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Abstract

In this paper, we present Msanii, a novel diffusion-based model for synthesizing long-context, high-
fidelity music efficiently. Our model combines the expressiveness of mel spectrograms, the generative
capabilities of diffusion models, and the vocoding capabilities of neural vocoders. We demonstrate the
effectiveness of Msanii by synthesizing tens of seconds (190 seconds) of stereo music at high sample
rates (44.1 kHz) without the use of concatenative synthesis, cascading architectures, or compression
techniques. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to successfully employ a diffusion-based
model for synthesizing such long music samples at high sample rates. Our demo can be found here and
our code here.

1 Introduction

Music is a universal language that elicits emotions and con-
nects people from diverse cultures, and is an integral part
of society. For decades, researchers have been investigating
whether computers can capture the creative process behind
music creation and the potential implications for music and
artificial intelligence.

In recent years, the field of generative modeling has
seen significant growth with various techniques, includ-
ing generative adversarial networks (GANs) Goodfellow
et al. (2020), variational autoencoders (VAEs) Kingma and
Welling (2013), normalizing flows Rezende and Mohamed
(2015), autoregressive models Dhariwal et al. (2020), and
diffusion models Sohl-Dickstein et al. (2015); Ho et al.
(2020); Kingma et al. (2021), driving progress in various
fields. These techniques have achieved human-level perfor-
mance in tasks such as image generation Rombach et al.
(2022); Karras et al. (2020); Dhariwal and Nichol (2021);
Saharia et al. (2022); Ramesh et al. (2022), speech gen-
eration Kong et al. (2020); Shen et al. (2017), and text
generation Brown et al. (2020); Scao et al. (2022), as well

as progressed music generation Dhariwal et al. (2020);
Rouard and Hadjeres (2021); Engel et al. (2019); Marafi-
oti et al. (2019) and other areas.

However, efficient high-fidelity music synthesis remains
a challenging task in machine learning due to the high
dimensionality of audio signals, which makes it difficult for
models to learn the long-range structure of music Dhari-
wal et al. (2020); Dieleman et al. (2018). To address this
issue, it is common to learn a lower-dimensional repre-
sentation of the audio signal, which can reduce computa-
tional complexity and allow models to better capture the
salient features of music related to fidelity Dhariwal et al.
(2020); Dieleman et al. (2018). As an alternative to learn-
ing a lower-dimensional representation, Time-Frequency
(TF) representations, such as mel spectrograms, provide a
powerful and intuitive way to represent features in audio
signals. Mel spectrograms, which are a type of TF feature,
have been widely used in various applications, including
natural language processing Shen et al. (2017), voice con-
version Hwang et al. (2020), and singing voice synthesis
Liu et al. (2022a). They have also been applied success-
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fully to music synthesis Engel et al. (2019); Marafioti et al.
(2019); Pasini and Schlüter (2022). Mel spectrograms
are particularly appealing for music synthesis due to their
low resolution, which allows them to capture important
musical characteristics while minimizing computational
complexity.

Autoregressive models and GANs are popular choices
for music synthesis, but they each have their own chal-
lenges. Autoregressive models, which have been widely
used in the raw waveform domain Dhariwal et al. (2020);
Dieleman et al. (2018), are often slow at inference. GANs,
which have frequently been employed for music synthesis
using TF representations Engel et al. (2019); Marafioti
et al. (2019); Pasini and Schlüter (2022), can suffer from
unstable training and the adversarial training of multiple
networks, leads to low sample diversity, in addition to be-
ing computationally expensive. In contrast, diffusion-based
models offer fast inference compared to autoregressive
models, a simple training procedure, and have recently out-
performed GANs in terms of quality Dhariwal and Nichol
(2021). This makes diffusion-based models an attractive
choice for music synthesis.

In this paper, we propose a novel approach for music syn-
thesis using mel spectrograms that leverages the benefits
of diffusion-based modeling. By combining the expressive-
ness of mel spectrograms with our novel U-Net architecture
and diffusion models, we are able to synthesize minutes of
high-fidelity music at a high sample rate. Our method rep-
resents a significant advance in the field of music synthesis,
as it generates long samples of high-quality music without
relying on concatenative synthesis, cascading architectures,
or compression techniques. Additionally, we show that our
model, Msanii, can be used to solve other audio tasks, such
as audio inpainting and style transfer, without the need for
retraining.

The main contributions of this paper are:

• We introduce Msanii, a novel diffusion-based
model for long-context, high-fidelity music syn-
thesis in the mel spectrogram domain. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first work to success-
fully employ a diffusion-based model for synthesis
of minutes of audio at high sample rates (44.1
kHz) in the TF domain.

