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ABSTRACT

We describe a proof-of-principle implementation of a sys-
tem for drawing melodies that abstracts away from a note-
level input representation via melodic contours. The aim is
to allow users to express their musical intentions without
requiring prior knowledge of how notes fit together melo-
diously. Current approaches to controllable melody gen-
eration often require users to choose parameters that are
static across a whole sequence, via buttons or sliders. In
contrast, our method allows users to quickly specify how
parameters should change over time by drawing a contour.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent deep learning approaches offer more variety, mu-
sicality and longer range structure than many previous ap-
proaches to music generation [1]. However, the high ex-
pressivity and black-box nature of these models makes it
hard to predict what outputs a model will produce given
certain inputs. Some understanding of the model is neces-
sary for musicians to be able to iteratively tweak the model
to produce outputs that better match their intentions, which
is an important part of musical composition [2]. This is re-
ferred to as controllability or directability.

Many musical features have been targeted for control
including low-level musical features such as key, tempo or
mode [3], mid-level perceptual features such as tonal ten-
sion [4] or information-theoretic surprise [5], or high-level
features such as artist style and lyrics [6]. This is often
achieved through conditional models, which change the
probability of output sequences given some user-chosen
feature values [3], or by manipulation of a latent space
via attribute vector arithmetic [7] or attribute regulariza-
tion and disentanglement [8]. Control over these features
enables users to feel more self-efficacy and ownership over
the generated music [9].

Controls for generative models are most often presented
as switches or 1D sliders [9]. 2D sliders are also common,
often displayed over an image such as a surface plot [10].
Other control methods include tracking body movements
in space, known as sound tracing [11] and conditioning on
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Figure 1. Musical phrases can be generated with the same
overall trend while allowing for variation in tightness of fit.

text using contrastive language-image pre-training (CLIP)
on videos with associated music [12]. Several approaches
exist that use drawing such as Oramics [13], Painting Mu-
sic [14], Hyperscore [15] and JamSketch [16]. Our pro-
posal, MIDI-Draw, adopts this approach because drawing
is a quick, easy and natural movement that does not need
specialist equipment. A quick sketch is useful as it rep-
resents a semi-formed idea, which fixes some attributes
while allowing freedom for others to change more easily.
This allows for an intermediate representation that is intu-
itive to humans but that machine learning approaches are
also sensitive to.

We demonstrate the potential of the approach on
melodic contours, which capture how pitch goes up and
down over time, while disregarding quantized note and
scale information. Geometric approaches appear to be
the most promising approach for symbolic melody index-
ing [17] and similarity [18]. Such methods include recti-
linear functions [19], cubic splines [20], Fourier compo-
nents [16], or cosine components [21]. Many of these ap-
proaches relate pitches directly to the curve height. We
adopt cosine components here as they can extract a slow-
moving average trend, which allows for more freedom and
variety in generation. For example, notes may lie directly
on the curve, or scattered around the curve while still fit-
ting the trend overall (Fig. 1).

2. METHODS

To train MIDI-Draw (Fig. 2, left), we use a synthetic
dataset generated by specifying a pitch-transition matrix
with uniform pitch priors. 5000 sequences of 16 notes
are sampled from this matrix. These pitch sequences are
converted into cosine component amplitudes using the or-
thonormal Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT-II). The aver-
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Figure 2. Left: Training consists of extracting cosine
components from melodies and recreating melodies con-
ditioned on those components. Right: Inference consists
of generating melodies by sampling from a prior distribu-
tion conditioned on cosine components extracted from a
drawn curve.

age pitch of each melody (first component) and the higher
frequency components are set to zero such that only the
second to fourth cosine components are stored. This re-
sults in a low frequency (slow changing) pitch trend when
passed back through the inverse (DCT-III) transform.

In order to generate music from a drawn shape rather
than by continuing some musical context, we use a con-
ditional variational autoencoder (CVAE). A VAE has two
training objectives; to reconstruct the input and to main-
tain the latent space distribution close to a chosen prior
distribution. The latter allows for sampling directly in the
latent space during inference, without needing to encode
some previous context. The CVAE is trained to recreate
melodies conditioned on the cosine components by con-
catenating them to the start of the input and latent vectors.
Bi-directional long-short term memory (Bi-LSTM) models
are used for the encoder and decoder, which allow for long
sequences and reuse of past context due to their hidden cell
state. For the decoder, an autoregressive conductor model
is used as in [7].

During inference (Fig. 2, right), a drawn curve is passed
through the DCT-II transform as above, which is repeat-
edly concatenated to a batch of latent vectors generated by
randomly sampling from the chosen prior, a multivariate
Gaussian distribution ε ∼ N (0, I). This is then passed
through the decoder to generate a batch of melody candi-
dates. The DCT transform is again performed on the re-
sulting melody candidates and mean-squared error is used
to pick the melody candidate with components closest to
the drawn curve components.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A web app 1 (Fig. 3) provides a canvas interface for
users to draw contours and a piano roll interface to visu-

1 Web app available at www.tashinamgyal.com/midi-draw

Figure 3. Web app1.

alize, play back and download generated melodies. Pre-
liminary user tests showed that non-musicians often ini-
tially drew curves that oscillated very rapidly, even though
most melodies do not do this, suggesting additional con-
straints or guidance would be useful. A graph was added to
show how changing the number of cosine components used
would change how closely the generated melody fits their
sketch, but further work is needed to train a model with an
adjustable number of conditional components. Users also
suggested that a constant rhythm made generated melodies
sound robotic. Variation in rhythm could be added by con-
ditioning on rhythm onsets [22], rhythm circles [23] or by
tracing deviation from a regular beat. Lastly, we plan to
work on evaluating the quality of musical sequences and
how well sequences match user intentions.

4. CONCLUSION

We described a proof-of-principle implementation of mu-
sic generation from drawing. This frees novice musicians
to comparatively, rather than absolutely, express musical
intentions, while a generative model does the hard part of
selecting notes that loosely yet melodiously follow the in-
tended trend. We demonstrate the potential of the approach
with a web app that allows users to draw pitch contours and
generates matching melodies. This opens the way to user-
centred music generation that tracks changes in musical in-
tention over time more naturally than current alternatives.

www.tashinamgyal.com/midi-draw
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