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Abstract

Music aesthetics has become the core competence in education. Through music teaching practice,
guiding students to understand various music genres and acquiring music knowledge is an important way
of music education. This study uses a convolutional neural network (CNN) model to classify music
genres, then students can acquire the characteristics and knowledge of music genres. Experimental results
show that the proposed model has an accuracy rate of 87% in the classification of online music streaming
platforms. Therefore, the proposed method can be integrated to a music streaming platform for music
literacy education. For future research, it is suggested to improve the accuracy and efficiency of music

information retrieval.

Keywords: music genre classification, convolutional neural network (CNN), music information

retrieval (MIR), music literacy education
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3. W3

&

TP B G Ee T LA SRS B R & g o 1 2022 & 1k > Apple
Music = i# 1 a5 #c# ~ Amazon Music 421 9000 7 ~ % = " =< Spotify 7= 3 8200 & 7 1T &
(BAe®, A 11 #) e § 2% E P2V IFd § # % ¥ (music appreciation) 15 § F & K jpet § 4 o0
#9545 (Asmus, 2021) » £ 2 4 snded A S Benhl koo ot > S BT 1 X imtﬁ%%
235D FAhg #5T 0 & p ¥ hg 2R K £ 5 # % £ (Green, 2006) o g £ T 5

ERTZFRoRSFHEF %%v?z%‘ft‘ VRIER SN o
FooTR B SRR MBS SR B By
@AM T & BB, 2022; BRI, 2022) ¢ LEMS A S 4 m—g.ﬁaﬁ F%i@'xm—%:f g %m
f2 (M7 4 & #9254, 2022) -

R ’#’i*ﬁgﬁf%rﬁ'«gjﬁLf—?\E\Li Pl APk E ’lllif—ﬁ’ggkﬁﬁi“ﬁ ¥ ’E;Fl:'aﬁ'/%r%%

4 & = s> g 2 T o> o
Bhf5 Ay vy, o f 23

S
A
#® o
A
\?s“\«
ol
e
=
=
:1
I
2
\m
FY

T B - B H Y B RS - AR AR I B R 0 #

Pl A F A - R T FR MR R # g S Y ¥ or ) €3

ST D G (A T DR PR HOE S R B e B (TR A 3 BRI - b

PR EYEfF G T U RE R F Ry SRR RNBREEY o4 0 £ 00

BRI EFK’E'EJF SHR e S g FTRMTIE & B9%H,2022)0 57 B

Hprf #RE 76 B - g mh AR T AT ET B SRR
)

( Convolutional neural network, CNN ) #-3] %% f§(Ashrafet al., 2023)3% 3+ - § # b £ 4 57841 %ﬁ‘
LEEY FTSERG PRS2 AT SERG BN 2R B B G 28

FAMKE T 7 b5 B ol o o B BAR S 0 F R oA R R B fedn

P

54 #8 (¥ blues - classical ~ country ~ disco ~ hip-hop ~ metal ~ pop ~ reggae ~ rock ) = | #* # &
PR g OHCAIDIR Sl R s g § R R4 ST ORI S0 A S (accuracy ) R Bl 1 F B 1A AR
A2 5 v i 4 (generalization ability ) » 35 B H3] Aiplzd * 3 % B (testset) srEggsk o

F o R FT o A B AP 0t A AR R £ i B (Mel
spectrogram ) (Stevens, Volkmann, & Newman, 1937) » X {3 38 * 5 40 (5 4 o R 4 (2 cnie 8 4 3
B AL 7 A2 o 33 FFAC S-#c (hyperparameter ) > 3% i@ % 3 #f R 3 5 453¢ (data augmentation )
1 $ B 7% % it (Aguiar, Costa, & Silla, 2018) » 1 % 4 $-3]#8 B #8 & (overfitting) B 3 » b ¥ 5%
PR A A o T EREARF I STER Y IR § B R (training set) #iEAR FEAES 0 F
14 o E HEA] ki 0 £ 89% il AE K o
Jq

EE L T iﬁrﬁii‘;'l HRE o N R RE HE AT 2 rApple Music ; (% 42

-

F, 8 M #)FH RS W TR ERIET R (testset) > £ F 4 fAsgs o
- MR AEER I0F (T 50 £ 90 F i SR BAEHATHREST T HREE T
BB AL G 8T%IEALS o Tt o FHE R B ARG S8 RT 5 S K
gﬁ\r,tsgs:;k J b %/z%% - B L Tﬁpp_&}%mﬂiﬁg?ﬁ TR B0 R

ml4
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C e R
Il Tk £ %

P #;1 11 (Wegel & Lane, 1924) » o *t X B nfg ¥ 45 #% jir» »z i (auditory masking) € ¥ 4 B 4
MMM SR X R € B ATAR R AL 2 DB MRS > Flet (Stevensetal, 1937)3% 0 5 f %R (Mel
Scale)e 3% > 2 ¥ M #AE % (Hz) £ = & ¥ 1 Jgk B (triangular bandpass filters ) fd 5 &2 4 B
A 2R EHMmE4rst 1

