1-1P-2

HAE

9

VEY
=

MBI D 5275 % MR D IRe ] R B 22 R D 7 S LAR 5 > 2 AT 51 o0 AT
YAl B, AR KM (B, KIS (RARA)

1 IC®IC

7742 FHEIEDHEE (blind source separation:
BSS) [1] &, BRERPHRBERBARMOSEMA T T,
RO ERPRE LBHIES 2 SEEFTO&E
BEEHIET 2N TH 5. BSS IR HEER
A, H A ek DA BRI E ATV 5.

F 2B ETREL b ¥ 72 28NS S 2% 5 Bk
TESRMT BSS X, JABEGEIEHAZ R 79 (frequency-
domain independent component analysis: FDICA)
(2] K OB D 7B S DN 2 YN O 2 %
PR 3 2T — 3 3 VRIS RN & 75 2 [3].
2006 fF12, FDICA 128 U C & i o IRE i &1 5 B 8
REZEBAL, W—I a7 —aVE@EEZREELDD
TEHES EHEE T 2T LT (independent
vector analysis: IVA) [4] 23835 L7=. 2D, #ib)
REEE [5) I I8 (iterative projection: TP)
[6] 12ED K REDOENRR IVA [7] BREZ LTV
%. 2016 1%, IEEMETTHIRF 7% (nonnegative
matrix factorization: NMF) [8] IZED K Z > 71K
] TR B % TR 7 OLICE D AR ST S >
2717515741 (independent low-rank matrix analysis:
ILRMA) [9, 10, 1] MRS Nz, Fi2, HFEETIL
% plug-and-play TZHEA[AEZR BSS [11] R S
TW5. o2, REEEREGEEBICEIT S A7 b
75 MEFIEME [12] L WIZH 3 HE % FDICA KT
IVA 1238 A L7 BSS [13] % ILRMA 123 A L 7z BSS
(consistent ILRMA) [14] RSN TV 3.

ILRMA Dfeiftid, WA 351 5 22
T7 (RO ITEETY) OE#He HRET NV
(NMF 12 & 2185 > 7 R R R ERGSE) DB o
3% . 55 DI E PR B E R 7 — V) T 284
(short-time Fourier transform: STFT) 12 & - T
LNBH, BEDFEERNLHEE [15] XD, ILRMA ©
TTHEVEREIX STFT OBRICHR S KIFS 2 Z L0 o
TWwa. BECE, STFT OBRIH T 254,
JEI B R REIER T D BRI & A E 23 AL E S ERED 1L
[16] L, HICEENPET T 2546, K7L — o8
DR UIRHHHEE DA EE & 70 D TEREDI LT 5.
WoT, STFT DERIZE L — FA 70BFET 3.

AFTIE, RO STFT OERICHE T 2 A5k
S%, ILRMA oMEm E2HIE LT, ZEEETFIL
N EIFRE TN D BB LI 575 2 IR R R B 2 8

AL VY XL RET 5. £, RETLDR
b TRl — DI EIEEER A % v 2 76k D ILRMA
PEICHRB LIRS 2w © 2 EBRINITRT.

2 REFE

2.1 T EBERESRMH BSS
NEOBFFESR M D~ Z7ak > THEIX A
ZIRMEEZ 5. REEROZF v 2L OHFFRES,
BIES, RUOTHESE 2z ehRXXTRT. &2
B, 185 DR HIREE K O RS BRI B 5 =
SODORBDORFZRT B 720, ZRZFHADHEKTD
R7 MR =< KR OEA XY v ZJIRTRT.

T

sl = [s1[l],- .- salll, .o sn(l]] cRY (1)
X[l = [#1[l], - wmll], - anll]]T €RM(2)
vl = [0l ool oyn[l]]T €RY (3)

22T, n=12,...,N, m=1,2,.... M, Rl =
1,2,...,LIZZFNFRFIR, Fv 3L, MOBERIGRE
DA YFIZRATHY, TRiEBEZRT. 72, FE

HEROES 2 = [2[1],...,2[],...,2[L]]F € RE o
STFT 2 XA THKiLT 5.
Z = STFT,(z) C™’/ (4)

ZIT, w IR0 RBEBERT. SRR
o B, MSTFT % ISTFT(-) ¥ Rid ¥
5. ARETIE, w b o ORTBRRDTELEMS
HEMET e BIRNET 5.

z = ISTFT4(STFT,(z)) VzecRE  (5)

BT * 2 STFT %A L TR o 2 EIEES,
BHES, ROSBEEDRARZ ba T L0 (i,5)
FHoOBEZ 2 zh 2 kTR T.

