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Independent low-rank matrix analysis based on

multi-resolution time-frequency representations

Taichi Hosotani

Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering

National Institute of Technology, Kagawa College

Abstract

Blind source separation (BSS) is a technique for estimating each original audio source
from an observed signal, and independent low-rank matrix analysis (ILRMA) can achieve
high performance. Optimization in ILRMA consists of estimating spatial and source mod-
els (training of spatial demixing filters and low-rank approximation of a sourcewise time-
frequency structure). In conventional ILRMA, the same time-frequency resolutions are
used for both models. However, it is reported that the separation performance of ILRMA
strongly depends on the resolution of time-frequency representation. Thus, the perfor-
mance of ILRMA should be improved by utilizing different resolutions of time-frequency
representation for the both models. In this thesis, I propose a new ILRMA algorithm that
introduces multiple time-frequency representations into spatial and source model. Also, I
indicate experimentally that the same resolution of time-frequency representations in the

both models does not always provide the best performance.

Keywords: blind source separation, independent low-rank matrix analysis, spectrogram

resolutions, window function
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774 v FEESHE (BSS) &, #ROBFRMNES LBIHIES 2 HIRAHTOMH 4 D&% H#
ETRHEMTHD, WK T > 2717508 (ILRMA) EWaHEEiEEZ RLTWw5. ILRMA
B R GIE, ZRETAME (M7 4 V2 D¥E) RUERETFAHEE (FER
DI R BREGE DR Z > 738D » 5725, kD ILRMA T, FET7LVOHEEICBW
TR—DFMRE DRFB R EREHVTWS., L L2 s, ILRMA O BEMEREIXREEE
FBEEIRD MG IR RITT 2 Z e WG INTWE. 2O eh s, EFNMBICHRERRE
GE DR MR Z HWTR R Wz b -6 T e#tfllEn s, 22T, KX TR,
ILRMA OZE[E 7V N N ERE TV OHEE I Rz 2 MR E ORI R MEIR 2 E A L= Fik
FRET 3. ZLT, FTETNOHEIFE—ORREORFEIRBREEZ VS Z ey, 473
L bIARDTEERER 5 2 2 LIZR 570 2 ¥ 2RISR Y.






=P/

B2
2.1
2.2
2.3
24
2.5

2.6
2.7

2.8

E3E
3.1
3.2
3.3
3.4
3.5
3.6
3.7

B4E
4.1
4.2

wE

B DER . .
ARHXOBM . .
ARFSCORERR . . . .

BSS DE BRI & REKFIE

FADE e
STET . . . . e
PRI N R c 81 2 BSS et . ... ... ... ... ..
ICA RUCFDICA OfFE . . . . . . .
NMF . . e
251 NMF OBEZE . . . ...
2.5.2 ISNMF B 2 mftil@E Rk S EEHRROERb. . . ... ...
ILRMA . . . .
Consistent ILRMA . . . . . . . . . .. o
271 ARZ uZonEEPEME. .
272 ARZ +urorHpEEICESSILRMA ..
AREDEED .o
REFZE

FADE e
BIRG . .
Bg B R R BUREE 25> ECoRER ...
ZEBGERIE AR HE S C ILRMA . . . oo
Chebyshev ZIZEO K 2 HOBEKORET . . . . . . .. ... L.
BREILT LY XL e
REDFEED . .o
KER

FRADE e

W N ==

© O A~ A N

10
10
12
13
16
16
18
20

21
21
21
23
25
26
29
30



4.3 SEERAEIR . L

44 REDEELD ..o
B8 8
SE X

TR A 4BORRICHTIEHER

38

39

39

45



i
Tt

1) g
[l

1.1 FwBXOE=

774 ¥ REFESEE (blind source separation: BSS) [1] 1%, IRAEFRPERBEWMOI AR O
FHETT, BROFENREAS LLBIES» b REMMOEERESEZHET 25MTH 5.
Fig. 1.1 12 BSS OMI&N 2/~ 3. BSS ISR BEIHRGE, 55 ik Dbk & 2Bz it A
XT3,

F o 2B BANCHHA L~ A 7 ak 8 BNEEL TV 2 EREN e 22 8HES
2D BOESM BSS &, B OMEHHY BN MICE D WS R 53 73 # (independent
component analysis: ICA) [2, 3, 4] DEGLRE, WA SN TWS. ICA % EEEEIC
WH S % 2 & TlEREM: % & o 72 B R E ISR 57 778 (frequency-domain independent
component analysis: FDICA) [5] 2ME&R N, FDICA THEE X1 3 AL O nEHE= D
JEF 2 YN SR 28— 3 27— a YEEDBIRESRE Sz [6, 7, 8]. 2006 i
(&, FDICA &5t L CEHIRORHERBILEREZEAT 2 2T, N—a7—> 3 Vil
% [m)EE LA s & S S R HEE T 2N R 2 R L#T (independent vector analysis: IVA)
9, 10, 11] 23835 L7z, £ D1k, MBIREEGE [12, 13, 14) MU RIESH#E (iterative projection:
IP) [15] i K ZE»DE#H & VA (auxiliary-function-based IVA: AuxIVA) [16] 235485
T3,

2016 Fi2i&, K= a7 —>a YEEZER T 2D o2 DERET VEZEANT
%205 IVA O R 7 4 77 23R LT, IEAMEITHIA T2 (nonnegative matrix
factorization: NMF) [12, 17] 1235 (KT > 7 KRG % ICA OFIHE FILICED
AN MNAR Z > 71750504 (independent low-rank matrix analysis: ILRMA) [1, 18, 19]
PIREINT-. T2, TS DOEIEET V% plug-and-play TEEAJERREL 7 L3 X 4
ZERF L7z BSS [20, 21, 22] dIERINTWS. X512, FEERBGEEBRICBY 227 R
77 NMEFIEE 23, 24] 2 PEZN 2 HEE % FDICA KO TVA I[ZE A L7 BSS [25] % ILRMA
WZEA L7 BSS (consistent ILRMA) [26, 27] $IERIN TV 5.

ILRMA DfEfbid, W EEEEEIC B 222 e 70 (BEEED DR 1Y) OEHe
HIRET L (NMF 2 X 2187 > 7 A BEIEE) OEHD» 573 5. (35 O EBRERE

i

patll
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Fig. 1.1. Overview of BSS.
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Fig. 1.2. Comparison between conventional and proposed ILRMA in terms of window
length used in STFT. Conventional ILRMA uses same window length for both
spatial and source models, whereas proposed ILRMA can set window length to

optimal values in each of models.