• We demonstrate the effectiveness of Msanii by syn-
thesizing tens of seconds (190 seconds) of stereo
music at a high sample rate (44.1 kHz).

• We show that Msanii can be used to solve other
audio tasks, such as interpolation, style transfer,

inpainting and outpainting, without the need for
retraining.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section
2 we review related work in music synthesis and diffusion-
based models. In Section 3 we describe our proposed
method, including the architecture and training of Msanii.
In Section 4 we present our experimental setup. In Section
5 we present our results. In Section 6 we discuss potential
future work. And Finally, in Section 7 we summarize our
contributions.

DISCLAIMER: This paper is a work in progress and has
not been finalized. The results presented in this paper are
subject to change and should not be considered final.

2 Background

The high dimensionality of audio signals presents a signif-
icant challenge for music synthesis in the raw waveform
domain. To accurately represent an audio sample, it is
necessary to discretize the continuous signal into a large
number of samples, which requires a high sample rate
(thousands of samples per second). For music at CD qual-
ity, this sample rate is typically 44.1 kHz. This means that a
∼3 minute long audio sample will consist of approximately
∼8 million samples. This complexity increases with the
number of channels, as the total number of samples T
becomes T = duration× sample rate× channels.

The computational demands of synthesizing long audio
samples are further compounded by the need to capture a
wide range of musical structures, such as timbre, harmony,
and melody, as well as to ensure global coherence in terms
of form and texture. To address these challenges, it is
common to use a lower-dimensional representation of the
audio signal that captures important musical features while
minimizing computational complexity. Additionally, it is
necessary to employ an expressive but efficient generative
model.

2.1 Mel Spectrograms

To address the computational complexity of our task, we
propose the use of a lower-dimensional yet expressive rep-
resentation of audio: Mel Spectrograms. Mel spectrograms
are a popular representation of audio used in tasks such
as speech synthesis Shen et al. (2017), voice conversion
Hwang et al. (2020), and music synthesis Vasquez and
Lewis (2019). They are derived from the magnitude spec-
trogram of the Short-Time Fourier Transform (STFT) and
encode frequency in a way that is more perceptually rele-
vant to human hearing. However, the conversion from raw



Msanii: High Fidelity Music Synthesis on a Shoestring Budget Work-in-Progress (WiP)

audio to mel spectrograms is not perfectly invertible due
to the loss of phase information in the magnitude STFT
spectrogram.

To reconstruct audio from mel spectrograms, neural
vocoders such as MelGAN Kumar et al. (2019), ISTFTNet
Kaneko et al. (2022), MCNN Arık et al. (2018) and Phase
Gradient Di Giorgi et al. (2022) have been developed to
approximate both the magnitude and phase from the mel
spectrogram. However, designing a vocoder that recon-
structs both the magnitude and phase while remaining
lightweight can be challenging. As an alternative, we pro-
pose reconstructing only the magnitude spectrogram and
approximating the phase using traditional methods. This
approach has been demonstrated in previous work such
as Adversarial Audio Synthesis Marafioti et al. (2019) and
MelNet Vasquez and Lewis (2019). In particular, we use the
Griffin-Lim algorithm Griffin and Lim (1984); Perraudin
et al. (2013).

To reconstruct the magnitude spectrogram, we use a
combination of the Spectral Convergence Loss and Log-
Magnitude Loss. The Spectral Convergence Loss is defined
as:

‖|STFT (s)| − |STFT (s)|‖F
‖|STFT (s)|‖F

(1)

where |.| represents the magnitude, |.|F is the Frobenius
norm, and s and ŝ are the ground truth and predicted
magnitude spectrograms, respectively. This loss focuses on
the large magnitude components of the spectrograms.

The Log-Magnitude Loss is defined as:

‖log(|STFT (s)|+ ε)− log(|STFT (ŝ)|+ ε)‖1 (2)

where ε is a small constant value added to prevent tak-
ing the logarithm of zero, and |.|1 is the L1 norm. This
loss focuses on the small magnitude components of the
spectrograms.

2.2 Diffusion

Inspired by the recent successes of diffusion models Sohl-
Dickstein et al. (2015); Ho et al. (2020); Kingma et al.
(2021) in solving audio tasks Rouard and Hadjeres (2021);
Kong et al. (2020), we chose to employ them for the task
of synthesizing mel spectrograms. Diffusion models can be
thought of as a Markovian Hierarchical Variational Autoen-
coder Luo (2022). They define a markov chain of steps to
slowly add random noise to the data and then learn the
reverse process to synthesize data samples from noise.

