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YR EE, bR RHE (F)

1 FLC®IC

HIRHE 1%, EHROFFEMES L BTG S
5, RAMOHHZHEE T 2BAMTH 5. Kz, S
RLEX < A 7 0k U ALEE DRI D ST &I 57
BERT DHEMIET T 1~ REIFELEE (blind source
separation: BSS) CIEIENS. BHIEEDF v+ IV
(x4 70R ) CRAETNTVLEFEREPEFL L
T, ML 40 (independent component
analysis: ICA) [1] 12325< BSS & LT, JAEEH
1 ICA (frequency-domain ICA: FDICA) [2], 3%
N2 MV (independent vector analysis: IVA)
(3, 4], ROMSIAK T > 247515347 (independent low-
rank matrix analysis: [LRMA) [5, 6] f?ﬁihiéﬂf
/. IhsixwThnd, FDICAICEITS8—3 2
T—a V7] BRSNS DEHES D
Ny 2 #8514 5 M) 2 k9 % 728D FDICA Ok
RTHB. IVA X ILRMA 1%, ZTOHBEEMRED = X
PAJEMEIZ S BN SFE DR A S, BE < DR
FHEX— ﬁ“ft%(i’\t%@bflﬂé (218 [8] &%) .

—7i, %< OEEESWHTHY SN 2RI 7 —
) T2 (short-time Fourier transform: STFT) T
%, BEKEZDOA—N—F v T2 & 0 HERREE
W)y BTN E T S O 9] @ Fig. 15
WD . ZHIKR R R X W F 5 MR AIZE
LTWBHEETHD, AXT MY T LFENE LT
ENa (10, 11]. EE, TOARZ vOs S ARG
% FDICA ® IVA IZE A L7z BSS MRS h, o
BT AR LR DN — 3 27— a VIEOMIE T
VARNTHH LWL 0B Z e ARE N 9], %
DFEFE, DEESONR—I 2T = a VUASREREE
BMCRRBZGHIZ, AR T I L EFENE (B
A OFEEEARE) BPRE<ERDNS WO
BIZEDWTWS (3K [9] D Fig. 2 2#) .

ARETIX, Wk 9] TREINAERICEDE, &b
EREE R BSS Ek 2 HE LT, AXZ b s I AL
WP JEMEE ILRMA (ZEA LT VT Y XA % RE
$5. £/, BRESLEF{EED BSS ERz@EL
T, ILRMA iIZBWTHARY hB ST AP EVEN
SEEMEBED M RIZEBRS 5 Z L 2R T

2 BSS &ERRY MNOYILEFEMH

2.1 STFT X%U' BSS OEXL

G 5D L /EHOY Y TV 2l DL SR
L, NEOFEESH M EHD < 7 vk Tl

=8, & HR - (FRGH K)

V), RO DA T2 2 Th o, T IdimE
#3#%Y. BSS TlE, HFRES s TEVWAEES v %,
BHIES o fET 22 L RENE RS,
FDICA, IVA, KO'ILRMA %50 & B5E BSS
T, F5% R B BGES O D 5. STFT 2
BUBZEBREL VI MNEZEINEFNQ KO T 2BL L,
85 2(l) © j FHORKRM 7 A v MIkA &2 5.

20 = [2[(j — )7 + 1), 2[(j — )7 + 2],
G- Dr+Q]”
_ [Z[j][l]y"' 72[3‘][(1],... ’Z[j][QHT e R¥

ZZT, j=1,2,--- , J R qg=1,2,---,Q IxTN
TNERFE 7 A Y VRO T AV AT Y T LD
A VFIARET. A MU (MBS TE
FIEHEDEIT>72DAT) J=L/T &b, 55

z=[z[1],--,2[l], -+, 2[L]]T € RE @ STFT %
Z =STFT,(z) e€C™/ (4)
XU, Z D (i,)) ERFRATEZ SN D,
Q
Z wlg —z27r(q—1)(i—1)/F (5)
qg=1

ZIZT, i=1,2,---  TIXEAERC YD1V T IR

X|F/2)+1 =1 %h=38E, (] $RELK
FEBHAL, RO w 3RO BEEERT. Ak
RrORMEME 0 LB L&, ¥ STFT % ISTFT(+)
ERHLTE. ARTIE, we& o DRTHRRADER
SRS 2T 2 INET 5.

z = ISTFT5(STFT,,(2))

£F v 32V STFT Z2#A L TR O NS FiRES,
BHES, RODBESOART N a oI LD (i,])

vz e R (6)

FHOERZ ZTNZTIRATKT.
Sij = [Sij1 2 Sign SN | ech (1)
@i = [Tij1, s Tijms -z ] € CM O (8)
Yii = [Vij1o Yigns - Yign | eC (9)

E7, R (7)-(9) OREEREAH % Z TN S, €
cl¥, X, e C*, RUY, ¢ C</ L E#HT 3.
JA PRI BSS TIE, IR OBHHR A % ET 5.