R Fourier 244 (short-time Fourier transform: STFT) IC X > TH2 Z e TE 5.
WEDFERRI A (28] 12X b, ILRMA O BEVEREIX(E B DR BRI Z KD 5D
STFT 0&ERIZ, BKFEL TV I edmhoTns. BEICIE, STEFT OEED MG
BWGE, FERBGEE T OBRHE S RED LS 3 HERED AL [29] L, #IICEED MR
Ba, W7 L — 28D T 2 2 eI K B HEHIIHEE ORLE S 0 o e AT 5. 1o
T, STFT OBRRIZE L — FA 7T 5.

1.2 FHXDEH

AR T, 1.1 #iThR7 STFT OZERE I3 % BSS HaEnfEmiciE o %, ILRMA O
MREM L2 B LT, ILRMA 12813 2 EMEFAKROFRE S LORENMIC, B2 5%
EORFERBRREZEA L7 VT XL ERET 5. Fig. 1.2 KIREFELIERFIEDE
WERTHERT. HERD ILRMA TlX, ZMEFAKROERE TS LVOREICEWT, [F—
DEETSTFT LTHELAZEHIGEE (Fkbb, 1| MEORGEORBFEREEERR) 0A



1.3 FWXOWEE 3

EFRHOWTWS729, Fig. 1.2 1R 3512, METILDOERENHEWIC—ET 2 LoERR N
EWS DD 5. AT, EHETARCEFRET MBI 2REREBREL2 Zh 2Nk
ETEZ70a) ALERET . ZhdThbb, BRI2EHOMGE (ZERRE) O
AR EERICHE S BSSTH D, {EKD ILRMA % I B EBFRGRE v v 5 Blkih o —i%
fEL77 ) XLHBELTWS. SRR FIETIE, STFT 12 & 2 I EBREATIRNIC
NI XMV w7 REBEETH % Chebyshev BEH W5, Ziuc kb, REEREREO (7
e LTD) Y4 XEEZ 2 BAPITLEOBERZNIRELIENTE, U IV
W7 VTV XL Z/{EIENTES. EBTIX, FTETVOREICET 2 A0 T LOoBE
BRRAICZELEE, TR ENORRITNS 2 HIRTHIEREOLLE 21T 5. 18 6 TSR
5, TERFIED consistent ILRMA CRREBFIEOTHEVEREZ LB L, &%E 7L ORE R R AR
OB TEEEREIC S 2 2B OVWTHET 5.

1.3 ZFERX DI

2 BT, IREFELEMT 2 L TEELR, STFT ® NMF ¥0 BSS o HEH i &
ILRMA 2 &UERTFIEICOVWTIERS. 3ETIE, ILRMA OZERETILE HRET VDK
Bz 2N Eg 2 RRE ORI EERR B A T 2 2 WS REFIROBIE M CFHIco
WTHBR 3. BARICIE, ILRMA OFE TV 2 58 ORI EIREERR 28 AT 5 2
YD O T EEREANORE, EADKEOMEN, KOMBEICN T 2 fRKICOWTEHA S
%. 4 BT, BETFEOEMEFAKROEHREFTNICBIZ2BELEMIEE LT, €K
FIETH % consistent ILRMA L IRBFIEDHEERZITV, 1§50 7BROEMITONWTH
N3, BfRIZ, b BETARMLOBIERZITV, SHOFELIARD.



E2E

BSS DEEEFz M & /EFRF

21 FZANE

ARETIZ, BSS ORMEEAM & ERTFIEICOWTHAT 2. HREBOES 225 LT, 2
DIEBERMICEN T 2 AR ML LTRET 2 Z 8, TR0 RMERMERTRET
3 ZI3IFECEMRFRTHS. Fc, BRESOREAE, FRHEEHTHEZ 2 LD &I
JARFRER TR Z 2P/ ELTWS. ZOZehs, 22T, KRUEUEROES2S, 20
EEORMERBEBRORRZE2 FETH 2 STFT IZOWTHD FiF5. £/, 23 8T
W, WERIREIES L ORI EISRIC B B BSS OERILEITS. X512, 2.4 fiCik, KRR
B2 BERDEETFIETDH 5 ICA U ICA % EREFEBUCHLR L. FDICA OZEE2 RN 2.
R TIRET 2 FiEOKE 72 % ILRMA 1, FDICA 2R LT, EIRORFEEREREICE
JRKT oM EBALLEFIETHS. BIRORBEREREZKS >~ 70T 255113,
NMF WS FENEMTH S, 2.5 HiTlx, 2D NMF OffEZA~, ILRMA THWwsH
%5 NMF O—fTa»H 2% ISNMF oFEXbz175. 2L T, 2.6 HiTl¥, ILRMA OFHIZOWN
TR %, RELFHEL O EITS consistent ILRMA 1%, ILRMA X LT, HARARY
Fe 2o LADROWETHZ AR ba T MEFEREEALLFIETHSE. 22T, 2.7
f#iTlE, Z O consistent ILRMA OFEHICOWTHRRS. HHIZ, 2.8 HiTREDRIERITS.

22 STFT

STFT &, Fig. 2.1 1R F & 512, FEEEROES 2 SRERIIICEL T 2 56 (A2 bL)
L TORBRERZFIETHS. STFT IZBWT, RHEMEED & E R BREIEA DL (fRHT)
ROBBEKORZ (bbb, ERERXHEESORX) kU7 ERZZLZHQ KU T &
T3, ZorxE, MEEBOES z = [2[1],2]2],...,2[],...,2[L]]T € RF @ j &HOKMEKE
X (K7 v—2) BEEXATERINS.

zl] = [Z[(J —r+1,2[ - D7 +2],...,2[(j — 1)T+Q]]T
= [2V[), 260 2], . 2V g), . 2N Q) ] e R (2.1)



2.2 STFT 5

R R N\ == e )
Time domain Time-frequency domain
A

Waveform
X

Window/\

function

Y

Time
Y, Disclbte Spectrogram Z

Sa I Complex-valued matrix
A Fourier P
Absolute and square

] > M%WWW transform ‘ of each elements
Shift length 7

X Power spectrogram | Z |
. ——l
L Window length @ | T\ JL Nonnegative-valued matrix )

\ Frequency

Fig. 2.1. Mechanism of STFT.

22T, 1l=12,...,L, j=1,2,...,J, R q=1,2,...,Q FZhZhBtERHEDO1 > 7T
2R, B 7L —L4, RUKBEZL—2NOY > LD o F 27 2THY, T I3EE2RT.
7B, KT, 55 OB O EE B B 2 o0 RBOERR 2k T % 72
B, EE5ORMEBONZ MLRfThlEn —< Uk, E5ORREREEBICB T 227 L
RITH A 2 v IR TERZIURT. £, FFHA7 LV —28 J 13X TcEZ2oN0%.

gL (2.2)

-
7L, JRIEOBR R ERDH LD, FEER LI 7 ErTEOYINS X512MF
SEEnlinTs. 2L T, BEzDSTFT RE->THELNLERARI V0l I8 Z R
RTRILT 5.