Sij = [Sij17'"7Sijn7"'75ijN]T S (CN (6)
diij = [l’ijh...,(Eijm,...,itijjyj]T G(CM (7)
Yij = [Yij1, - - ayijn7~--ayijN]T ecV (8)

ZIZT, i=12,.. IR j=1,2,...,JiFFhZ
NEFEBY Y RUORE 7L — D4 Y F 7 A %2R T,
ILRMA % & EGEE BSS Tk, XA TRXh
2 BRI T OWIHE S 2 IRET 5.

(9)

xij = A;iSij

*Independent low-rank matrix analysis using multiple time-frequency representations with different resolu-
tions. by Taichi HOSOTANI, Daichi KITAMURA (NIT Kagawa), and Kohei YATABE (Waseda Univ.).
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Fig. 1 Vocal spectrograms using (a) narrow (32 ms) and (b) wide (256 ms) windows.

2T, A; € CMXN 3REEEBORAETIITH 5.

BHESA BSS Tld M = N ZRETE, BSS
XA, OMATHEHEE T 2B 72 5. ZOWTHI%
W, ~ A7 e 322, nEHESERR 3.

ZZT, Wi =[wi,. .., Wip,..., wn|T € CV*M i
DEETAI RN, B3z I — bEBERT. &
B, BHIESRODEHERICOWTIX, REEREAT
FloRied X, € C ROY, € CI*T L ERT 5.

2.2 B

STFT 2B 2 BEIBAEE ORERM X D E
WA, R OREIC X 2 B AAARS & R
FEIEBGES OBRHES AT & 3, X (9) DRED
XD L7 e, 3 (10) TOEMER BSS 135
PNCEE Y 72 5. 2D, STFT OREIIXTRENR;
Mz oz 28X (1213256 ms DLE) CEGE X
NBZeD—RNTH 2. —T, GHPEEEED
BEEE 2 I E RN 2551, 16~128 ms
BEOREKETSTFT ZEM T 25580% . ILRMA
WZBWTH, EEHEORARY b rF a% NMF T
PTG E, K5 > 24745 LTREMR
TEZBRENFETSETTHAS. fle LT, Fig. 1
(a) RO (b) CR=DNVDOEEBEFEEDARY vurF
LEBRRIZBETRLTWS. ZOKMS, NMF 12
EBRART a7 LADELEEREEDOEXICK
XLREFT RTINS, 65T, ILRMA IZ
BOTEHERETLVORBELOBRDL S bR
EWNFHEL, ZRERIROZEME T LVOEEDRE
EEZRR 2 AREMED D 5.

D Eo#fgEE D, AT ILRMA OZEHETIL
EBIRETNVOREROERMFEITBWT, Bk bk
HEEBSRED R R 7 va 7T nEHWE 7T
VX LEFHICIREL, HREDZ Lk HEERNICHRE
T5. HL, STFT OREIHKIF L TR V8 1
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Signal multiplied by

! 1
H /\ ! narrow window
Narrow window | 1 daapblbt
I________>S _______ ! Effective window length
Observed
signal
i D% H Signal multiplied by
: : wide window
Wide window! ] bbbt
: ' —
— H Effective window length
Window length

Fig. 2 Narrow and wide window functions used in

proposed algorithm.

RUORH 7 L — 2% J BELT 578, ILRMA @
B L7 L2V 2 2B\ T R 2 IR E e
EDRARY v 7T LD EBEMELET 5.
COEEMEENE S 3720, BRTFIETIE, Fig. 21
RTEI1IC, STFT KB 2 BEMOREE2Z (X1
ik, A EOBREEZELLXES.

