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Abstract

The development of information and communication technology has led to many
music enthusiasts using music streaming platforms to enjoy and share music. However,
with the increasing number of music works, effectively managing these works and
improving music retrieval efficiency have become important issues in digital music
preservation. The current classification and analysis of music materials often overlook
the music genres and cultural backgrounds. Therefore, this study utilizes information
technology to analyze the relationship between songs and lyrics. Firstly, a
convolutional neural network (CNN) is used for song genre classification, followed by
the combination of a composite topic model (CombindTM) to analyze the thematic
tendencies of lyrics. The research results show that the established song genre
classification model can accurately classify music genres and analyze the compositional
elements of music styles. By analyzing the lyrics' thematic tendencies using a radar
chart, the textual meaning of lyrics in different categories can also be interpreted.
Integrating these two mechanisms allows for a deeper retrieval of music works and the
synthesis of song styles, lyrics' moods, and relevant knowledge. It is suggested to
integrate both mechanisms into digital music preservation systems and online music
streaming platforms in the future to enhance the retrieval efficiency of music works and

establish the context of music knowledge.
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(Glorot & Bengio 2010) ~ he normal (He, Zhang, Ren, & Sun 2015) » %+ 3 48 f&
(2x2x4x3)F e AR D R b o

BAT S B RBAET 0 B FE S (precision)AT #B 1% N Sl 1/3 S (T
12 % A M4 =) P2 Tisak 2050 0 s o %ﬁ"é Softmax Ex:ﬂzﬁ%] A e K B iE
B BV A2 TR as I P - A mﬂﬁ% MR EEBE QMY BN 5
BrzE o)Lt e 2 3 = (robustness) AT 4T E it # goonT 4
Apple Music »~#f » HA > A i 5 5 (F R0 2 H - sguiE R A 2 g b o
3T Lz R4 4 3 & B 5 Blues, Classical, Country, Disco, Hip-Hop, Metal, Pop,
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Reggae % Rock % £ { fé#f%] » 5 &5 B # £ (F =~ 1930~a ~ 2020) - # ¥
Classical #f W] chg %8 < 384 Z S BRF L2 o P 325 B o *0 4 4 fadcd
U F L TR I0F Y » £ RB IO FEY o d WAFTFENH L HS &
BoarehaE o A RgRE A 1IN AR 3 R AR ehd B {8 (4o Classical § #4f
W LA EEIFE LG B 42 Disco B P 53 F AN LG A AR
778 | ORRE e

FoRPE > AT ERY T R A8 B S KNP 0 50 PE B & e
Al > >+ E3F* /K ¢ 1 E Tensor Board (https://www.tensorflow.org/tensorboard) &
FLR LA Hoa £ IR 0 304 VU] (0 Fr & (accuracy) & TACB] 3 47T (B b
#. 77 epoch » %¢gh# 77 Accuracy) o BLERF T o B rr F R E i) ¥ PR S
AL 5% v Batch Normalization “yeJdZ(H ¢ i 30 54 34 5] A # * Batch
Normalization) o p* b » i€ * 5 § 5 B 7 2" QU Ap $ { Brrenicd] > R
SOV REA TRt B DIREARY 0 AN % 255 % 30 B2 B B
By TR #FHA D FERRBRFEAFHEI N DR g TN
3 5% $c;% - Batch Normalization ~ 12 2 8 % 5 5 %] % #-8 B8 584 et 5 2
Ao BE A AR R R A B

PO ATER PR FIEREE TR HREEE G B Fa o L1
FAra it m ERE SR i B TR TR A R BT o F]
Pl P I % Bl A A (loss) R3] (B fo - i W nloss 1) 0
Presie B e it a4 folbpr oo Byt o KT 7 AR By K M 85%hid)
RIGE P 45 540 41 5L 17 5 2 E A& All) o 4p#>T Tzanetakis &
Cook (2002)¥f+ f8.5 # #7 1] i s B FE F 4 W (0.61) > 2 2 CNNVGGI6 (% # &
% Hc: 16 %)% Bs % {(Bahuleyan 2018)2 4 87 7£ % 4 JL(0.89) » hF7 § Wi
45K e ONN BBt BB FHA 5 K0s B S S0 ~ i @ Wi
WOk PR A AR S B iE 0.89 °

epoch_categorical_accuracy

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

Model_46 Model_30 Model_34 Model_38
1 1 1
08 ———— 08 08
06 // 0.6 06
04 / 04 04
02 0.2 0.2
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 O 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Model_45 Model_41 Model_47