Z =STFT,(z) €C™*’ (2.3)

IIT, w=|wl,w?],...,w[g,...,w[Q]]T € R & STFT THW % @i D BBE % %
. IO E BRARIIRTITAZ D (i,7) B 2z BRATEREINS.

Q v
zij = ; 2l glwlg] exp {—2m(q ;)( 1)} (2.4)

ZZT, FREEQUTOIEDEKE, i=1,2,.... ] ZAKEKY > DA VT2 2%, 113E
BHEAZRLTWS. £, AP VB IIEIXATEZ60%.

I= EJ +1 (2.5)

7B, || IZKREEERT. ARTIER, F=QrLTkKS. Zorx, ANk I BEE
Q WHFT 5.



6 E2E BSS OEREICIERTFE

JE B BRI A & BE R B AN D 2 (B K) RORBKE o b BL ¥ &, # STFT %
ISTFT4 () £ RiLT 3. AT, w & @ ORT7PRAOEEFMBRSEI LT %
RES 3.

z = ISTFT4(STFT,(z))  Vz € RE (2.6)

ZZT, ISTFTg(Z) 3EHEART v u 2o h Z 2RES z KWRTH STFT 2£7. &
B, wtodR7THR (26) 2T E, 7O LERIZBEK 0 OFEHR (BEBOKETO
HEER) ko TEEZ™. ZoZehs, AEBEVEJEIEE QLo THIRXN 3.
X (24) 1WRT XIC, STFT I, —ERMBIEESLZUIDHL, zhehoXBEES IR
MR w ZF LT, BEA Fourier 242 (discrete Fourier transform: DFT) #3525
WD 572 %. STFT ZHEHA L TR ONIBERRART bu o o Z 13, THREBEE, 5k
BOBERITHE LTRT D TES. £, HEEESUHETIEMERERRSOKE XD
AEWO®S 2 dBWV. ZOHEIE, HRARZ b aTF A Z OFEFRICHE L THEEEL
Mo TAREARY a2 T s |Z] € R S, HMED 2 /EL 0V —ARZ bR T T 4
1Z|? e RS 2B OMGK 35, 22T, TN 2HHERS RO R v MM S HEEER
FENZNERBOMHMEN CERBOEBRERT. FHle LT, Figs. 2.2(a) XU (b) 2%
NENEREBERUOEFREEDO AT —ZARZ bu 2o a%2Ry. HbotoZg, §6ih
DUFENRT =p/hE L, HEWGEDIEFE R —=DPREVWI L ZRL TV,

2.3 BFHEEERUEREBEEICETS BSS DEIL

N HOEFEEDS Mo~ A4 7ary THUNXINZIRNEEZ L. ZORNTOESDH
BEZL 3%, nB®HOF ¥ 2NVOEREES, m BEHOF v 2 LOEPIES, kU nFH
DF ¥ FINVDIHEHES E Zh TN RATRT.

Sn = [snlll,- . sull], ..., n[L]]" € RE (2.7)
Xm = [Zm[1], - 2mll], - 2 [L]]T € RE (2.8)
Yo = [l nlll,- o walL]]T € RE (2.9)

X7z, HEEBOZF v 2 VOERES, BHES, RUODEHESZ2Z2heh XA TRY.

sll] = [s1lll, -, salll, - snll]]T € RY (2.10)
X[l = [@1l], - emll), - anmll)] T € RM (2.11)
vl = [nll), - unlll, - unll]] € RY (2.12)

*LSTFT %A T 2 BICIEMOREDE L TORWEEIZ, KEESOEMEOTAEEL £ 5. HROREIEL
BROWEIRCT 7 VETREDIDENRDB.
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Fig. 2.2. Power spectrogram of (a) music and (b) speech signals.
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8 E2E BSS OERRICIERFE

ZZTC,n=12,.... NRUOm=12,... MEZFhPhBFFENIF v FILDL VT I A %R
T, EBIE, FHEFEEBIINT 2ZF ¥ 2VOBHAIGEERCEAFREE ek TRT.

[ellls s enmll], -y canell]] T € RM (2.13)
anll'l = [am U], anmll), - - ann (1] € RM (2.14)

o

3

=
I

2L, I'=0,1,...,L' — 1 3RERBOA > T RATH 5.
H/F v 3 STFT Zi#EH L TR o3 HRES, BRlES, THHES, NUOSERES
WA TBBHESDARZ v ar 5 40 (i,)) BHOEZERZ Zh 2 XA TRT.

Sij = [Sijiy .-y Sijns-- SN )" € CN (2.15)
Tij = [Tij1, - Tijm, - - - ,:UUM]T cCcM (2.16)
Yij = [Yij1s - Yijns - Yign | T € CY (2.17)
Cijn = [Cijn1s- - Cijnm, - - - ,cijnM]T ecM (2.18)

F7z, HRES, BHEERUDHESICN LT, &F v 2LORBREREITH (2<27 bR
77 5) OXKiLE S, e C* X, e C ROY, e CIX v EF#T 3.

BERFORNRLRBRELIRE, FROBEEEOIGHRE CIIEHROES ICE WV TRENH
5%, ZOLIREFEOEAE, KRN TRINZEBAAAREEGL RS,

N min(L',l)—1

X[ =>"clll=> D anllsnll =1 (2.19)

BB, BEMEURVEETIE, R (219) TL =12 LELRALRS.

REROKRERM L' 7 STFT KB 28K Q X d t+oEWEE, (2.19) 1& STFT i
Lo T, RN T OBRMESNEHRI NS, ILRMA % &4 FEEEER BSS T
&, ZOREEIREST 2T, REEERTOBAAARERS % RFUTR T EBBEE T OB
B&EY LTH]S.

N N
Tij = E Cijn = E AinSijn (220)
n=1 n=1

ZZT, apn = [aml,...,amm,...,cmM]T € (CM 01%%2)?\{%%&:011\1@?ﬁséﬁ%;&b:jﬂ‘L/
T, HFF ¥ 2V Q S DFT Z#EAL THRONEZRZ M2 ThD, XKXTEHEZ LN 3.

Q .
Qimm = Z Anm g exp {—27”((1 _;)(Z —1) } (2.21)

5B, FRIEBOT, aumlq PHEANOBRE R 258G, Thbb ¢> L LA 3HEICOV
T, Gulg] =0 E LTS . Vg, FRSBORETIE A; = [an, ..., am, ..., 4] €

*2 EREI, X (2.4) 2 AERRIC, Q SiDFT ZEA L TE Ry FAd 6B Z D RV DTH
3.