ENBRIEER D, £F v 2 VOBHES, BE Tij = Aisij (10)
=) AN V=] S0 Y= T
5, RUSHESETNTNRATRY. zzT, Aeﬂﬂ“NiH&Wﬁwﬁnﬁﬂfﬁé
_ T N A (1 ) , BEROBEERHPERLD &0V
s[l] = [sl[l] [l], []] . eR (1) NNl S Ol AV A
z(l] = [a1]1], - ,fcm[l] mll]]” eRM (2) LM;%, BEMLR (M =N) 2825, ZOHA,
B T N BSS 13 A; DTl e T HME L 8%, 2 DWifT
yll] = [yl s yall), - yN[ZH €ERT O GlawiaA v T B, HEHETRIAL A S,
ZZT, n:1,2,~~',‘\N,ﬁ7‘71:1,27"'7]\‘4’ Ji30) Yij = Wiy (11)
=12, LIZFENENGEH, 170k y (Fv
*Independent low-rank matrix analysis based on spectrogram consistency. By Nao TOSHIMA, Daichi
KITAMURA (NIT Kagawa), and Kohei YATABE (Waseda Univ.).
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@/»Anazmt;ofﬁwﬁwgn,%Mﬁoa
7&57\/\0 SR NN T R RN N =
i;ﬁﬁTTiXAﬁbD77A®ﬁﬁ&Uﬂ&
ﬁﬁmmwﬁ&#&wmﬁ LT, AL—Yv
AT D &SRB Y B (SR [9] @ Fig. 1 28) .
SCHR [9] D Fig. 20D &k 512, N—=3Ia5—Ya v
BRE L TVWAREHESDARY bu s T Lk, B
BB O A I RN U TP EES K E SHE
mhihTWwb., it->T, FDICAR IVAIZEIT 2 W,
D MEEGEILDEFET STFT, (ISTFT5(Y;,)) % fEH
IEBZ LT, AREREEDOERESVIEL B X
Nz ON=3 25—y a VEENRR I NZ) JREEIZ
DUTOBETELZERRINT VWS, AT
;O%vﬁ%%%%%ﬁfgénﬁMAusmf%,
FRODOARY bu s T AP EN & KRR T S
T XLAWEREA FICERNS 5 Z & 2FEHT 5.

3 REFE
3.1 AR/ OV LEFEMICEDC ILRMA
ILRMA &k Ao HEE % BvMES 5 [6)].

£::—2J§:|m%VV¢

a:,|
+ I 11 tiknVkjn | (14
z(z 2 oS tannn) (19
ZZT, tign KO vpgn BIEATTHI T, € REK RO
V, € REY o®EHTHY, k=1,2,-- ,KZT,
DFINRT MLV DA VT2 ATH 5. & (14) DML
(&, ICAIZED < plE SR OHN DR KL L FEE

fEF7HIA 72 % (nonnegative matrix factorization:
NMF) [12] iI2ED K HHEZDIRT » 73861 |Y, |2 ~

T, V, % FRICIF5 2 LIS/ T 5. HL, 135l
?5«Pu£$a@%ﬁ@:%%$¢.:nuwg
N R A SUAE
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F—=Ya VEEPE DRV W, 2HEELTWS.
BREFETIE, AT N0 JT AP ENEE G
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U; axtl 15
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Win < (WzUzn) €n (16)
_1

Yijn < Wi, T (18)

B O NMF &iFE 7L 0 KER#ELEHA

> i > g tik’nvk/jn)_Q Vkjn
tikn < tikn 1
Zj (Zk’ tik'nvk’jn) Vkjn
(19)
Yoilyignl? Qo tik’nvk’jn)iz Likn

> Oow tik’nvk’jn)_l Likn
(20)

Vkjn — Vkjn

BT,
Y, « STFT,(ISTFT5(Y,)) (21)

RAEEAEATSILET, BEIOKBIZBWTA
R7 v a7 LMPELEHEMAEATS. 22T, e, €
{0, 1V I n BHOERDOAN 1 ODHALRT ML TH
5. XN (21) 1%, HHESOARIZ M RTILY, &
EFEARY AT T LDEENLHFELTWS D
LIZHIET S, FDD, LY, BEFETHNIL
XD IHMTELTEST, Y, [TFEDH NI K
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3.2 REBOIOCIIVavNyIEOER
ILRMA O 1% FDICA % IVA & Fffz, & (12)
WWRTEREE D 2. &Iz, EEOXAFTH D; 12
RN 2 AP ED A — IV AREEE, THEEDIA
&ﬁbuﬁiAﬁ%E%%ﬁbfbi5.%$$&f
&, D; \ZHRNT 57 G 8D OB E RUNRICHIZ 5
7=, HEOREFEIC %mfﬁ@U%ﬁﬁpwk,
WAD Tz av Ny 73k [13] 2#EHAT 5.