B3 % fdicie £ 3 RePEa] s
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T~ A AEHCR 2 f#-

* 7 % CombinedTM 2 3 H-AD 8~ A7 A %fr ,t 3% * Python
R RED RJEI E NLTK 2 2 > (7803~ A S0 ~ 47 Jf v o~ PR
Pes 1R FZ R AETEE &2 (Loper & Bird 2002 ) - ;ﬁ ﬁ“a‘f%i\a i® * 37 (stop words) °
BB ® LG R & ik B3P (4o Ah, Whoo, yeah % )4e » i3 % 39 0 i - 95 5 i@
CombinedTM 2 48 #-7] ¥ & Sentence-BERT 3+ & 3 @ % ¥ » ¥ & * ProdLDA #<
AMmE L frr RFw &> A 2 kA2 LA 3hr BF o &l B
7 A fEene Q‘"‘”‘ﬁ%/\ ChatGPT» & v & %W S g v RF RS S § A3 7
FAch g P hgm A TR I 0 oWl 4 9T o

CombinedTM

|
| l
i

i | Sentence-BERT ProdLDA :
1 > 1
Ul erawes tag i
(Wl —— ;

L ERCER 5 5 - #* ChatGPT R PR ERER 12
TRF TREFET RFAH T A

A
A

R )RR R R el - R AN A

CombinedTM %\1‘3_‘” |E#HIBEEERE FE 0 & *K 2 % - &+ (Bianchi,
Terragni, & Hovy 2020; Bianchi, Terragni, & Hovy2020; Qlang, Qian, Li, Yuan, &
Wu2020) o d 3 AFEF 78 * gt ik ﬂ\ifﬁﬁﬁ& > e 7 78 B Ao it
FEHFOBAEENAS CHE A SR Y DAY cEH TR iﬁiv—
- fﬁ’_ sty ¥ 5 &(Zhao etal. 2015, Vayansky & Kumar 2020) -
Reniviz L » p R kB @ & F RRIETAH - RE z»\%fr:%lﬁiﬁ#%wt
k% m J—Lo Ram o Lgﬁm@;fzz ERE R EopEfifetE A @ F VoA
A2 R HEkE KT §f 4~ 17 (Greene, O’Callaghan, & Cunningham
2014; Churchill & Singh 2022; Sbalchiero & Eder 2020) - F] gt » A = 7 %ﬁ d
CombinedTM i 4z 53] #-H b PR SBARET Y TERBITHEL ) AR L2 N
ERAE Y MDA o FTR Y H A T B LT S AT g
! i §* (information overload) > & £ %] 5 i AT#c ¥ ~ ° # 2 o HFE e A AR
BIERY b 5 B B (Hwang & Lin 1999) £ % CombinedTM 23] & * 7R &
Y3 2HLIHEPM FREFHFART VR T AL SERE 2 4
bow _size = 1999 (5 iF# aJLis @ #c® ) -~ contextual size = 768 ( Sentence-
BERT 4 » » & ch8/& ) ~n_components=5 (45 7 1 4Z#E ) » num_epochs=
10 ("5 X = #) ~ model type = "prodLDA" ( i 4Z -3k % 5 prodLDA)
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hidden_sizes = (100, 100) (*£& & ~ -] 5 100) - activation="softplus" ( fzx#* i #
X B % "softplus") -~ dropout=02~1r=2e-3 (£ ¥ F&K & 5 0.002) ~ 2% solver
="adam" (i1 K E % "adam") ¥ o %+ i CombinedTM H-3] c75-Heek 2o
BAA AT BAEEBALEES 774 PEEDOMER TV UBGEPRE L
AR AP IER o