2.4 ICA RU FDICA OIIE 9

CMXN y 52y, 3 (2.20) 1FXXD LS IET 3.
xij = A;S;j (2.22)
BIRESM BSS Tld M = N Z{RETE, BSSIX A; oM TH2H#ET 2MEE 25, 2
DWTINE W, ~ A7 v 558, DEHESRAR 725,
Yij = Wiz, (2.23)

:_VC\‘, Wz = ['wﬂ,. ey Win,y e e ,’lUiN]H € (CNXM Giﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ”&ﬂ?@ﬁ, H &ilﬂ/i _ }‘iﬁ
2T

mE (v

2.4 ICA KU FDICA O#IE

MR T LTV XL TH S ICA X, RHETEIRTOBRES R MME5 OMGHHIEE 2 RE
L7=BSSTH3. ICA TiE, HiROREZHNT, BFEAROYREZHETZLT, &
EBEEEIT > TV 5.

ICA 2MRE T 2 FEHIMEE 1%, FHEEE M OMEHHNI N CFIRES S T T L
DIEHTANTH S, FEEDF ¥ ANDIEFKRIRT—L (KEX) DEWVIIASDOMHEIC
WEEE5 2700, 1EoT, ICA Tk > THEE XN 2 EHES 121X, UTOEEENTFET 5.

1. FEEEEDF ¥ IV DIEFEIIMEESELH 5
2. TEHEB DR —VIIIEEWDL D B

IS DIEEMEDEHEEIC LT Fig. 23 D L5 N2, LEOEEML XD, TADE
BIROIEFSANED 2085 5. £z, EEE2 XD, DHHESDO RS —ARARTD
BHREBDR 7 — A2 6Z b LT LESAREMD D 2. 1B, BEOR T — L OEEMEICEL
TiE, FaY x> a >y (projection back: PB) % [30] & PRI 2 i E /T IEHIER X
NTw3a., X512, ICA I FLoMEICNZ T, BEDAE L HRARES IS 2 SR BN
REDE LLEMAT 2 WO N D 2. 2, 23 H TR LS, BENELLFED
EAIBFEATIZR S BAAARAL D, ICA ICBT 2 KR HEK T O BERFE &K E D K
DAL= N2 B ICEERT 5.

BRELEUEBICNT 2 BRI, BAAAREROYREHET 2 Z L TERTE 5.
Lo L—fikic, RfmEBICE 1) 2 BAAAREROYEROMEIIRNETH 2. ZOMEE, 2.2
i TNz STFT W2 Z 2 THIRTE 2. BAIAAIZ STFT I &k - THEACERINS
72, BRERTOEAAARESZR (2.22) TRIN 2R FEFEER TOBRBES Y LT
> epalfEr s, ZOZZFMALT, BEHES%Z STFT LTELREARZ by
7 L ORI Y > DEBRRINES i1, Tig, - .- Tij, ..., @iy WS LT, ML ICA %8
ML, DHHEEDARY buZ s a2 #ET 2 TFEMRERINATVS. ZOFEIX FDICA ¢
MREn 5. B L7z@E D, ICA ODBHESICIZR 7 — A RIEFOEENEDH 5. FDICA Tl
JEIE N 7 ICA S XN 2720, BB e Y THELLDBESDOARZ by



10 % 2FE BSS OEBERM ERERFE

Source signal Observed signal Estimated signal

S1 WMMWM X1 WWWW
A w| ?
2 e
Mixing matrix Demixing matri)y\ﬁ
(

Uncertainty of scale
e —

-~

[mw*MWNWW mwwww y1

Y2 U | | 72 womgwmmne | | 5
hmmm Y1 Moo | |y

KWWWMWW WWW Y2
\. J

Fig. 2.3. Uncertainty in ICA. ICA cannot determine order and scales of estimated signals.

Uncertainty
of order

ja 11 53

LD RT —IADBNT NI D VS ENET 5. BB X 75—V OEENMIC
DWTIE, i PBEIC X D BHAVICIEITAIRETH 5. ZAUTH L, Fig. 24 1R T X5 7%
BRI DNEF OB Z R T 2 Z e XN THZ. ZO LI REEE - a7 —Ya >
R M, ZHZ2fRT 25 Z D FDICA IZBII 2 KRELHFETH 5.

2.5 NMF
25.1 NMF O£

NMF ¥ 1%, 1999 4612 D. D. Lee ¥ H. S. Seung I & » TIRE X N7 IEEFTHNIHTT 55
fg7 IV XLTH 5. (THONRE, FEHRERZEL 7200 LU 57f# QR 73f#, X7 b
IVZE ORI ED S BB ED R R R ESRENRENTH 5. 24U LT, NMF 33F
BATH R RN R E L TWARICBWT, ZALDITHINRFEE REL ER>TVWS. 2.2
HiCHA L@ D, RREEBROEBICHN LT, STFT 2R THELNZRIE (H2WIiF v —)
ARZ va T MIFEEFTHITH 5. iEoT, ThoDITHIE NMF Otz 5.

NMF &, ZRRT &2, JEETTHIZERID 2 DDIEATTHIDFTFIREIC RS 2 BEFE 7 v



2.5 NMF 11

Separated signal 1

KN
§,<S’ i=1 Y;
Q@ﬁpg —
Source 1 Mixture 1
S10 X0
Separatign . Permutation
Matgrix||| “4— Sollelt||| Separated signal 2
. 2
(]
Source 2 Mixture 2
So((] Xo0
Fig. 2.4. Permutation problem in FDICA.
Observed matrix Basis matrix Activation matrix
(amplitude spectrogram) (spectral patterns) (time-varying gains)
Z (IxJ) ~ T uxx V & xJ)
23 ] | I N—
> =
o "
~I|z * 2
9] Time
LL
J
Amplitude
K
Fig. 2.5. NMF for audio signals, where K = 2.
TVXLTH5.
Z~TV (2.24)

ZCT, Z eREY BAMOMRLRBIETHTHD, T = [t1 by - tx] € RIT R
V =lvi vy - o] € RES BERZHREEITIIRGT 77 4 =2 a YATH L IHEh
2IEEITHITH 2. T DIIRZ bATH Sty IFRERZ ML EIRZR, Z2OARK K 3@
K <min(l,J) %3 X5ICFESNS. =FEL, k=1,2,..., K ZREXZ bLDA ¥V F
I 2%RT. ATINTV OF > ZI3FEEXT VVDOER K DR KTHZ7:20, 751 Z D7 >
OB K % ERIZGE, Z %2 TV ICXo TRRTHBNT 2N TERY. foT, 0%
BIZBWVT, NMF i3S > Z7R00 R 25, Zhuk, Z sty 208 (K i) o
M7 R — Y B FENR 7 ML LTI T E 2 WA LB TH 5 LR T & 2.