Pijn = W' (€0 0Yij) = Yijnin, (22)

Z :‘/C‘\v gz]n - [gzgnlakvg’ijnmv 7gij’nM}T 6‘
CMﬁ17—»ﬁE%®ﬁ%%%®uJ%§E®W
JJ )\zn = [)\znla o )\7.nmv"’ )\inM]T S (C]VI XA
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A (22) ([T &> THMEE (14) DEVEE)THZ L %
Fi<7=diz, MOEHEHLIRD KD IZHIET 5.
Win < WinNinmye (23)
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Algorithm 1 Consistent ILRMA

Input: {acij}z'li,j:p maxlter
Output: {yij}f’:‘]l)jzl
t: Initialize {T3,}0_, , {Vo )0, (Wi L,
2: for iter =1,2,--- ,maxlter do
3:  Ensure consistency by (21) Vn
4:  Update W; by (15)—(18) Vi, j,n
5. Update T,, and V,, by (19), (20) Vi, j,k,n
6:  Apply back projection by (22) Vi, j,n
7. Update parameters by (23)—(25) Vi, j, k,n
8: end for

Table 1 Experimental conditions

Hann window
64, 128, 256, 512, 768, 1024 ms
1/16 or 1/2 of window length
10 for music signals
and 2 for speech signals
W;: identity matrix
T, and V,,: random matrices
Number of iterations 100
Number of trials 5 with different random seeds
Reference channel myq¢ 1

Window function
Window length
Window shift length
Number of bases K for
each source in ILRMA
Initialization of
parameters

4 BSS%E

4.1 EREH

REFHEOEMNM2ERT 520
PEED ILRMA U7z, 22T, fERTIERIRRE
FiEPrORX (21) DEEOAZEVWZLDEL, TO
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Xk [14] LRI ERES 4f e SFHES A MEACRA
R (A VVRARE) AW, ARETIEA VLA
& JR2 (Tgo = 470 ms) DFERDAZRTH, SCHR
[15] 1T I3 MR e EERAE R RSN TN DD TERE
N\, FEIE X IR EALL (source-to-distortion
ratio: SDR) [16] D EE % W7z, Z DD FERS
1% Table 1 IZ/RTED TH 5.

4.2 ZRER

Fig. 1 1%, IREFEOZKEIZB I B FIEFHRS DT
FNX—EOHITH S, 22T, Ml || E0Y)|3/]1X||3
FDX ROY BENENX = (X1, Xo] REY =
V1, Ys] £8U, € DEHER (13) LRINTS
FIERD DT IV F —(HIZREAHICB VT REL
HEmd2600, KEZLTIE—EDMEIZPRL T
Wb, ZDOZ ks, BEFEOERHENTE ST
TG RN LFET LR T2 R TE 5.

IZ, BSS Mg

Fig. 2 1%, BABREKROY 7 NETOVY SDR SGER
@tb@i’%rbflﬂé. KD Z <)L Conv. & Prop.

X ZNETNHERFE L REFERIR LT D, Bk
LHIHMEIZ T 2T 0 4 FEOE BN T 2551 %2
ETEFLOTHOTHTRLTWS., ZOMRLD
& (10) KLU P T VWEVWAEIZEWT ILRMA 1
BWHEREEZ KT L LR TE S, I RET

HIE, WEFEO MRS LERNE VAT BV
THRED M £ A IEADPFERTE, BEIZL-oTIX2
~3dBEEOWENH SN, T, RO

WIS 21, DEHMES Y, IARDFIFEES S, I
EDE, BEFEIIBVWTARYZ Vud S LAEFE
WEHEET 2RI EL LB HfHIINS.

g TP e
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22107 Music 1
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0 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100
Iteration
Fig. 1 Normalized energy of the inconsistent com-

ponents of proposed method, where window and
shift lengths were 256 ms and 32 ms, respectively.
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A BB D#EIERE T 5 N5,

HEE RSO —ERIE JSPS B E: 19K20306 DBl
KEZI-EDTHS.
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Fig. 2 SDR improvements for (a) music with 1/16 window shifting, (b) music with 1/2 window shifting, (c)

speech with 1/16 window shifting, and (d) speech with 1/16 window shifting, where “Conv.”

respectively indicate conventional and proposed methods.

(e SO
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and “Prop.”
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