2.2.1 Forward Process

Given a real data distribution q(x0), we draw a sample
x0 from the distribution, x0 ∼ q(x). Then, we define a
forward noising process q(xt|xt−1) that gradually adds
Gaussian noise to the sample according to a predefined
schedule βt ∈ (0, 1)

T
t=1, where β1 < β2 < · · · < βT . Specif-

ically, the sample distribution at each time step is given
by:

q(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;
√

1− βtxt−1, βtI) (3)

And the distribution over the entire sequence of samples
x1:T given the initial sample x0 is given by:

q(x1:T |x0) =

T∏
t=1

q(xt|xt−1) (4)

As T →∞, the distribution of xT approaches the standard
Gaussian distribution.

To sample from the forward distribution, we can draw a
sample xt at each time step t from a conditional Gaussian
with mean µt =

√
1− βtxt−1 and variance σ2 = βt as

follows:

xt =
√

1− βtxt−1 +
√
βtε where ε ∼ N (0, I) (5)

The forward noising process in diffusion models has
the property that, using the reparameterization trick, we
can sample xt at any arbitrary timestep. This property is
described in Song et al. (2020); Luo (2022); Weng (2021).
Let αt = 1 − βt and ᾱt =

∏t
i=1 αi. The process can be

expressed as follows:

xt =
√
αtxt−1 +

√
1− αtεt−1

=
√
αtαt−1xt−2 +

√
1− αtαt−1ε̄t−2

= . . .

=
√
αtx0 +

√
1− αtε

(6)

where, εt−1, εt−2, · · · ∼ N (0, I). ε̄t−2 is a combination
of two Gaussian distributions with different variances,
N (0, σ2

1I) and N (0, σ2
2I), such that:

ε̄t−2 =
√

(1− αt) + αt(1− αt−1) =
√

1− αtαt−1 (7)

2.2.2 Reverse Process

To generate a sample from a Gaussian noise input xT ∼
N (0, I), we reverse the forward process by sampling from
q(xt−1|xt). However, q(xt−1|xt) depends on the entire
dataset, so we learn an approximate model pθ:
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pθ(xt−1|xt) = N (xt−1;µθ(xt, t),Σθ(xt, t)) (8)

pθ(x0:T ) = p(xT )

T∏
t=1

pθ(xt−1|xt) (9)

The reverse conditional probability becomes tractable
when it is conditioned on x0:

q(xt−1|xt,x0) = N (xt−1; µ̃t(xt,x0), Σ̃t(xt,x0)) (10)

Similar to Ho et al. (2020), we fix the variance to:

Σθ(xt,x0) = σ2
t I = β̃tI (11)

and learn only the mean µθ. This gives us:

q(xt−1|xt,x0) = N (xt−1; µ̃t(xt,x0), β̃tI) (12)

Using Bayes’ rule, we can derive the following equations:

µ̃t(xt,x0) =

√
αt(1− ᾱt−1)

1− ᾱt
xt +

√
ᾱt−1βt

1− ᾱt−1
x0 (13)

β̃t =
1− ᾱt−1

1− ᾱt
· βt (14)

By substituting x0 = 1√
ᾱt

(xt−
√

1− ᾱtεt) into the above
equation for µ̃t(xt,x0), we get:

µ̃t(xt,x0) =
1√
ᾱt

(xt −
1− αt√
1− ᾱt

εt) (15)

This equation allows us to compute the mean of the
distribution q(xt−1|xt,x0) given xt and x0. The variance
of this distribution is fixed to β̃tI, where β̃t is given by
the equation β̃t = 1−ᾱt−1

1−ᾱt
· βt. We can then sample from

this distribution to obtain a sample of xt−1 given xt and
x0. This process can be repeated to generate samples of
xt−2,xt−3, . . . ,x0 given xT .

2.2.3 Loss Function

As xt is available during training, we can use it to repa-
rameterize the Gaussian mean term and predict εt given
xt and t. This is done with the following equation:

µ̃t(xt,x0) =
1√
ᾱt

(xt −
1− αt√
1− ᾱt

εθ(xt, t)) (16)

We then use the simplified loss term as described by Ho
et al. (2020). Resulting in the following equations:

Lt = Et∼[1,T ],x0,εt [‖εt − εθ(xt, t)‖
2
2]

= Et∼[1,T ],x0,εt [‖εt − εθ(
√
αtx0 +

√
1− αtεt, t)‖22]

(17)

3 Architecture

Motivated by the success of the patch embedding tokeniza-
tion scheme in the Vision Transformer (VIT) Dosovitskiy
et al. (2020), we propose a similar tokenization scheme for
audio based on mel spectrograms. Specifically, we view mel
spectrograms as a sequence of tokens, where the sequence
length is equal to the time frames and the dimensionality of
each token is equal to the number of mel frequencies. This
is similar to taking a patch along the frequency dimension,
with a patch size equal to the number of mel frequencies.