2.3 mEE7ILIIVIL

RRETIERZ, KD ILRMA I8 2 5875 W;
¥ NMF HHEF LV T, € RUGE ROV, € RES
DREEHANC, Tav x> ay "y 2k (back
projection: BP) [17] S CXIH [ JEI A R D & #a % 18
mLzEeis., 22T, KX NMF ORERE#
F. WA BRGER O AR Y13, DEEHES Y, 12
BEL T, BB w®) TE 532/ E 7L RiEL
FOEBR Y, ™) 15, B w™ TE 5N 3 HHE
FARELAORE Y™ o2y 3 a5 T
REFEOFHIL T LT Y X L% Algorithm 1 127K
3. 22T, AIMOEET o ROSEBIIZznZNE
REOER O, 7T 2 || RO Ry MY Eis
Bz 2 EREOMHER CHEEBEREKR O [, &
A0 (r,c) BHOEHRZET. %72, e, € {0,1}¥
BFEnBEHOEZEDA L DHAIART PV, meer (3 BP D
720D 77 LY AF v 3L %FET. Algorithm 1 F
D6 MU T7ITHD NMF HJHE T VDOER, 81017
D3 IP W2HED  THHATH D ER, 11-14 1TE D myer

20224F3 1



Algorithm 1 Proposed ILRMA

Table 1 Experimental conditions

Input: {x[l]}£ |, maxiter
Output: {y[l]}/,
. Initialize {0, }0_,, {V, 30, Wi,
XM = STFT 1 (x)
x®) _STFTwm@()
v = wilal Vi jn
for iter = 1,2, ..., maxlter do
[Y,0) 20T, V) ~2]v,E |
(T Vi) VT

Nl=

Vn

6: Tn<—Tn®{

1
TE“Y’EIn)‘,2®(Tnvn)fz] '2
TT(T,V,) !
E E
( x) ( x) Vz n

Vn

7 Vn%VnQ{

8 Uy, +— JZJ [TV]
(WUm)

_1
10: Wiy Wi, (WU wy) 2 Vion

9: Wi, — en Vz, n

11 Ay [W‘l]mr o Viin

12: Win < )\m'wm Vi,n

13: yfﬁf) — wm:cfEx) Vi, j,n

14: [T]m<_|)‘m| T, ]szzkn

15 Y™ STFT o (ISTFT g0 (Y.5Y)) v
16: end for
17: y = ISTFT gm0 (V™))

FZHHODF v 2D BP, 151THMBEZ 3 R D
BREREERREOZ R RS, ZofR@Elb 7 va ) XL
WZBWT, ZREEFNLHOREK ™) ¥ FHES
LA OEB o™ B—8T 2551%, 14 fTHDRK
I RELIER AN O 28468 R N IR R JE R R R AN D &4 (R
7 har o MMEFEEEZRGET 2 0UH) A IH
TW5A7®, consistent ILRMA O 7 b3 ) X LIZ—

BT 5. o T, FERFEIT consistent ILRMA %72
BIBUCEA L T— L L=k R T E 3.

3 B

3.1 EEBRZEM%

RWCP 7 — & X — 2 [18] IFED A ¥ OV A&
E2A (Tyo = 300 ms) 12 &3 2 BIRDBEAAARS
2TV, 10 i3 0 2 F ¥ 2 AVBHEIES 2 EK L /2.
ZL T, Zhs0BE=E I3 % BSS HHE% con-
sistent ILRMA & FEEE U 7=, SRR 3 TExT 78 A
k. (source-to-distortion ratio: SDR) [19] D&
(SDRi) ZHW/=. STFTIZHIT 2 REEK w ™) K f
W 1TIFE X 256 ms D Chebyshev A% W, A4
Fa—TLNNARIXAZEEEERZICED, B
B DO H2 T FOIRZZEE L. ZHETAKRIE
JEE TN ORE(LICB T 27D Chebyshev 2D
A4 Fa—71L~LZiE, Table LIIRIEZEHAWL, &
NS ERY S DINCEL BT, Z DM RSN
% Table 1 IIRTEY THB. 1B, STFT OF2C

S i SR
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Window shift length 32 ms

{40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90,
100, 120, 150, 200, 300,
500, 700, 1000, 1500}
Number of bases K 10

W;: identity matrix

Side lobe level of
Chebyshev window [dB]

Initialization of

parameters T,, and V,,: random matrices

Number of iterations 200

Number of trials 10 with different random seeds

Reference channel m ¢ 1

& DGTtool [20, 21] ZHW7.