LS E BB EE O RE ALY 30BEERITL A ‘SE‘T’*%Q ’
# ¢ * OpenAl 7 GPT-3.5 % % #-3] ChatGPT (Brownetal.2020) 5 &7 # 14Z

igiE P (AR ) 7 & % (Gao etal 2022; 2023) - 124 ChatGPT 7
FCHE A2THBZL AR A KA d 19T

21 gr LA e dp iR i E M T

i Mk GEMEET (30 FE )
ﬁ,‘ e ;EI fun, metaphor, lord, turned, rollin, spit, singing, time, hard, else, tickin, fraud,
L %) character, chasin, get, hundred, bit, chandelier, brutal, run, ring, raining, little, song,

meal, life, care, trapped, chirp, cartier
At 2 e 4% blow, wide, squeeze, want, another, whatever, sometime, sing, gore, leg, someone,
LS iE pushed, funkytown, patience, mercy, trick, kissed, class, teeth, stabbin, taking, bad,
around, bought, tuesday, caught, wide, dipper, hittin, enjoy
P ‘fr' 2 hound, name, bad, country, steamship, case, house, start, man, work, dog, sex, brag,
=B high, could, alright, virginia, fleshy, gather, ragamuffin, quit, tender, sweet, bawl,
month, rate, left, fare, drunk, brave
n },E\; ‘ff' I look, schizo, born, die, chandelier, glitter, ring, coolie, knew, feeling, latest, arizona,
N tonight, night, kid, miss, smiling, whip, sword, badge, bawl, happy, well, feel,
levitating, continuous, lazy, said, anything, strength
),i\‘ ’E’ ‘ff’ ¥ death, work, box, bedroom, skintight, longing, candle, trigger, bigger, maggie, heart,
18§82 rollin, understand, sea, ticket, stick, heat, basement, uptown, hound, warm, trapping,

cream, quaking, panic, movin, see, smile, steal, fallin
J—N [ ’—'— ‘..‘
B T B

-~ BEWIATCAKE R RAH

v

S FRIFEERA Y 4152 % 455 2 g b R ARk (A Al :#éS—-}E'
#F 5 B~ B3] £ 4R R 4B L (confusion matrix)iE {7 ¥ kiR (HE] Al 0 B 4
BHAMRREE s AR T IRAE 50 H Brr ¥ (accuracy) & 0.87 0 FILE HET

= Country #cd B 2 50> Hcfo 7 HA%§F 47 7] Pop, Rock, Disco, Reggae * B . >
Country #7% 2~ 8 FE 5 4 BAT% Y Ap$HL(0.82) © £ 7 Rock(0.72)2 # -
B g AR B 4 2 AR A% 45 F 2 0.82(0.84~0.98) b e Pop e £
% 0.84 ~ Reggae 5 0.87 ~ Classical i£ 0.98 ~ 12 %2 Metal % 0.89 » % 7 % 41 5
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A hfcd b RAREG A NRIR B O6 R ER S 45 FLRCA hA AR R
S G 0.85 0 H AN A AR ROt § 41 LA A AT Bl HY 2
Wb 4 e w5 Country, Rock, Hip-hop » H Fres & w4072 12 073 £ v
Bl bR e FE S L 3RAZE 0.85 b o H 3 ) 098 FFHARTT L o
Ao FwELRES BRI E - BB B & Country #1¥ B Pl 3 AR
# 5 B L~ 3] Pop, Rock, Disco, Reggae % > 2 4% 4 » Rock 1t &€ #R & & 3 o
H# o353 Country &% Rock i&7 fagid b Ho4&3 Vi Fla 0§ 2 h #4035 R
Hagpi o> &m g~ Bmyimn e