In contrast to other methods that treat mel spectrograms
as images, our approach offers efficiency gains by reducing
the context size. For a mel spectrogram with dimensions
channels× frequencies× time frames, our context size
is reduced to channels× time frames. Furthermore, we
process channels independently, allowing our method to be
applicable to an arbitrary number of channels. These con-
siderations have been incorporated into the design of our
U-Net (see Section 3.1) and Neural Vocoder (see Section
3.2).

3.1 U-Net

U-Nets Ronneberger et al. (2015) are a popular choice
for image segmentation tasks due to their ability to ac-
curately model fine details and localize features through
the use of skip connections. These neural networks have
also been greatly applied to diffusion modeling Nichol and
Dhariwal (2021); Song et al. (2020); Ho et al. (2020).
In this work, we propose a U-Net architecture that com-
bines the strengths of U-Nets with those of transformers
Vaswani et al. (2017), which are known for their ability
to capture long-range dependencies through self-attention
mechanisms. The resulting model is able to capture both lo-
cal and global context while remaining efficient (see Figure
1). We present components of the U-Net below.

3.1.1 Input and Output Layers

The input layer (tokenization layer) receives a 2D spectro-
gram X ∈ Rc×f×l, where c is the channel dimension (e.g.,
mono, stereo), f is the frequency dimension, and l is the
time frames dimension. It reshapes and linearly projects
it along the frequency dimension to obtain H ∈ Rd×c×t,
where H is the output, d is the frequency dimension after
projection.

The output layer (detokenization layer) expects an input
H ∈ Rd×c×l and performs the inverse actions of the input
layer, linearly projecting the input and reshaping it into
Y ∈ Rc×f×l, where Y is the output (see Figure 1).
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Figure 1: Proposed Msanii Architecture.
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3.1.2 Residual Block

The input to our residual block is a 2D latent feature H ∈
Rd×c×l and a timestep embedding feature T ∈ Rk×1×1,
where d is the frequency dimension, c is the channel dimen-
sion, l is the time frames dimension and k is the timestep.
We first apply a pre-normalization layer to the input fea-
tures, then perform a 3 × 3 padded convolution without
changing the number of features to ensure that the input
and output features have the same dimensions. While the
U-Net is not sensitive to the specific type of normalization
used, we have found that feature normalization performs
better than weight normalization. This may be because the
use of feature normalization forces the pre-activations to be
Gaussian, resulting in output that is also Gaussian, which
is useful for modeling noise that is typically Gaussian. We
chose to use Instance Norm Ulyanov et al. (2016) in our
implementation, as it has been observed to produce audio
with fewer metallic artifacts in our Neural Vocoder 3.2.

After normalizing and projecting the input features, we
project the timestep embedding features using a 1× 1 con-
volution to match the feature dimensions of the latent
features. We then sum the timestep embedding features
and latent features and feed them into a Multi-Layer Per-
ceptron (MLP). Our MLP is based on ConvNext Liu et al.
(2022b) with a minor modification: we apply the GELU
non-linearity before the first convolution layer. Finally, we
apply the residual connection to the outputs of the MLP,
and optionally project the residual features to match the
dimensions of the MLP outputs.

3.1.3 Linear Attention

The input to our linear attention block is a 2D latent feature
tensor H ∈ Rd×c×l. We first apply Instance Normalization
to the input tensor before performing the attention opera-
tions. While the choice of attention mechanism does not
significantly affect the performance of the U-Net, we have
found that Linear Attention Katharopoulos et al. (2020)
performs well due to its linear computational complexity.

Unlike some transformers Vaswani et al. (2017); Doso-
vitskiy et al. (2020); Katharopoulos et al. (2020); Liu et al.
(2022b), we have observed that placing the attention layer
after the residual block leads to better global coherence.
Therefore, we adopt the post-attention mechanism for all
of our tasks. Note that the U-Net is not sensitive to the
specific attention mechanism used, which may be due to
the fact that attention layers are used in the deeper layers
where the context size is already small enough for global
context to be easily captured.