J ~
= + o1
= 2595 - log,, <1 700) 3
EP mit A PR EE FRAEFER B o R3O0 o5t 2
F
m_ .
f=700- (102595 - 1) P2

BRI E 2R GEHBZ T > AR R A EE e E > F&4 (short-time Fourier
transform, STFT ) » #-'5 38 & > ¥ %4 (Fourier transform ) 8L » » 47 IPFRF ~ @A T4 o
Mg % STFT ehif o B %% X(m,w) » #-E PG HE LT 3 @5 - @hf fomdiost 3¢

S =|X(m,w)|? V3

- P REAAARRRROFEIREGFN 0 P ARz BEL YT g WU

fi 47 3% (Mel spectrogram ) °

() A EBAFREY

F#Y R AREE G 487 2 (Bahuleyan, 2018) & #7F7 7 ¥ & * 4 fcdk P~ (feature extraction )
% 74 Y #73) (deep learning model ) 4% BE ¥ = 22 (74 B0 b A 4 o A0k B
FO RAFENAIGN TR FRESM RERYPEFY FEZ &riéﬁ:\ﬁ/v\ﬁ (logistic
regression, LR ) ~ 5§ 1% % +& (random forest, RF )~ 12 2 % #F % € 4% (support vector machine, SVM )
EorFeiERde Ra o AIEREYEAIG E > W H ONN R B IFRS Y WA E
(Poonia, Verma, & Malik, 2022; Ashrafetal., 2023) » £ 12 CNN #§ 5 £ # VGG (visual geometry
group ) JEEE Y HA) % ﬁi(Bahuleyan, 2018) ;s VGG #epeid * { % &k A ~ 4 & (convolution
layer )~ ¢ i* % (poolinglayer) > & - % (flattenlayer)~ 12 2 > 4%k (fully connected layer) % >
TRF L ISR R BT o 1B EHER P (kernel) ALY 5 T K (flatten) & 4 = -
w0 L i%iE 2K 9 SoftMax jgid S #ic (activation function ) #-#8~ 3| cnid e - BT L
T R W IR 1T A A o AR orERh e e R 2AE ¥ 5t ) s 5 (Krizhevsky, Sutskever, & Hinton,
2017) » F -3 47 4 5 4F % B)(Spectrogram) » £ & * CNN 4e it 34 2 B 38 17 5 4 b #5047
BN o JE3F 5 AR N e 3R A 7 ¢ (Bahuleyan, 2018)  F I F EAE Y 5 4 b
PR v B RS A S R % A B AR B A SR B2 o A5 0 57 VGG REBHR
AHA RS o AP R EF YRR A A B TR
FHETS S AR A CNN R REHET @ 7 00 hgdicr " KPR S 4 > £ g g it
A SR o 134547 7 4 01 (Aguiar et al,, 2018; Costa, Oliveira, Koerich, & Gouyon) » **§ #
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731 % (music information retrieval, MIR)AF 3 ¢ 433 #F FALE (T4 pF - L ¥ 7 § - Z—ii)» pE
RSN AAHR2RYEFRERR I A LD T Aot T IR IRV 2L
PendRa o ipfr PR R T R A AL KR R OR] o T AL F R CNN §
Y85 27 @ EBUE S St (Bahuleyan, 2018) » Fp » kA5 #0130 ONN % f#m* SR
R I

(Z) BHH SR FHY

CNN 8¢ cpif fr (kemnel) £ § T4 « il ~ %% R PR H507 120 & 97 %W i
B0 557 € Forak B 8§ 7 F > @ 3 CNN Ry 4 i 2 F(Poonia, Verma,
& Malik, 2022; Ashrafetal., 2023) - 4p ¥t > 7 E & $#54 4% ch 2> i 484 G 52 (fully-connect neural
network, FNN)» § Bl 5 P 2 X BB P LA 4 % i,fl%] DPFRERRIR A LR
FEFERMEY 2 PR ERaF T > A IR FEFY o Fp CNN A G Epat
BWEARTAELY P ST RIIFLE 2302 o N 4 L EHBFEAATH IR HP ox i
g~ Wi F 534 #3& 5 (Output = Input - Kernel ) » T 3 T # i 3 -