NMF 2 EEESCHMAT 258, RIFE (B30 v —) 2x27 +u2rsazIEasilfT
YWZ 322N THE. DA, Fig. 25 1R T 512, HEESHOHEHARY



12 % 2E BSS OEBERM ERERFE

Mt E LTELN, EHITRARY MLORRBREZLS v, L LTHAS., Z0k5
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I J
Dis(AlB) = (b ~log 1 ) (2.26)
. 7] ij

RU, ay RO by dzhzh A e R RO B e RUY oBE#EeRT. R (2.25) 12
Itakura—Saito XA N—Y 2 Y A%ZEAT 5 Z T, ISNMF O bR e 125,
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k=1 LikVkj
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R (2.27) TR NS o b mBBEEE 2 A L TR o a2 KIEFEHRIIXKD & 5
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t t
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t 1k J [t} [ﬂ 1 (228)
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EOTHNERTRIAT A2 TE 5.
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2.6 ILRMA
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CHEEEEEE L TWE. 2D X512, FDICA OEFJFE T NMHDIEEEAT 2 Hikid < —
27—y a YEEOERERY LTEMNTHS. 20— T, IVA BPRET % 2REFERSS
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v 5. mB, B[ EHIEEERT. R (2.32) ORED FTO, SHTH W, 1B 2 B
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3 Wian® | g re, 2.33
L logry (2.33)

.. n
1,7,m
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T IT, AHIOFHETHENR ILRMA OFFE TN T 2IRELZEAT 2L, T rij, 3
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R, =T,V, (2.35)

1 (2.34) M TF (2.35) 1%, BEIREOWRHERBME R, 737 > 27 K OIFEATHITIEBIENS T
EERRLTWS. 22T, K (2.33) 12 (2.34) 2ZRAT 2 Z e TRAMGELNS.
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HBHZrERLTWVS. £, R (2.36) OF 1 H (DHET5] W, D150 BRECE B - 72
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BHL 7z, ILRMA IZBI 2 5HETEEDOFEMH % Fig. 2.6 1T~
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B RMEEEZ 2 T, EBCHOERIIME L 72 50,
PN £ 512, IVA & ILRMA OB cEZEHOMEIERL 2. VA TR2EBBT—RRBEElE R
DHWFMEZFE L TV 5A, ILRMA Tk & bR B FEMEZREL T\ 5.
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Fig. 2.6. Principle of BSS based on ILRMA.
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NI

22T, [Jre BITFHIOD (r,c) FHOEZEEZRT. 1B, e, € {0,1}Y EnBHOEEH 1, b
BRZD 0 DHANRT MV TH DB, £z, wiy, IOEHATH W, DITRXZ ML TH D, DHEXRZ b
NEMENS. BB FVEEH LRIE, HDEEEEY, 2 XX TEHRT 5.

Yijn — wf}lw” (240)

BEETAVOHEETIE, BETT, RO7 77 4 RX—=2 a2 Y75V, R (2.30) KT (2.31)
ko TEHEN, APDOLHK % ILRMA OoZHTcHEEMR LEHNEXAcH5260 5.

Y, |20 (T,V,) 2vT 2
T, « T, ® { ! ‘(TQ‘(, = i/T] : } (2.41)
TT(Y, |26 (T,V,) 2 2

T, kO V, OEHFRIZ, 78ITH R, DEHMZIRINICITS O THIUX, ZHUIRATRS
ns.

R, « T,V, (2.43)

D EoZEfEF L e FRETFVOEHNELHICKE T2 22T, R (2.33) 2RIMLTE 3.
%72, ILRMA 12 X » TH#EE X085 5121%, FDICA % IVA ¥ [k, FEEEER
ERT—VOEENDH . EoT, RiEm#EZE, XAX0 PBER#EHAT 22T, 7H
EEDRTr —ILEMIET 5.

Yijn = W (€0 O Yij) = YijnXin, (2.44)
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2.7 Consistent ILRMA
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WEAAEND ZICHY T 5. EoT, IFRHEIRETHIRTORE 28w — (B EBEOT AN
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H5.

FREDARZ b 25 LT % AR b a2 S AP EEOBEM, % STFT LU STFT
I TCHEHHAT I TERETES. ZORELHEMNIRIL K%, Fig. 2.8 IZR7T.
Fig. 2.8 NOREMEBDES s 1%, STFT 12 & » THREFEFEBEROES S 153 h3. 20
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Figs. 2.9(a) & (b) 12, HEMEIC—EEHORWFE L EEREEDARZ v urIn, K
U, TOARZ bRTTS LSS 2EPERARY by aezhZiurnd. Fig 2.9(a)
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(a) (b)
Fig. 2.7. (a) inconsistent power spectrograms |Sart|? and (b) their consistent version ob-
tained by applying inverse STFT and STFT. Spectrogram of (a) is artificially

produced with random phase.
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Fig. 2.8. Spectrogram (in)consistency with STFT and inverse STFT.
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ISTFT,(ISTF T (Sax))| 2

Frequency
Frequency

Fig. 2.9. (a) inconsistent power spectrograms |Sa:¢|> and (b) their consistent version ob-
tained by applying inverse STFT and STFT. Spectrogram of (a) is music and
speech signals with random dropout.
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02o AR EME, ARZ hB2S LIBT3 SRMEFRECE S 0MEEME e bR T E 3.
Fig. 28 i@ D, Wi STFT X, FJELIARY 025 A LEPERART v a s T L%
BILT28ETH 2. ThbOE, ARZ v 055 Z OEFEHIKRRIC K - TRHAT 2
CEMNTES.