3.1.4 Downsampling and Upsampling Layers

For downsampling the input features, we use a single 1× 3

convolution layer with a stride of 1 × 2 and padding of
0 × 1. This effectively reduces the time dimension of the
input features by a factor of 2 while preserving the other
dimensions.

For upsampling, we use a single 1 × 4 transposed con-
volution layer with a stride of 1× 2 and padding of 0× 1.
This effectively increases the time dimension of the input
features by a factor of 2 while preserving the other dimen-
sions.

3.2 Neural Vocoder

Our neural vocoder design is inspired by ISTFTNet Kaneko
et al. (2022) and features a simple structure. It takes in
an input mel spectrogram X ∈ Rc×fm×l, where fm is the
frequency dimension of the mel spectrogram, and passes it
through an input layer (see Section 3.1.1). The mel spectro-
gram is then processed through a single residual block (see
Section 3.1.2), without the timestep embedding features,
and finally through an output layer (see Section 3.1.1).
This produces an STFT spectrogram Y ∈ Rc×fs×l, where
fs is the frequency dimension of the magnitude STFT spec-
trogram. After the output layer, we apply an exponential
activation to transform the magnitude spectrogram from
log-space to linear-space (see Figure 1).

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset

The dataset used for this work is the POP909 dataset Wang*
et al. (2020), which consists of 909 MIDI files of popular
pop songs. We synthesize 44.1kHz, stereo audio from the
MIDI files using FluidSynth Newmarch (2017).

4.2 Training Details

4.2.1 Data Preprocessing

To synthesize mel spectrograms from the raw audio, we
use an STFT window size of 2048 with a hop size of 1024,
and apply 128 mel filterbanks to the resulting mel spec-
trogram. Since diffusion models typically operate on data
in the range [−1, 1] and expect the data to be Gaussian,
we propose learning data-specific preprocessing techniques
such as moving average parameters for standard scaling
(see Algorithm 1) and min-max scaling (see Section A for
more details).

4.2.2 Model Training

For our U-Net model, we set the width to 256 and use
2 U-Net blocks per resolution before applying downsam-
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pling/upsampling layers. This results in a total of 14 U-Net
blocks in the encoder and decoder, yielding a model with
49.8 million parameters. We set the timestep dimensional-
ity to 128 and train the model for 110,000 steps using the
Adam optimizer with a linear warmup of 500 steps. The
value of β1 for the Adam optimizer is set to 0.5, and the
learning rate is set to 0.0002. We also train an exponential
moving average version of the U-Net. The audio is limited
to a length of 8,387,584 samples (190 seconds), chosen so
that the resulting spectrogram is divisible by the number
of downsampling layers. We use a batch size of 4 and train
the model on a single GPU with 16 GB of memory. The
specific GPU used may vary depending on availability.

For the Neural Vocoder model, we set the width to 256
and use a single residual block between the input and
output layers. This results in a model with 1.4 million
parameters. We train the model for 40,000 steps using
the Adam optimizer with a linear warmup of 500 steps.
The value of β1 for the Adam optimizer is set to 0.5, and
the learning rate is set to 0.0002. The audio is limited
to a length of 523,264 samples (11 seconds), chosen so
that the resulting spectrogram is divisible by the number
of downsampling layers. We use a batch size of 8 and train
the model on a single GPU with 16 GB of memory. The
specific GPU used may vary depending on availability.

Both of our models are trained using 16-bit floating point
precision.

For diffusion, we use the diffusers library von Platen et al.
(2022) implementation of the DDIM algorithm Song et al.
(2020) with 1000 timesteps and the cosine noise schedule
from Glide Nichol et al. (2021) (see Section B for more
details).

4.3 Evaluation

Our model is currently under active development, so we
have performed manual evaluation of the samples. In this
evaluation, we have focused on the long-term coherence
and harmony of the generated samples. We have ran-
domly generated samples with different seeds, rather than
cherry-picking specific samples. However, we have not yet
implemented any quantitative metrics for evaluating the
performance of the model.

5 Results

5.1 Sampling

To evaluate the quality of the generated samples, we use
subjective evaluations by human listeners. We generate

our samples using 200 steps of DDIM and 200 iterations of
GriffinLim.

Overall, we observe that the generated samples have
good long-term coherence, with the ability to maintain
coherence for approximately 3 minutes. The samples also
display diverse structures, including repeating patterns
throughout the entire song. However, the generated sam-
ples do exhibit some degradation in quality compared to
human-generated music, particularly in terms of realism
and naturalness. This may be due in part to the use of
GriffinLim for phase reconstruction.