3.2 SEERER
B A R =T LU LT, BREE8>—F
% HWT 10 [B15EEBR % 1T - 72FE D SDRi % Fig. 3
WRY. %238, Fig. 3 (a) 1 10 BiOBHIES 2T
¥J SDRi, Fig. 3 (b)~(d) & 10 HHOBHIE =S 2> &%
A2 3D SDRi Z/RLTW5. Fig. 3 (b)~(d)
DEFFZZNZRF X — R—HILDREAEETR (Song
1), " AV e R—ANLDREEE (Song2), K
Z L R—=IINDEAEFEIR (Song 3) TH5. Fig. 3
@kﬁfl&tﬁﬁ% MIHERD consistent ILRMA
R, ZRLINDE TR B RS o IR R

ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁméﬁ%?&@ﬁ%kﬂmbfmé.
Fig. 3 (b)~(d) IZBWVT, &b EWVFE SDRI 2R
LTW2 DX, ZREF VHOEBRM 0™, RUE
FEEFLVHOEBB o™ OF A4 Fa—TLNLRBZ
Zzh50dB ¥ 60 dB, 60 dB ¥ 90 dB & 70 dB &
120 dB DHETH D, WA (consistent ILRMA
DFER) D OANTZBANICMNE L TWS Z 239 H
5. %7z, Fig. 3 (a) &b, 10 ho@HHIES2TD
S SDRiIZBWT D, ZE[E 7L DRI w ()
DY A Fa—7LLp 80 dB % 90 dB DA,
FREFAVHORBEM w™ O A Fa—T L%
100 dB % 120 dB & L7723, consistent ILRMA X
D HEWERER RS Z e mARN S, UErS, &
JRE 7N 22/ T 7L DR b [ — D BB E
W2 Z e PHEICREOHRE LG Z 2 LIER L7270
NP P

