S5 num_leaves = 15, BUNHIZE IR learning_rate = 0.01 A/ NFIRHARE
max_depth = 10.

SEGREE I U A SCHE ) CNN AL 45K ProposedCNN - il Piczak 2 H 35 7 X 48 |2 &5 R HE 22
PiczakCNN. Zhang & H TR IR 245 KIHESE ZhangCNN. I 2Rt FE R R 25 50, HokH o6 M 4% 14 B fin 42
2 052 3 fiaw, AR FUACA SCHE Y CNIN BB S5 44 R Rl S 6] 3 2 2% 2] 7 iR SR A R B AR

Table 2. PiczakCNN related settings
5% 2. PiczakCNN #B5E &

Layer Ksize Stride Nums of filters Out shape
Input - - - (40, 173, 1)
Convl (3,3) (1,1) 32 (40, 173, 32)
Pooll 2,2) 2,2) - (20.86, 32)
Conv2 (3,3) (1,1) 64 (20.86, 64)
Pool2 2 2) 2 2 - (10, 43, 64)
Dropout - - - (10, 43, 64)
FC - - 2560 (2560)
Dense (Softmax) - - Nums of classes (10)
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Table 3. ZhangCNN related settings
%2 3. ZhangCNN 18£8 E

Layer Ksize Stride Nums of filters Out shape
Input - (40,173, 1)
Conv1-1 (3,3) 1,1) 32 (40, 173, 32)
Convi-2 (3,3) 1 32 (40, 173, 32)
Pooll 2,2 2,2) (20.86, 32)
Conv2-1 (3,3) 1,1 64 (20.86, 64)
Conv2-2 (3,3) 1,1 64 (20.86, 64)
Pool2 (2,2) 2,2) (10, 43, 64)
Conv3-1 (3,3) (1,1) 128 (10, 43, 128)
Conv3-2 (3,3) (1,1) 128 (10, 43, 128)
Pool3 (2,2) 2,2) (5,21, 128)
Conv4-1 3,3 1,1 256 (5, 21, 256)
Conv4-2 (3,3) 1,1 256 (5, 21, 256)
Pool4 2,2 2 2) (2, 10, 256)
FC 2560 (2560)
Dense (Softmax) Nums of classes (10)

3.3. LG R RS

FESZIS R FE R, B XS E PiczakCNN. ZhangCNN 1432 ProposedCNN I 2Rk £, HllZrid #2E
PR e R AR R e an e 7. 18] 8 B, MBI T RLEH, AEREINGEFTIELTENNRES, KL
$e tH FR A HE SR A TR A SR R B B I A T i T P R AE SR, B XS be 4 hseif e B, kPRI

AL CNN SR HESE A 20

——PiczakCNN train
0.9- —ZhangCNN train ;
ProposedCNN train
08- ——PiczakCNN test
o ZhangCNN test
ProposedCNN test
0.7- —
2
g 0.6
Q
Q
< 0:5
0.4-
0.3
0.2-

model accuracy

4
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Figure 7. Accuracy of model training process under different convolutional layer structures
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Figure 8. Loss of model training process under different convolutional layer
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Table 4. Accuracy of different CNN structure
= 4. T[E CNN Z#a9 KEEFRE

Model Accuracy
PiczakCNN 0.6618320608867033
ZhangCNN 0.7141221376775785

ProposedCNN 0.7519083969465649
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Table 5. Accuracy of ProposedCNN combined with different classification mechod

= 5. KICFTHE CNN G925 & N E 0 K75 AR ER R

Model Accuracy
ProposedCNN (softmax) 0.7519083969465649
ProposedCNN + KNN 0.7660305346241434
ProposedCNN + RandomForest 0.7751908396946565
ProposedCNN + SVM 0.7851908396946565
ProposedCNN + LightGBM 0.7916030534351145
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Figure 9. Model classification result confusion matrix
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