AR R F] > A 1960 £ 3 1970 # > X R G IR IR B2 L e
iH IR - k7 eng A (Pruitt 2019; Martinez 2021) - iz i pEp ey &psf B & 4
RO ERIRE 0 SRR E R FET R G gy HAITE P A
Egrd S B E R LR RN /ﬁ{ S a—%@»%ﬁé/ (¥ %.‘f’, 2015;
BRE B 2022) 0 3F 5 AR R BB S ERHINN R H CRRE AR E EER
Pl A NR L T RS B B b o bldeo e £ X AR E T
o F %4 3B 2 (Eilleen Regina Shania Twain) ¥ #5844 5 #fein 75 &
éﬁ&ﬁﬁ’»%ﬁﬁ“ﬁ&’? REpemi FHiR - frinffig B2 ~F 0 # f—*é’“ﬁﬁ 90
ENIE AT AN D B(RER 2011) 0

50 Bk P WEE 0 A5 3 1345 Apple Music B kT 5 A7 2 % 0 Country #C
WO ARG W E LAY F I ERA LR 3 FE- B EES 4]
B R0 % Country b o2 8 i (7 A S pF > 7 R D Country b H8cd F
BEE G OIRA N B2 g P ECEARA R E U B R Hedpnl v °41rﬂ7 AT ’%ﬁﬂv
AARA FRZ Erd B RAEW D RdhA R EE0Y P ETHEERZ 4 &kE o2
AT 40%<hgcd F £ g ALGF AT Country § 8@ > g T 32%mw “fﬂﬁ*ﬁ
FFEE>Y Rock 5 10%engcd & £ g}ﬁsﬁﬁf»ﬁ"*" Matel > 3T 8% g d = £ g A% 57 40
Classical, Pop #* Reggae; # 1 »i#7 > #c@rd ¥ £ ¢ 44 4> Hip-Hop ¥ 47 %] -
FEBTEBS R nEy b2 45 Bt Bood BEFFLEHRE ¥
FERRPERARGEPER DA B R § B PRI b
AT T B E T 0 AP cnRK F BB IRF B aEAp 3 R 'S‘K iy i 4
kehg #FE7EL VRGP E 2 TS AR 2R RO B H
5 22 it e § R anE AR (Martinez 2021) o
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Label
hiphop

Label
hiphop

blues

- 40

country dassical

disco

metal

pop

reggae

rock

I
blues classical country disco hiphop  metal pop reggae rock
Prediction

Bl St % 41 5LHCA| o X et

blues

country classical

disco

reggae pop metal

rock

I
blues classical country disco hiphop  metal pop reggae rock
Prediction

Bl 61 % 45 5LHCA| o X el
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COUNTRY
50
40
30
20

. i
S o I

BLUES CLASSICAL COUNTRY DISCO HIP-HOP METAL  POP  REGGAE  ROCK
Bl 7:8%* % 41 5407335 Country 80 b $22. 5 &= {»

ROCK
50
40
30

20

10
, M I I - I m BN

BLUES CLASSICAL COUNTRY DISCO HIP-HOP  METAL POP REGGAE ROCK
B8 : % & 41 SLHA35 5% Rock Brd b 22 5 &2 i
S B A A

BOGRB fREY R RS B AR T AP T - g 2 T
FZAOBF AR e B FEMEET (1) 7 Rad b RAOTHBSEFERS
B A Mo A fTod WHEELEWETREN FDERCGET EREE P
T ER LY ‘*1‘? shr e B A EI P 4o r % F auik Be 8T el 20 Gide Ah,
Wo000,yeah £~ F ; 5 1 #HLGE IR FHFDLEMEr L1542 3§ 8
Fo AL EHE - § RGBT 2 F 9 2 (preprocessing) 0 & 7 ¢ -zt gt
FARTETS BT s U2 ﬁziﬁ 3 £ & iR * F (stop word) o B A AL M e
AT RTEGR Y MR (7 F M (term frequency)t B 0 SR A 1 B A MM 4p
o EMaEF 2 M Vfﬁ;;ﬁkt“ﬁ?ﬁi - PEGFENEET U X e N Wk
I B REGF AR RO EMEET U F N R - F AR L A4
Mo ok HER B - FHFPER- AR 2RI RHEREFEN I B
®AL %’ﬁ“é I BARIIR(E D) BT ARy AL o