AV §
I ~

F(T(x)) = T(F(x)) P4
AFT G MR B NT Sehy BiTREA L9 BaEW 0 BT SN A R 4L (Multi-Class

Classification Problems ) o F]yt » #-3| (5 i o T K 4 5 2R 5% & (tensor) @‘]51 (output) = % -
AREE G Y SoftMax jris Sl F R - AT b T T ST R AR FE R RL]
ES F R PS> 2 EARBAR S T AL HENE - BAEREOPF AR F R 1o
OB R A R Bt BT A AR SR o 5 &7 SoftMax e 3

FAN e H? oy A SIS CR RGN z A SRR GITERIE 0 A SRR

et ¢ s
Vi = §=0 er ¥
3 apw) A SER RLE ¥ $2 * Categorical Cross-Entropy (CEE )4F % &n#c> H i@ * SoftMax & #c>

-

i % & Cross-Entropy 4f & Jnffce Fpt » 7 3 B & BAFu| iR F ~ 0 2 B F B2 Faniid o

3 628 CCE Sy b 35 3 ¥ oy LR 115 % 295 SoftMax 3y 11 55 % » f & SoftMax

S C & Sas il Nk -

1 Z]C'=OYi.j log (f(yl\})) 6
N

F~ FE 33

v

CCE = —

(=) REFT AR

A K23 4k * (Tzanetakis & Cook,2002)#% 41 2. GTZAN F#l & > 27 sk o By P @ % § 4
KNG EPNF - FRFPFEFRERTEF B B B0 5 10 BinxEgs (¢ 45 ¢ Blues »
Classical ~ Country ~ Disco ~ Hip-Hop ~ Jazz * Rock ~ Reggae ~ Pop ~ Metal ) » I S 2 4% 1! 3% it ac
WA e B o E BIRSEN Y £ 5 100 B R B ERIDL 30 )& E  FAIRA #HCD-
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£ mp3 % FAF (P % 22050Hz~ 16 = AR R ~ HBF ) BN FREC B LA EY
(Sturm, 2012)47 31 GTZAN F# § ¢ % & F ) 0 2 3¢ Jazz 875 ¢ 5 54 B A3 4%
Bukin e Fp 0 AR Jazz 5% 1 95@@1@{%\&% Ve A2 # GTZAN T4 &
A A G 34— B 7 B (Aguiaretal,2018; Costaetal) » * 5 fi & R32E & 5 304 > Flot - B &
GAAEIE 10 B F B & - BATS 100 % 8 0 SBA B EF - Bl 5 1000 B R EAR 0 £ 9
BATH] > ® & AT LE 1000 B2 B A o 42 9000 BT AL K L RE o

(5) 3 M TAH 5 K

= d CNN § ¥ »c% E R # & (overfitting) » @ i % #4]3 & & 24#;2 1 (generalize) i
L YTRT A R BB S TR EE - A AR E AR A
EE TR AL 5k ok @ A { 4 § 1 (Litiens etal., 2017) o Fe $ e F40 3 56 e
JZ AR GE AT AR #85 + (Shorten & Khoshgoftaar, 2019) » &) 48’ Igﬂﬁ%z . J“ dv e~ i B
GBS AE S CRRBES R o FTHME S SEALEY L e blhe TR LZERE S
F AL BE LT R ST A G > o /’E%‘J%?ﬁiiﬁf'f’i% i oo
ARG R R BF R ERF RS R LR X BoEF AR R FTRA
BB W E o A% %4 (Aguiar et al., 2018) 574k 1) e 2L TR 5 B
a. Gerv MR IMES AN F A GE HRS 012 0~0.5 2 F"’rﬂfbﬁs:(l BB E)R SdcE
b, PR RFETRGRE AR - B4 - B2 FREPBERE 05~15 2 B b
C. HBEF PVREILRT I AL L THE, TR- GRS FIHEYL L 12 B
LFFE o Flt o TR O~11 2 BB G s FiE 0 REV AR 12 B2 R
A FAHESER(FF 2B IHAE AR CEEL §ERY AR RIS R
LR A1) .
d. FEipidmid t 0 & -1 AERE R F Rl B 5 -1 PRI aip ik R > TR
RETRERIIEALLE ZHE -
e MEWHE 0 0~5 2 BAE Rl SHE o K BAPBEEHEAEF Al
RETFER 2= -
£ BT RAAGE D e IR BT Rk o
R L S N fﬁ” FoHRRFHTREFRL R EHFHE
g is o F g 4F O BRI R TR Hit A2 SRR A e BARE AL