£(Z) = Z — STFT,(ISTFT4(Z)) (2.45)

CDEE, (245) DI/ NAL |E(Z)| D30 2IRBART 0T T L Z BT E LR

272 AR OV LEFEHICED < ILRMA

R CIdNTz AR Y a7 T AEFEME, BSS OMREM LIcFHF 532 Z e AHL I
TRTWVS 25, ZhUd, AXRZ b s o AP EEOHERICK - TER & 2 R JE K
BB OHENED, R—Ia7—>a VHEEZEMT 2B Z 2R ->Tws Z L ITERT 5.
NR—3I 27— aVENRELERARZ P25 2/ LT, ARZ ha 2y s AEFEE
DIRD 5. 2 258 % Fig. 2.10 \&/RT. Fig. 2.10(a) 1X, BREBEO V-2 s
54 |S|2 TH%. Fig. 2.10(b) 1¥, A7 bu2r5 A SIHLT, AL A—3 25—
avMEESEREILEBOD AT -7 bur T |SPem)|2 TH %, Fig. 2.10(c)
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Fig. 2.10. Smoothing effect of spectrogram consistency applied to permutation misaligned
music signal. (a) is power spectrogram of original source signal |S|2. (b) is
randomly permuted version of (a), which simulates the permutation problem
and is denoted as SP™ . (c) is the consistent version of (b).
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Y, « STFT,,(ISTFT5(Y,)) (2.46)

I (2.46) 1%, Fig. 211 1TRT &5, DEHESDARZ s LY, ZHFPELARY b
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Fa 2o AEEGANDOHE R OCRFREEBAOE) 2RT. £, x, X, Y, KU SiEkzhz
NRREEE TOBRIGES, BES x DRI var'T 4, HHHEBEDARZ vurT 6, &
DHREBDORRZ b ursa%2Ry. RICY, MEFETHIUZL, R (246) 1Y, THE%
Bzw, £72, Y, KFERHIUL, Figs. 2.7, 2.9, KU 2.101R-FT k512, X (2.46) IX
Y, OWEEAM L FEBA RO GICA L= > T 2T B TIERT 5.

FEROHLWVLHOEANIZLD, RELOBERBIZBNT, FELALARY FarJ A0
FIEIR AR vya 77 MIHEINE. O%F D, Fig. 2.11 1233 & 512, Consistent ILRMA
T, ILRMA & D3 EDOHFHFEBIAOE RS EHEIMEZEDZ LB TE 3.

2.6 fiTibN7z@ D, ILRMA THEE L 7= D BEE S I3 AEBEDO R 7 — LV OEEN2H 5.
ZOREEMNZ, A7 va T amrENTHRTIRRE R 5. £- T, Consistent ILRMA T
&, JEEEBEOR 7 — )V OEREEICER T 2 P EORE L R/ NRICHIZ 2 08N H 5. Zhk
HE LT, miifbo@E T (2.46) 2175 EHRIZ, KX (2.44) © PBEZEH T 5. PB L
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Set of time-domain waves

Set of natural
X waves

Set of time-frequency domain

Fig. 2.11. Comparison between ILRMA and consistent ILRMA, where arrows in red show
STFT, arrows in dark blue show iterative update of parameters in ILRMA,
arrows in orange show ensuring process of spectrogram consistency, and arrows
in purple show projection onto set of consistent spectrograms applied in inverse
STFT. Separated signal estimated by consistent ILRMA tends to approach to
oracle source signal S.
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Fig. 3.1. Vocal spectrograms using (a) narrow (32 ms) and (b) wide (256 ms) windows.
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Fig. 3.2. Process flow for converting time-frequency resolution via time-domain waveform.

Y™ 2R 32) o ,™ e LTHVWA vk TERY. Zhu, ILRMA OZEEEFARY
HEEFLORELERC, BRiBETHEohizARZ b ass 4™ poy™ 22
@iiﬁﬁh\é YIXTERWI L EEKRT S, 8- T, ILRMA B2 8ETFLOEHEIIC
WA A REORMBAEAT 270101, —oDARY hurd s Y vy ™ v oyg
A 7NE Eofmétmaﬁ%%ﬁ%#@ﬁ@f%&?%%%#%%

ARY FAZ 5 LD A R —HERBITUL, A BHTENEZ NS, KHXTE, AR
2 +a2z5 8 Y Ry, o9 4 -8 s HiEO—o 8 LT, Fig 3.2 IKRTHIE
PRETZ. ZHE, ARZ ba 252 STFT MO STFT 23 Z & T, FEEERZ /T
LTHA R —BIEBHIETH 5.

Fig. 3.2 OB DR L WEtHHIERENZEI L, Z 226135 > =MEICOWTHAT 5. #i
BOEY, —op2xZ rursa X8 Ko™ oREBE VB EVCERS. 22
T, ARz barsa X5 RO Y™ oEe e zheh 10 Ko [ gz,
X (3.3) MU (34) 205, FREFNOBRBEIIZ L > THR SN BIEETH T, 1& 1™ x K A
DIFEITH, 77T 4 RX=2a U fTHV, 1d K x JRIDIEEITH 725, 206 DITH%E R
(3.5)IcHws e, RFD TV, %4 RF 1™ x J ks, LiL, KX (3.5 THoTW3
27 ta 258 X 034 23 1E0 x JTh s, IE £ M) cH2me, K (35)
ZBVT, [TV, &2 OMTHERE Y04 Y772 i 0L 3MENERS. D%,
ILRMA @”BFEJ:ETJL&U FHREFLORELICH WS STFT OBRENHWZEZ > T\
BE, 73 XANEOFHEICAEENEL, BETNVONREFEFH ZHED B Z L BN TERL.
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AR D% RS 272912, Fig. 3.2 LRIOHEZEHAL, SHEETLVOEHRAUCKD
BoNIHHATHI R, = T, V,, L ARZ b0 255 X\ 094 2% —HXEBLE2EX
3. 9T R, 3ERETFLOEREN w™ 258 onERETH 570, w™) iz X 28
IR AR & w912 X 2 KRR IEEHA DL, T72bb Fig. 3.2 OWAR% i § 1K
¥7%. 28, Fig. 3.2 2B\, ZEMETFTNLEZFRETNVDILBMEBEEZ ANZEZ S Z LT,
WEBMBE OIS, 22T, 8ITY R, 3RV —ARZ 07 L0 THE0, ZHUH
LG STEFT 2 3 2B01iE, MEEAS LRTER L2V, 2ok %, 78ITYH R,
WA 20 LTI, HARDDBEZOLNS. DF D, Fig. 3.2 0HEEZDF A
T2, TEHUTHI R, WX AN GOEEELE WO MBEIICERT 5. A7+ a7 750
JEHE e o803 STFT OBREICHKET 2720, w9 v w oRX%2Hi22 2T, T,V,
v X0 0% 4 A0 —BL, M SOEEEEEBTE S, LhL, ZOMBEIIERET
FIZBT % TTLRMA OZEME T AR EEEE 7V ORHEGICE R 2 B E DR FE R BERE %=
Anad) WO EIREFEST S, 22T, BEFETIE, ZHEET NV EEHRETLOREE
W Bz 2 R R BIRBRE D AR v u o 22 HVWS & & HIZ, Fig 3.2 NO =D&
BOFEBOEXEZ—HIBT2 0 HELE>T, ZOFEKDORERFERST . FOHIE
DEMEIBEANFICOWTIX, XETHAT 2. BB, MVHEHMNGOEEMEICE L TE, AwXo
BE»rosn s, ZThHERBEAAERNI LT 5.