One particularly notable strength of the generated sam-
ples is their diversity, despite being trained on a relatively
small dataset. This suggests that the model is able to learn
generalizable patterns from the training data.

We also observe that the model struggles with global
coherence early on in training, and that the loss does not
show significant improvement as training progresses. How-
ever, we do notice that with longer training, the model is
able to achieve better global coherence and overall sample
quality improves.

We do not observe any significant improvements by in-
creasing the number of DDIM sampling steps. This suggests
that training the model with a shorter noise schedule may
lead to faster sampling. Further experimentation will be
necessary to confirm this possibility.

Figure 2: Illustrated from left to right are generated sam-
ples generated with 200 DDIM steps and 200 GriffinLim
steps.

5.2 Audio-to-Audio (Style Transfer)

Starting with a mel spectrogram x0, we use Equation (6)
to add noise at a desired timestep t, resulting in a noised
mel spectrogram xt. We then employ the reverse diffusion
process (described in Subsection 2.2.2) to generate vari-
ations of the original audio that are more similar to our
training data.

Our findings indicate that at low noise levels, the gen-
erated audio maintains the structure of the original audio
while adapting the instruments and vocals to match those
in the training data. However, the generated audio is too
noisy at these low noise levels. On the other hand, when
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the noise level is higher, the generated audio more closely
resembles the training data, but the structure of the origi-
nal audio is largely lost.

We also note that percussive sounds, such as drums, are
less sensitive to increases in noise levels. Even at high
noise levels, the overall structure of the generated audio is
preserved.

Figure 3: Illustrated, from left to right, are audio-to-audio
samples of a drum loop with increasing noise timesteps, t:
t = 0, t = 100, t = 500, and t = 900.

5.3 Interpolation

To perform audio interpolation using diffusion models,
we start with two mel spectrograms x1

0 and x2
0 and use

Equation (6) to add noise at the desired time step t,
resulting in noised mel spectrograms x1

t and x2
t . We

then interpolate the two noised spectrograms as follows:
xt = γx1

t + (1− γ)x2
t , where γ ∈ [0, 1] is the interpolation

ratio. We apply the reverse diffusion process (described
in Subsection 2.2.2) to generate interpolations of the two
audio sources that are more similar to our training data.

We find that percussive sounds tend to be more promi-
nent in the generated audio, even when the interpolation
ratio is low. Similar to the results of the audio-to-audio task
(see Subsection 5.2), we observe that at low noise levels
the musical structure of the original audio is preserved, but
the generated audio is noisy. On the other hand, at high
noise levels, the musical structure of the generated audio
closely resembles that of the training data.

Figure 4: Original samples for interpolation, featuring a
piano sample on the left and a drum loop on the right.

Figure 5: Illustrated, from left to right, are interpolation
samples generated with a fixed noise timestep of t = 200

and varying ratios of the original samples: 0.1, 0.5, and
0.9 representing the proportion of the first original sample
in each interpolated sample, respectively

Figure 6: Illustrated, from left to right, are interpolation
samples generated with a fixed ratio of 0.5 and increas-
ing noise timesteps t: t = 100, t = 500, and t = 900,
respectively.

5.4 Inpainting

In inpainting, we use a binary mask to identify the sections
of an audio signal that should be kept and which should be
removed. We then apply the Repaint algorithm Lugmayr
et al. (2022), as implemented by von Platen et al. (2022),
to fill in the masked sections.

However, our results show that the inpainted sections of-
ten lack rhythm and do not accurately capture the melody
and harmony of the original audio. The inpainted audio
sounds like a completely novel sample and does not re-
semble the original audio at all. This leads to a sudden
change in the musical structure of the song in the inpainted
sections.

We are not sure why this issue occurs. Further experi-
mentation will be necessary to investigate and address this
problem.

Figure 7: Illustrated from left to right: an original drum
loop sample, and three inpainted versions generated using
different seeds. The inpainted section in each sample is
highlighted by the red box.
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5.5 Outpainting

Outpainting involves extending the audio beyond the orig-
inal recording by filling in additional sections with syn-
thesized audio. To perform outpainting, we use the same
algorithm as for inpainting (see Subsection 5.4). We take
half of the original audio and concatenate it with an empty
spectrogram, then specify a mask to inpaint the empty part.

Unfortunately, our results are sub-optimal. The out-
painted sections often sound different from the original
audio, often lacking rhythm. This is more pronounced
because the different spans of audio that are outpainted re-
sult in regions of sudden change, making the audio sound
like multiple different sources concatenated together.

We are not sure why this issue occurs. Further experi-
mentation will be necessary to investigate and address this
problem.