1 A7 5 Wl 3k 18 4

B EFREELAL > A IR H (% librosa ® # 7 feature.melspectrogram
$e) o #-MP3 5% g AR g 5 PNG 55 g G o

s BT 0 A5 STFT %4 > STFT a3+ 8 Z & @ * 3|00 T %8kt n fft=2048 3
FFT $#eoth 2 8> win_length=2048 % & - B F 4= (frame ) & ¥ - B F12hE & € £ 304
Bt Ao hop length A B'EEH & > 2 T § S IEAEFHBEEG O s B - Bl Ed
g3 8 3 545 % win length + 4 B~ #c=512> F]}* hop length=512>% ® i¢ * 1§ S ¥ window )
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#4] 3 Hann windows » 3+ & 3 ;48 7

n=1--N
AP Ninfito4&7 K &#F =it (frame blocking) 6 «hF 4182 § Iaw(n)E 748 % &
@3] STFT 3-8 & % » 225 = X458
N-1 X
S(m, k) = Z x(n +mH) -w(n) - e #™N 8
n=0
S(mk) s STFT 35 %% cmi P # 3 f=enicB8 H2 P 3§ 20 8> w(n) 5 & Sk
. k
eTTINGL BT 2 FH e o B R R LA R THEN 32 2 RLRREYHE
FEEE > E - aFRES] DEEEARETM o PR s L T Y
WEAEH o PR E R ER R B AL E B HEFRRHREF VAR
25 4@ 1

B 10 T AR AL 47 5
(z) B3 Rl

B BART B FAVRE AR HREE S X5 01 £ 8100 AR (T 5
BB ASOSE TS PIIEB A4S0 GE (T LB MY S 4@ 5 288%x432 4 S 1 RGBA -

Flt R 4o ATl DVRE S RIEE B B Bl A) shape B (288,432,4) K TE - B
T (batch) 5 128 & 2 ¥Rl & 720 (shuffle)> M {l&* PlEEgARIEL TRAH
S FEOLA o 50 RE b ROk T A Ak 0 A R Y T A Rl g 1 (1) B

TR R AR (2) %ﬁ'éﬁ%] Tk R 5 2 (Batch Normalization) &fr* & 7 3% ;(3)
7 e ¥ % (learning rate) 2 +* #(0.00005 ~ 0.001 ~ 0.01 ~ 0.03) 5 (4)= A & 4= 4o 1 214 i
(RandomNormal = 0.01 ~ glorot uniform ~ he normal ) % - % £]3¢ 48 AR & (2x2x
4x3=48) FAKHES 4 BHEFAK 4 BHFE F R ¥ ReLU jrid Silic > 2 A w0 41
E 2x2 e T K B fSi TR RT %f:-}_%ﬁﬁﬁ',% - MEHGREE T B~ 2ABEEFANE
R ﬁ? 17 * SoftMax s S i i—’rﬁs‘l MBI FA50 44 Sofiié * Categorical Cross-
Entropy » %, A =t#ci: 40 % > ¥ 7 F T FE3F Accuracy A2 % R e 1/3 0 4R 12 st A+ 2
PRI iR D S e IR A TR AN B R D0 A H A
i TR KR LA Sl REN G2 BV F Ry BRI POz SR L RR -
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2. RERREFEEH
() #A HFral 47

§ ORI A A8 BV R A F)p AR IR B AR E 85% 1 b chiA|(# * Tensor
Board) « B3 15 3 3 » AL HF PO H0F B TR 5 S RO ) RIS Y S eh R g
VRS RR HEA] § T A e deE B o A AL A RA F Y R
ERMFEF B KPR AR Y o

Bl 20 B A e a B A
PeOh s BRLRAR S RS T I > B B 85%/ F 03] < % 5 4F Batch Normalization
BT o 530 % 34T AR o AR 20 FIM X HIE 2530 BRAWEF o HA Bk
fpak bAoA B A oiiA] (45 2 4180) At PTRT RS RBET AT AL
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BRBEM f o A EREFF T o Tt EREADIA B B EY RRRTREEY S5
BEHRATAOL BN EY BOPAF A F (lossrate) SRR 0 b PFiT i fed) il i a4 B ar s o

& iR T B iSPIE 45 2 41 BLECA T S iR T o

74

(=) RAELAH

¥R 41 2 4588 0 @ % R 4B (confusion matrix ) i {7 A KF A T enB i 8 A4
FHL jRE BRGS0 Bl 3 2R 41 SECAHRRE R T A ORI F R 4] 5Leh
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4P EIRAS LA HPREEFLSFOEAR ) K FRAADHEP A G H US> R
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I 1960~1970 & & o 5 R3O INPFRF IS £ (CART FRE, 2022) 0 < 5 AR
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