3.4 ZERRERMEAKAKREICED C ILRMA

REFETIE, ILRMA OZEMET NV EFRETNVICENENELR 2 BEORBEKZEA
L, BEBOEELZITS. ZOFE, Fifi ChNAEMNGOEREEZEE S 2720, &ET
NDOEREHIZBEWT, Fig. 3.3 11T X351, STFT B 2 REKOERMIE HX) OA
PEAZTEZZICED, ADPTLOBRZZMNIEI L VWO HERRETS. ZOHET
3, EBOBERZLLEVED, —o02x7 tard s X v vy o9 4 2o
T3, ZhICkoT, 2o TV, £ X0 0% 4 Xb—8L, R (3.5) 1cB 1 58
DREING. 2o x, BRFEDO7 LY XL TIE, Fig 3.2 OMEHEEH S 2 08N
<73, OFD, HICFig. 32 IRT—HMOEOAZRIE L THAT 22 ikb. 7%
B, BEBOBEMEEZZEE 2 FIEICOWTIE, KETHAT 5.

®HT, ZREFAKROEEEFLVORBEIICHV 2 BERE zhzh w®) ¢ R KU
W eRQ ¥F3. ZhoDEMEMII, Fig. 3.3 10RT L9512, BMREIIRZ > TWEH, E
BOBREBRA—TH 2. BEFETE, MiFo V™) »Efe s L os#Etc, %E0 o
PERETVOREICHWONS. 0o DIMREN R 2 — DO BRI D ZEHIC

*2 3 STFT ONMRIIEEARZ v a5 A TH B0, MEHEHREK T -7 +aZS5 AR LTI,
W STFT 2 ZDEFMAT 2 Z e W TERL.
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&, XA TRSND, KEEEZEHL2E2ZEHT 5.

Y, STFT 1w (ISTFT 560 (Y,(E9))) (3.6)

DM OMERIE, Fig. 3.2 1 RT ke —8T 5. K (3.6) ORI EABEERB O, 7E
KD ILRMA 2B 2 #7510 RKAEFEHHI (2.37)-(2.40) &, NMF &€ 71O RKIEEH
A (2.41) & TF (2.42) ofic, PBiEeHICHAZN S, $bb, 2EHET L ORELICH L
FRSR R BRER Y ™) 5, ST 7L ORI 3 SRS S oA R R v,
AY, REERE N U CHRBEDOEEEEZIT-> T3, Fig. 3.3 OhEEIEIC L - Lol Iz
XD, ILRMA OZEMETNARIERE T ADZNENT, L LR E R 2R3
5 eDAEEL R 5.

X (3.6) kD, BEFIETEARY buy T AEPEROHEMRDITo TS, ZHUE, o
BHESDARZ Yl I LY, ZERRLBEDORTIERARY ba T LOEEIIHET S
BETHZ L DBVRB. RS, T T ARELHOERME B » FFE SR OR
B w™ 23 —%3 2354, R (3.6) 1& consistent ILRMA 12513 3 227 k025 ARG
MEHERT EK (2.46) 1IT—HT 3. 2% D, ZOHBERXBVT, BEFEOT7 LI XL
consistent ILRMA O 7 L3V ZLIZ—HT 5. - T, 2L FEX, consistent ILRMA %
RO IRGIE DR IR BRI — At L7 A R TE 3. REFIRERRIMNCRIEL
7-K% Fig. 34 1Z/R3. 22T, Kbofkta, H, REEADORANZZAZH STFT D
H, ILRMA (B 2 57875 W, o RKIEEH, M ISTFT OffZRT. ZoR»5, 1
RFETIE, ZEET NV ROERE TNV OREGICHW 2 IR BERBD " EEZ2 72 LT
WA EBRTENS. kB, MPoFEAOKRINE, BIEETLVOEKEN CHE S NI H0E0T
¥ R, #ZRETFTNOEREFIHE>T0NE et U2ERHTHD, Fig. 3.2 D &S 2K
[ R BRI O EHUIAT > TV R L.

3.5 Chebyshev RICE D 2 BEOZEBEM DK

— A2 BB OB & LT Hann BE 2, Z O HIEIE & QA REER % Fig. 3.5 1<
Y. Fig. 3.5 D X512, BEBOREBBFECIEA A > a - kUEY 4 Fa—T7 X
N2 —ZHEET . BEBICE, X4 va—J0EHy, Z2LTHAL Fa—7
DREZID/NEIVWZepRkDOENDE. LrL, ZOZODORHOBIIZ L — 4 70377
325, 2OZehs, PL—=FFT7DORFE L 2BEBIM» WS-, TRbb X
Ao —TENREZONTZTTOY A Fr—T -7 ORAKMEIERD /NS WA H
YO MES RSN S, BB, BEROBRERRE, RUOXA4vya—TEEZz0LZ0
w=[wl],w?],...,wq,...,w[Q]]T €R?, Q=[Q[1],Q2],...,Q[],...,]]T ¢RI, &
N2, T2, ZOMBEIIXATRINS.

Q
M@@mmwmmmmsLE)M:1 (3.7)

g=1
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Signal multiplied by
narrow window

Narrow window

E.ffectiv.e
window length
Observed
signal Signal multiplied by

wide window

Wide window

Effective
window length

Window length : : Window length

Fig. 3.3. Narrow and wide window functions used in proposed algorithm.

ZZT, || |loo MU sidelobes(-) & Z 4 Z 4 Chebyshev / /L 2 Kk B O A BRI B
F294 Fu—T0RETHD, XA TERSINS.

sidelobes(Q2) = {Q[i] | i > i.} (3.8)

4]l = max|al

L, AREEHIES S B2 EATHS. £oT, R (37 BARD LS b BERES.

Q
Minimize max [Q[i]| s.t. Zw[q] =1 (3.10)

1>1
c q:l

2B, R (3.7) itz TEBMICXEBGOERMED B 5720, 3, wlq] =1 G L
TEDTWS. F7z, & (3.7) 3% 4 Fr—T— 27 DEAME |[sidelobes() || o DSED &AL
TTD, X4 vo—TIENEDEEEERD 2B M TH 200, XRXDXS KT
b TESD,

Minimize i, s.t. Q[0] =1,|Q[]| < a V|i| > i, (3.11)

2L, ald5AohiY A Fe—-—TJ¥—-20N, RROY—-27{ETHS. 22T, K (3.11)
2B BEIE Q0] = 1R (3.7) KB B Y, wlg = LISHELTWS. R (3.11) Zifs
7= 3 &BI%E Dolph-Chebyshev & [37] &IN5, AGwXTIE, Dolph-Chebyshev 7% B
12 Chebyshev ZBE MR, EX Q @ Chebyshev Zi2 DFT 2 L 7zBEI XA TEZ2 5N 5.