4 HBHOIC

ARETIE, ILRMA IZBWT, 2T F KSR
EFNOEEMICZAZNE R 2 BEORBEKZEH
AT E2FERRE L. ERERDL» S, IREFIRE
consistent ILRMA ¥ iU C, BEEEEH ET 5
GEMH D L PHERIN. SKROFEY LT, #
BIEESZ v clier TRV 2 BERE ®RELT 2
ZehBIFohB.
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Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB] Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 SDRi 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500
40 | 3.25) 455 1.21 124 1.66 164 1.80 1.70 1.61 1.69 2.09 225 2.00 1.73 0.89 40 | 317 3.84 1.26 250 1.90 1.32 1.01 1.14 127 1.29 1.00 1.45 021 0.16 -1.02
_, 50 | 3.8 6.86| 477 4.73 4.76 4.43 433 453 505 574 572 582 518 4.62 3.96) _ 50 | 3.49/12.49) 362 3.66 3.00 1.74 211 279 2.78 3.86 526 585 525 4.69 2.83
@ 60 | 268 6.83 9.17] 7.92 7.87 6.88 6.78 6.80 6.99 6.91 6.73 6.34 6.13 529 4.22 @ 60 |-1.1013.06]12.61[10.14 9.43 950 9.19 8.66 841 7.01 7.76 525 4.61 4.23 3.36
£'c 70 | 202 587 696 842 696 6.85 650 6.20 580 541 516 529 530 519 4.07) £'c 70 | 232 7.98 1.49[11.91[11.11 964 957 880 811 7.74 6.73 555 520 361 4.38
g g 80 | 1.18 3.28 7.20 8.10| 7.58 7.66 7.08 6.63 6.28 5.84 530 4.96 4.92 4.73 3.82 g .f-’_, 80 [-1.90 -0.53 6.16 12.78/11.81[10.81 10.34 9.45 9.07 8.60 7.57 6.14 523 4.49 3.77|
g_‘é 90 | 0.58 1.16 6.61 839 7.62| 7.61| 7.32 6.80 6.47 6.07 532 479 4.87 4.52 3.66| g _E 90 |-3.11 -2.51 9.6212.62 11.77|11.35| 9.70 9.03 8.67 8.49 7.38 6.50 5.83 4.51 4.28
T g 100 | 0.22 0.80 586 7.72 8.19 7.62] 7.38( 6.89 6.41 5.82 527 4.93 4.86 4.42 3.44 ° E 100 | -2.56 -0.35 8.74 12.32 12.02 10.81|10.12] 9.51 8.95 7.99 6.89 6.22 5.64 4.40 4.53
3 S 120 (045 0.00 460 668 830 803 7.38) 6.75 6.33 570 522 501 4.80 4.33 3.46 3 S 120 [-3.54 -1.26 10.88 9.76 11.94 10.85 10.63| 9.27] 8.81 7.77 6.84 6.66 631 562 4.71
g @ 150 [-1.32 -0.56 4.08 4.20 6.56 6.23 7.49 6.65 6.21] 5.64 510 4.84 4.81 4.22 3.16 g o 150 [-3.86 -2.29 8.20 9.23 11.36 11.42 10.61 9.23 8.73| 7.82 6.83 6.41 6.33 6.11 4.58
o -g 200 (241 -1.92 519 429 493 6.73 7.12 6.15 6.22| 5.67| 514 4.61 4.25 4.14 3.26 ] g 200 (-7.45 -761 5.11 529 6.89 9.9810.87 10.36 9.05 8.22| 6.75 6.32 6.32 6.64 5.05
§ 5 300 (-1.12 2.08 5.38 507 4.95 4.56 5.07 4.08 5.85 542 510 4.34 4.04 4.18 3.35 § E 300 (-3.94 10.08 5.20 559 4.86 4.82 6.39 8.8910.10 8.46| 7.17| 6.58 6.47 6.58 5.29
® O 500 | 0.34 231 446 4.13 435 419 363 2.93 3.53 4.80 4.48 4.25 3.99 3.88 3.24 ® O 500 | 2.28 11.98 4.38 -1.31 2.83 2.55 2.57 4.05 4.82 8.43 7.69 6.69 6.22 6.1 5.52
§ 700 |-0.91 3.34 533 413 4.62 4.50 3.85 3.35 341 4.01 3.56 4.40[ 3.89 3.84 2.92 § 700 |-4.74 12.43 3.96 3.22 3.33 4.03 274 265 3.68 4.96 7.61 6.26] 5.56| 548 4.12
1000(-0.49 3.70 4.74 4.33 4.32 3.97 3.70 3.45 355 2.95 3.07 4.44 3.80 3.65] 2.96| 1000|-5.30 11.65 3.60 3.39 291 346 3.06 3.32 350 3.34 536 7.01 5.86( 4.86[ 4.29)
1500| 143 3.79 4.53 3.90 396 421 393 410 3.50 2.38 232 3.82 345 348 2.94 1500| 2.7810.72 2.55 2.67 218 251 211 2.06 249 2.89 143 566 6.40 445 422

(a) (b)

