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Fig. 2 Estimation of permutation matrix (N = 2).
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Table 1 Dry sources obtained from SiSEC2011 [13]

Source Data name Length
Drums devl_wdrums_src_3.wav 11.0s
Guitar devl_wdrums_src_2.wav 11.0s
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Fig. 5 Violin plot of SDR improvements.
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