*E 3 g E W it Apple Music 8 T 5 #7132 Blues, Country, Disco, Hip-
pop, Metal, Pop, Reggae, Rock & ~ & &cd b #8037 (F] Classical 47 %] 7 + & F
BT R FP AR BFE AT Y F 0 RIE S 0 B TR SN2 g A AR
M o 47 o AoB 9 77 0 FHE T2 g R (6 e 80P (Overall) 2 38 12 % &
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WF S EET BT EEE AR Y TAR e
TR frdf #iE | B A L 023 TR FAcd i"r%fm RS 019 THE
fepo s B @ a5 03102 TR Ffod fMlS%  HF A 5 015 i
B g N R ¢ﬁ£mfp JEF g THREfep e B, > 205 Tak
LA E R 0 B kA AT P A e S RAAL e 51 RIS 2R
— BB R EGR LA e gk 0 B BRI Z A Hi(Zscore) s i A
Ay AR HRERMEFOveral) L3 L 2 & > N 2o+ TRES 5 4o
# A4 AToT o

BB, DEA S 013

.m\?

Overall | 41X A2 P ¥ B BT

Blues | 15 018 021 034 012 Overall

Mean

Country| 17 020 022 028 0.14 pMRAEZ £

Mean 0.4

Disco

Moo | 012 0.7 018 041 0.12 03

HI:}[’;EI‘:" 0.12 024 022 029 0.14 0.2

et BT wus o AR el B
0.09 029 017 020 025 ;

Mean 0.0

POP 1 o014 021 020 032 012

Mean

Reggae | 14 036 0.6 024 0.11

Mean

Rock . w .

Mot | 011 0.8 017 036 0.8 HR fop o B B ¥ fed SR

Mean 0.13 0.23 0.19 031 0.15
Min 0.09 0.17 0.16 0.20 0.11
Max. 0.17 036 0.22 041 0.25
Std. 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.06 0.04

B9 A5 Ecd 55 W(Overall)2 gr3# 2 %\T'ET R 4 A

- H4F 5 B 10 =9 Blues 2 grz@ L L MEw & 47 > rﬁ'li\—,’i’—% B
SR G 015 TAL Y ok #iE s | chiB A 5 0.18T p Mrf* R
0.21~" ri}gfrp\ S R B G 0342 TR P Aol Rl aid e
2 Blues ¥ fip i W] chdr 2 4p #3548 80 (Overall) TR Afor e Ko ha %\%\
AV HLB HEL 0342 AR FRP O RIEF o LR AT R
RS ek o FABlues)d #h 198 LA 2L FERA T2 L FF 5
B2 AT AN IR A AE S SN XD EAAN F AER d LR
e ER s Bt o il ZOALITEH AU 1 TE A AR 2 AR B L RA PR T
B F S ARG TUEY N OEF AF L REFEF P T AR ok
o AT B P ehEEE(F e 2, 2019) 0 %ﬁ d DHEfop o B dp i 2
FERMEF (R D) VRSN AR Y IR 5 M look(7AAR) ~ schizo(# 4 & H) ~
born( 4 )~die(7* = )~coolie(= 4 )\feehng(},g\; ¥ ) ~night( 7% 8t) ~kid(3% & ) ~ miss( &
£) ~ smiling(#c %) ~ whip(#L+ ) ~ sword(#]) ~ badge(#x% ) - bawl(Zc B =) ~
levitating(f& /%) ~ continuous(:f f £7) ~ lazy(§g {% ¢7) ~ anything(ix @ & ) ~ 11 2
strength(# £)E F 37 c iE F LR T HEF2 1~ T~ fB%BAR ~ k4 - 1Y
A€ 2o AR IFL“"’m‘iva Fprs B oA EP SRR R EREA
SRR P L e TR Tl KA BR o F DBk (Narvaez
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1994; Stewart 2005; Byrd 2023) - 7| # ** Blues #8%] % 5 7 > ¢ % 945 353 & (Robert
Johnson) ** 1936 # £ i 7 (Cross Road Blues) =83 » B 7 #cdo 3§ 2 4 5t
FERCEHEE O BFEF T B mE s LR Wb s F A i’rﬁ
AT Pt {r 2 2t (Compagna 2001; Rothenbuhler 2007) -