Figure 8: Illustrated from left to right: an original drum
loop sample, and three outpainted versions generated us-
ing different seeds. The start of the outpainted section in
each sample is highlighted by the red line.

6 Future Work

There are several directions in which this work could be
extended to improve the quality and usefulness of the
approach in a music production setting. Some potential
avenues for future research include:

6.1 Conditional Generation

In this work, we have focused on unconditional generation,
meaning that there is little to no control over the synthe-
sized samples. However, in a music production setting,
it is important to allow some control over the generated
music. Possible approaches for adding controllability to the
synthesis process include:

• Conditioning the model on factors such as lyrics,
mood, or MIDI input. This could allow users to
specify the content or style of the generated music.

• Allowing users to provide feedback during synthe-
sis, either through explicit input or by interacting
with the generated audio. This could allow users
to shape the output in real-time or guide the syn-
thesis process towards their desired results.

6.2 Evaluation in Realistic Settings

Our model has not yet been evaluated in a realistic set-
ting, so it is important to determine its usefulness and
effectiveness in music production. Possible approaches for
evaluating the model include:

• Conducting user studies or case studies to assess
the usefulness and effectiveness of the techniques
in a music production setting. This could involve
gathering feedback from music producers, musi-
cians, or other industry professionals.

• Comparing the model’s output to that of human
musicians or existing music production tools, using
metrics such as subjective quality or task-specific
performance. This could help to identify areas
where the model excels or falls short compared to
human or established standards.

6.3 Generalization to Other Audio Tasks

While this work has focused on music synthesis, we be-
lieve that the model could potentially be applied to other
audio processing tasks as well. Some possible areas for
exploration include:

• Classification tasks, such as genre classification or
instrument recognition. This could help to deter-
mine the model’s ability to learn and represent
musical concepts.

• Audio restoration tasks, such as noise reduction
or audio enhancement. This could help to evalu-
ate the model’s ability to manipulate and improve
audio signals.

6.4 Improvements to Model Components

There are several ways in which the performance of the
model and its components could be improved:

• Addressing the suboptimal performance of inpaint-
ing and outpainting for interactive audio design.
This could involve redesigning the inpainting algo-
rithm or incorporating new techniques for synthe-
sizing audio.

• Scaling the model to improve its performance.
This could help evaluate the scaling laws of the
model.

• Incorporating new advancements in diffusion
model sampling to allow for near real-time syn-
thesis. This could help to make the model more
responsive and interactive in a music production
setting.
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6.5 Expanding the Range of Generated Music

In this work, we have focused on generating music from a
single instrument. However, there are many ways in which
the model could be expanded to generate a wider range of
music:

• Examining how the model handles more complex
data with multiple instruments and vocals. This
could allow the model to generate a wider range
of musical styles and textures.

• Exploring the use of multi-track or stem genera-
tion, allowing users to have explicit control over
each generated instrument. This could be particu-
larly useful in a music production setting.

• Investigating the use of the model for generating
music in different styles or genres, such as elec-
tronic, classical, or world music. This could help
to assess the model’s ability to learn and represent
diverse musical traditions.

Overall, there is significant potential for further research
on our approach and its applications in the field of music
synthesis AI, and we believe that these techniques have the
potential to have a significant impact in the field.

7 Conclusion

In this work, we have introduced Msanii, a novel diffusion-
based model for synthesizing long-context, high-fidelity
music efficiently. By combining the expressiveness of
mel spectrograms, the generative capabilities of diffusion
models, and the vocoding capabilities of neural vocoders,
Msanii is able to generate high quality audio. Our results
demonstrate Msanii’s capabilities for generating minutes of
coherent audio efficiently, and we have also discussed the
potential for Msanii to be used in various applications in
the field of music production. With its strong performance
and versatility, we believe that Msanii has significant poten-
tial for further research and development. Overall, Msanii
shows promise as a powerful tool for music synthesis and
production.
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A Data Preprocessing

A.1 Standard Scaling (Normalization)