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB] Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 SDRi 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500
40 |-0.23 3.26 0.16 -0.64 -1.76 -1.73 -1.44 -1.57 -1.22 0.04 1.13 0.79 043 0.17 -1.21 40 | 132 862 502 458 4.60 461 4.68 478 494 480 545 579 575 556 5.03)
_, 50 | 3.05/13.08] 3.50 2.26 267 1.92 242 292 3.13 442 511 649 7.27 4.74 477 ., 50 | 1.93]10.03(10.07 10.10 10.37 10.25 10.21 10.25 10.00 9.87 9.99 9.81 8.85 9.90 9.42
% 60 | 5.77 10.95/12.21| 8.31 10.03 11.18 10.76 10.72 11.54 10.76 8.69 9.92 9.31 8.46 6.86| % 60 | 206 1.77)12.19(10.13 7.60 7.88 8.63 9.02 9.3210.00 9.59 9.3210.56 10.63 8.02
£'c 70 | 4261267 13.33]10.4811.26 11.36 11.03 11.12 11.1310.79 10.32 10.12 9.04 9.34 7.19 c'c 70| 1.78 1051364 6.33 581 554 509 4.91 386 340 3.77 651 7.46 9.54 7.03
E% 80 | 1.48 8.30 13.54 10.80| 11.78{12.24 10.56 10.87 10.49 10.56 10.16 9.83 9.72 8.89 7.32 E% 80 | 1.58 -0.17 14.25 8.07| 5.86| 6.80 5.84 4.50 4.61 351 355 4.87 597 648 6.99
g N 90 | 0.20 4.17 13.78 12.04 12.29/11.22]11.19 10.35 10.42 9.82 9.25 9.09 9.66 9.32 7.43 g N 90 | 1.35 0.74 9.6313.17 3.78 545 557 4.30 3.98 3.30 2.89 445 501 6.62 6.20
< g 100 |-1.51 0.52 13.49 12.54 11.14 11.73/11.39{10.27 10.45 9.87 9.29 9.66 9.93 9.41 7.02 ° g 100 | -0.12 1.38 9.78 8.2110.59 4.74| 4.92] 4.55 3.52 3.17 3.00 4.53 4.76 595 6.21
E g' 120 |-0.35 -0.45 11.52 13.20 12.82 11.23 11.56{10.62|10.55 9.89 9.19 9.94 9.46 9.34 7.09 E g- 120 | 0.31 -0.08 13.65 15.32 12.84 11.30 4.49| 3.95| 2.59 2.56 245 4.25 4.74 528 6.26
£ G 150 |-1.70 0.06 5.56 6.66 11.54 11.96 12.43 11.13[11.09] 9.61 9.22 9.40 9.25 8.98 6.39 2 G 150 |-1.96 -0.36 12.88 11.96 6.78 2.90 6.37 3.74] 2.44) 2.24 253 329 4.21 4.20 451
©8 200 [-382 197 594 905 376 7.28 9.77 11.91 11.51[11.22] 9.75 8.91 7.93 876 6.38 98 200 [220 0.2212.7510.26 10.68 12.53 11.68 3.70 207 2.04] 2.53 3.29 3.60 3.96 4.46
§ E 300 |-2.70 -1.64 7.15 7.62 571 525 3.82 6.28 8.53 9.94| 9.92| 7.94 7.78 8.18 6.50 § E 300 |-0.42 574 12.31 11.9512.35 11.43 11.70 9.83 8.39 3.02| 2.53| 3.37 3.36 3.56 4.26|
«n &_; 500 (-1.36 -1.14 7.65 567 4.16 2.87 2.20 4.43 4.55 461 9.55 8.57| 8.06 7.37 7.14 «n g 500 | -0.09 4.27 4.1511.16 3.84 9.17 4.61 5.59 11.12 11.92 1. 3.40] 3.51 3.21 2.67|
g 700 (-1.76 0.99 4.69 4.52 432 521 469 472 3.56 3.46 3.49 9.85 8.30 7.56 5.90| 3 700 | 0.58 6.77 13.89 12.79 11.61 11.72 11.13 10.27 10.59 10.99 7.11 4.00] 3.42| 3.23 2.51
1000|-1.88 -0.02 4.78 3.61 587 546 4.25 4.08 343 261 -0.57 7.79 7.90 7.85 5.94| 1000 1.08 6.96 13.10 12.43 12.41 11.74 11.64 10.31 10.49 10.39 9.78 2.83 3.31) 3.39 3.26|
1500|-0.08 -0.90 -0.73 2.26 4.49 4.88 4.88 4.08 4.82 2.07 3.10 6.55 7.26 7.15] 5.51 1500| 1.65 9.04 12.67 11.61 12.15 12.30 12.05 10.92 8.81 3.20 546 5.24 2.01 3.46[ 3.37]

Fig. 3 Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of (a) all 10 music, (b) Song 1, (c)

()

Song 3.
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