A B 10 /7 Country 8 # b Foe@ii? M4l ¥ 241, @4 5 0.17 ~
AR e e @ e 5 020" p Fod B F‘i’ % A E 022 TR A

N R e h 02803 TR P feb iM% | hiF s 5014829 TpF
fed FHB -2 '—ﬁ.J‘ B E IR end JE A Biodp H B T R 8037 (Overall) 2o
Tian gz f v oo d 0¥ Ao Country #1d b R ePgcie p F M P F frd B
FRENF ELARZY > LRFREREYRE 2 BER SR Mol p KRR
B E MR mRNL A 2 o BB AR SR BAR ) TR R
MeEF (& 1) "RZ2NZ187° ¢ 7 fun(#48) - metaphor(‘,%"é?]) s rollin(GE #) ~
singing(*88x)~ time(FF &) ~run(% §5)~ring(4 %) ~raining(™ & )~ song(#7) ~ meal(%
2h)~life(4 75)~ care(MR)~ 1 % chip(A 5 H)E 3@ al p ¥ B8
ARETHRZ FEMAET ¢ 2 hound(JE ) ~ country(FX T ) ~ steamship(#4y)
house( % +) ~ man( ¥ 4 ) ~ work(2 %) ~ dog(#) ~ sex(%£) ~ brag(*x##) ~ alright(4+
7 )~ virginia(% F £ 7 V) ~ fleshy(# 7%) ~ gather( £ ) ~ tender(GE 2 ) ~ sweet(#)
drunk(fi%) ~ 74 %2 brave(§ § )& F 3@ o Country b # gt d 5 £42/R> 1920 &
HE RS o S BHARHE VB R R HEFEP A R A e
Toofd o empd BB R R R FRTRAREF DR %
(Alexopoulos & Taylor 2020) - 4cF p % * 5 & ¢ fg fegend s > B 3
P A 2 bn e 5 A A (Smith 1980; Van Sickel 2005) » &]4c 7] 2 ** B] 10 Country
#gwl% 1 5 > John Denver sn5 & gcd (Take Me Home, Country Roads) » #x3#
Pole AR MG RN R B F AR B I T MG - AR R
PR B Ew e Y F oLk R s LR R S e RE E R I (West
Virginia) °

Disco en@cd 3 & 3F b #2 Hip-Hop Ap 02(B S~ B 6) > @ H x> F 1 3808
R A ] H1p-Hop k(B 9~ @B A.1)> 2 ¥ Disco engii@~ F 1 284p ¥
** Hip-Hop { M >t THE fop & F | o Metal &2 Rock » £ # & 12 i »
A B ARG AR (] 6)0 B B K B L AT 4 1R S HIT(F 9 B ALY
TR AR EEREI Y F A {#M&*“ﬁ’f%“'%‘ #F(Overal)m 3 { FE> TR F ol 4el
Z ;| @ % > %1 Metal % B o Country £2 Rock » = —“Ffmé"” LR A e al = T ]
AP (B 10) > 2@ Rock e TR fep wa & TR ¥ frﬁfﬁg%ﬁ%J Vg
2P L 557 o apF enCountry RIME >t T p ¥4 BH8, > 7 Hgcd b
2 f B TAE S AP (R T~ B 8) e
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Blues AlR A2 P¥ R BY

£1% | 012 023 023 032 0.10 PN Blues
£2% | 009 009 038 024 020 ﬁlgf;?‘g%‘m‘

£3% | 014 022 018 037 0.08 0.4

£4% | 006 015 025 041 013 0.3

$5% 0.29 0.08 0.22 0.24 0.17 e 0.2

$6% | 013 029 020 027 0.11 BT frimus o1 AR e RE R
£7% | 020 028 0.09 030 0.12 o

% 8F 0.14 037 026 0.16 0.08
¥ 94 0.24 0.04 0.03 0.67 0.01
¥ 10% | 0.06 0.08 0.26 042 0.18
Mean 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.34 0.12

Min 0.06 0.04 0.03 0.16 0.01 R fep e Bt ¥ frdmiig

Max. 029 037 038 0.67 0.20

Std. 0.07 0.11 0.09 0.13 0.05

Country | 1% #32 p¥ HE BT ﬁ‘]i CREN- )