Algorithm 1 Standard Scaling Algorithm
Input: x: mini-Batch B = {x1...n}, m: momentum, d:

momentum decay, ε: epsilon
Output: y = x−E[x]√

Var[x]+ε

1: if no running statistics then
# Initialize running statistics

2: µR ← 1
n

∑n
i=1 xi # mean

3: σ2
R ← 1

n

∑n
i=1(xi − µR)2 # variance

4: end if

5: if in training mode then
# Use mini-batch statistics

6: µB ← 1
n

∑n
i=1 xi # mean

7: σ2
B ← 1

n

∑n
i=1(xi − µB)2 # variance

# Update running statistics
8: m← d ·m # momentum
9: µR ← (1−m) · µR +m · µB # mean

10: σ2
R ← (1−m) · σ2

R +m · σ2
B # variance

11: else
# Use running statistics

12: µB ← µR # mean
13: σ2

B ← µR # variance
14: end if

15: y ← x−µB√
σ2
B+ε

This algorithm standardizes the elements of the input x
using the mean E[x] and variance Var[x] of the input. The
momentum m and momentum decay d are used to update
the running statistics during training, and the small con-
stant ε is used to prevent division by zero. If the model is
in training mode, the batch statistics µB and σ2

B are used
to compute the mean and variance. If the model is in in-
ference mode, the running statistics µR and σ2

R are used
instead.

A.2 Min-Max Scaling

Algorithm 2 Min-Max Scaling Algorithm
Input: x: mini-Batch B = {x1...n}, ymin: minimum value

after scaling, ymax: maximum value after scaling, m:
momentum, d: momentum decay

Output: y = x−min(x)
max(x)−min(x) ∗ (ymax − ymin) + ymin

1: if no running statistics then
# Initialize running statistics

2: minR ← min(x) # min
3: maxR ← max(x) # max
4: end if

5: if in training mode then
# Use mini-batch statistics

6: minB ← min(x) # min
7: maxB ← max(x) # max

# Update running statistics
8: m← d ·m # momentum
9: minR ← (1−m) ·minR +m ·minB # min

10: maxR ← (1−m) ·maxR +m ·maxB # max
11: else

# Use running statistics
12: minB ← minR
13: maxB ← maxR
14: end if

15: y = x−minB

maxB−minB
∗ (ymax − ymin) + ymin

16: y = max(ymin,min(y, ymax)) # clamp y to be in the
range [ymin, ymax]

This algorithm scales the elements of the input x to be in
the range [ymin, ymax]. The momentum m and momentum
decay d are used to update the running statistics during
training. If the model is in training mode, the batch statis-
tics minB and maxB are used to compute the min and max.
If the model is in inference mode, the running statistics
minR and maxR are used instead.
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B Hyper-parameters

B.1 Neural Vocoder

Hyper-parameter Value

Data
Sample rate 44100
Audio length 523264
Audio channels 2
Batch size 8

Transforms
FFT size 2048
Window length 2048
Hop length 1024
Mel frequencies 128
Feature scaling momentum 0.001
Feature scaling decay 0.99
GriffinLim iterations 200

Vocoder
Model dimension 256
MLP hidden dimension factor 4

Training
Learning rate (lr) 0.0002
Optimizer Adam
Adam betas 0.5, 0.999
lr warmup iterations 500
lr warmup start factor 1

3

Precision 16
Training steps 40000

Table 1: Neural Vocoder hyper-parameters.

B.2 U-Net

Hyper-parameter Value

Data
Sample rate 44100
Audio Length 8387584
Audio channels 2
Batch size 4

Diffusion
Noise schedule cosine
Number of training timesteps 1000
Number of sampling steps 200

U-Net
Base model dimension 256
Timestep dimension 128
MLP hidden dimension factor 4
Number of attention heads 8
Dimensionality factor 1,1,1,1,1,1,1
Dilations 1,1,1,1,1,1,1
Has attention F, F, F, F, F, T, T
Has resampling T, T, T, T, T, T, F
Blocks per resolution 2,2,2,2,2,2,2

EMA U-Net
Start step 2000
Decay 0.995
Update every n-steps 10

Training
Learning rate (lr) 0.0002
Optimizer Adam
Adam betas 0.5, 0.999
lr warmup iterations 500
lr warmup start factor 1

3

Precision 16
Training steps 110000

Table 2: U-Net hyper-parameters.
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C Optimizing U-Net Width for Improved
Performance

The U-Net architecture, similar to transformers, can
achieve significant performance gains by increasing its
width. However, it is essential to consider the relation-
ship between the width of the U-Net and the dimension of
the spectrogram frequencies when using it as a feature.

For instance, using a U-Net with a width that is lower
than the frequency dimension of the spectrogram forces
the input layer to only learn the principal components of
the mel spectrogram. This approach may work well for a
clean mel spectrogram but is not suitable when the mel
spectrogram is corrupted with noise.

Our experimentation has shown that it is crucial for the
U-Net width to be at least 2x larger than the frequency di-
mension of the spectrogram to ensure optimal performance.
Further experimentation is required to fully understand
this phenomenon and to optimize the U-Net’s width for
improved performance.
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