£1% | 006 0.0 0.63 010 0.10 o Country
¥2% | 016 0.8 0.17 038 0.11 0z

$3% | 010 011 014 051 0.15 '

$4% | 009 020 025 015 031 03

$5F | 027 040 007 019 0.06] g foiapas 02 AR Frdf S5 8
$6% | 018 0.29 0.07 033 0.13 0.1

£7% | 023 012 014 033 017 )

$8% | 024 013 024 034 0.05

$9% | 018 020 021 028 0.13

£10% | 020 024 027 0.3 0.15

Mean | 0.17 020 022 028 0.14 i

Min 0.06 0.10 0.07 0.10 0.05 R ot R i R
Max. | 027 040 0.63 051 031

std. 0.06 0.09 0.5 0.12 0.07

Rock | 414 % o ¥ HE &7 B

¥1% | 0.11 0.14 0.14 054 0.07 g]&gqg%‘m Rock
¥2% | 006 034 0.3 030 0.17 0

%3¢ | 0.04 006 036 039 0.15 :

$4% | 006 027 029 0.15 023 0:3

£5% | 011 022 016 0.11 0.40 BT ol Wiz 0:2 AR i 25
%67 | 013 032 0.06 0.09 0.40 Q

£7% | 019 007 0.04 0.63 0.08 v

¥8% | 005 0.11 0.14 0.63 0.07

£9% | 020 0.12 0.13 044 0.11

¥10% | 017 0.3 026 036 0.09

Mean | 0.11 0.8 0.17 036 0.18 , , o

Min 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.09 0.07 R fop e R IS LERCL S
Max. 020 034 036 0.63 0.40

std. 0.06 0.10 0.10 0.19 0.12

Bl 10 : Blues, Country, Rock gt # #f %] 2_ 8z L 42 M T E Bl 4 47

BEHEY bR B P T o FREY R RS A F AT - 5
TR R ZEFFAAAIRL - BEHFPLEEs T LR AT » BRI
P FF Y F AT N o B AR R B B AT
I FERAFEEAR T L] 20 DR BEFON FOEP T
Wb RERY FLRFOT R SN FLIT DL B R W F
BB R o Tl § Bl RKEHRY ?“p?ibﬁ%»'m%'i‘@' N R R
B AR M B AT R R AR B gl e R BER R B AR

NF R HENF EE MR s M EFap R By o

i~ %%

ALY S A SRR A (ONN) 4 > S0 5 5 BHAID R S0
TR 5 ﬁﬁu%#ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#iﬁv’”% EREW B R A SRR e

e

F

>
e



228 EEEEH £=1+—% F_H
TE-E R T ECY b 1‘%% é‘iﬁa“/n\/w\%'? o Jp B> 3% 48 22 4 N A 32 H04) (CombinedTM) »
FHPP Y FTFREFIP LA e §ERPHE > P 0TI LA o B
60 ATETY B R A HE p%ff'%\ A AR M A 4T B A AR ERY Jrdiie L B el
Bt o 31 3RRE 2R a0V (A1 A F %4 Apple Music # JRT SRR Y B
Fodpen] > DS EE T NEY EEEY R RSP A R E o S
Bom o frpad onded b R4 S HCAL R S R A S o s Ardg TR R Reihg B
Al AT FE 089 gt Y TP F AR A TINE 0 T A B
T LM AR AR S S RAR AL RGBS p A frd ;L—,%
’F‘Jé. ‘fr']]\ NN }@; frs/@ﬁgﬁ%aﬁ% = }g*g fﬁé‘?‘gﬂ‘]g)\‘:‘g:{ o j\;
PR L ERY b RA AR A e AR FE AP RN
W Eam i e §E B 5 A Barthr § B AL a3 B
14)3 LEE NN ,Fﬂmﬁ” 5 BT e B oo

M Bk I GTZAN § 24 Hia E 1 W5 S W ieg s S4BT S
o @ 2 oArER * en Apple Music T 5 2. rfr‘%&éi; BEN S 2GR e fogie T
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