- To (B cos Lgl))
ol = To-1(B)

(3.12)
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Set of time-frequency domain
obtained by using w™
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spectrograms
/4
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7
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Fig. 3.4. Overview of proposed ILRMA. Red arrows indicate STFT using w™. Purple
arrows indicate ISTFT using @®*. Blue arrows indicate iterative update of
parameters in ILRMA.

22T, plExkATRINS.

1 (o3
B = cosh <Q cosh™* 1020> (3.13)
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Window function Frequency response
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Fig. 3.5. Waveform and frequency response of Hann window.

F7z, Tp(-) 3% —HE Chebyshev ZIHATH D, (FEOFEHK « 1T L TRATERINS.

cos (b(:os_1 :C) if —1<z<1
Ty(x) = 4 cosh (b cosh™* ) ifex>1 (3.14)
(=1)’ cosh (beosh™'(—x)) if x < —1

727210, bIMEEDIEATETH 5. Chebyshev &iF, 3 (3.12) 1<% DFT % fiti L 72 BE%0% 1IE
FbLTELNE. KM TE, 4 FRr—TV—2DRAKEa 2V 4 Fu—T1LL 0
BEBDORIXARXTEHEZZ., ZOrE, 4 Fe—T7 LV EBEBOENRE EAT 587
ARETLD.

Figs. 3.6(a)—(c) I& Q = 64, o = 60 [dB], 200 [dB], 500 [dB] O EFKLZIT> TWiRW
Chebyshev ORI & KA EZ RS, Figs. 3.6(a) X (b) 226, X4 >ua—70
=% A4 Fe—T0—-7DENRZNZHN60dB & 200 dB TH 2 Z L HMHEERTE 5.
7B, Fig. 3.6(c) LBWT, A{YO—TOY—2LH4 FO—TOY—2DEH 500 dB &
BRoTOVWRVWDIX, FHEEA 7o IgERT 2HKTH 5. £7, Chebyshev BiZH¥ 4 R
O—THEYV TN THI2 VI WEZEFE>TWA I HERTES. X612, ¥4 Fu—7L
NP KRE L 72512200 T, Chebyshev BOEMBEIIM L moTW 2 b ATHNS.

36 mELT7ILIVXL

REFHECBI 2R 7L2) X2 0HH 2 — K*3% Algorithm 1 1Z/RF. Algorithm 1
D6 & TITEHD NMF EJRETOLVDOEH, 810 THD IP 128 < 7Bl 75 D EH,
11-14 F7HD myer TmHDF ¥ 2D PB %, 15 1T HD R 72 2 R E ORI R R R 0 &
k.

*3 FRIZ algorithms ¥ 5 TeX v & — D ICHEILT 2.
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Window function

Frequency response
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Fig. 3.6. Waveforms and frequency responses of non-normalized Chebyshev window. Side
lobe levels are (a) 60 dB, (b) 200 dB, and (c) 500 dB. As value of « increases,

window function gets narrower.

37 ABEDFL®

ARETIX, ZEMBRERBEREERRICE S K ILRMA 2R L, Z0EBARR 0z own
THA L=, ZOHT, IBEFEOFE, EHFICBT2MEA, KOZOREANDRREKIZD
WTHBART, RETIE, BETEOZEMEF AR VOERE T LVORELICHAWIRERZZ
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Algorithm 1 Proposed ILRMA

Input: {x[I]}£,, maxiter
Output: {y[l]}/,

=

8:
9:
10:
11:
12:

13:
14:

15:
16:
17:

Initialize {T},})_, {Vo}2_, {W;}_,

n=1>»

X0 = STFT, ) (x)

X = STFT, e (x)
(In) _ g _ (In)

yijn = winmij Vi,j, n
for iter = 1,2,..., maxlter do
1
[‘Kgln)‘.2®(Tnvn).—2:|VT;T i)
T, T,0 { TV, VT Vn
1
T-,?[lY.,EIn”z@(TnVn)_Q] t2
Vo< V,0 { TTTLV,) T Vn

) 1 1 (Ex) (Ex)H .
Uin < 5 Zj TVl T T Vi, n

Wip < (WzUzn) €, \V/’L,Tl

1

H -5 .
Wip — Wip (memwm) ® Vi,n
-1 .
Nin, [WZ ]mMm Vi, n
Win < )\mwm \V/l, n
(Ex) (Ex)

H . .
Yijn < Wi Vi, j,n

[Tn]i,k — [Ain]? [Tn]i,k Vi, k,n

Y™ STFT, an (ISTF T (Yo ™7)) ¥
end for
y = ISTFT 5w (Y,

S, HEPMOEREZITS. 2L T, BonRIcE T 2 dHmOFH,

» % consistent ILRMA ¥ 2R FEDOTBEMERED L 21T S .

RO, ERFIET



32

%45

41 FZHLE

AETE, REFEOEMETNVKROEFRETNVORBEMICHWEEBREZ, ¥4 Fe—-71L
NILEWVWINRTRXRRIZE T, HAICELXEE 2T, ERFIETH S consistent ILRMA
CREFEOLBIERZ1TS. 4.2 HiT1E, FBIHEHT 2 HHEPREFECBIT 587 X%
WEFEDEBREMFITOVTIARNS . 4.3 HiTlE, 2FEFHRON, HAL L {HETE KK
727 — X DFEBHERICOVTIANS . 4.3 HICHEE L 72D o 72 EERRERICOW TR A
R, wRIZ, 44 HITABEORIEEZITS.

4.2 HEERZMHYF

RWCP 7 —&Z X=X [38] IFRD A4 > OV R EE E2A (Tgo = 300 ms) 1I2& % 2 HROE
HPAABREZITV, 100D 2 F ¥ ANBRIESZAEM L. 22T, HniA YL 2 RE
DINERSEMFIE Fig. 4.1 IR THEDTH 5. 2L T, IO DOBHRIEH AT % BSS ez ¢
KFED consistent ILRMA N UIRRFIED 2 FIETHIEK LU=, Table 4.1 IZEBTHW=H
HES (Fo4 Y —R) OFMiZzRT. FHMEfEEIIEIRNEALL (source-to-distortion ratio:
SDR) [39] ®k#E®R (improvement of SDR: SDRi) ZH\/=. STFT 2B % BB w ™)
K w213 B X 256 ms (4096 1) @ Chebyshev BZE AWV, H 4 FE—7 L R8T X X
aZZbEEB itk h, BEMOBAMELZEE L. EHETAVKROERE T VO REL
2B B/ D Chebyshev ZDH A Fr— 7 L~ULIZiE, Table 4.2 1R 3TEZ AW, Zhs
ZRY I DN E Bz, ZDOMDERSEMIE Table 4.2 1IRTED TH 2. &8, STFT
DFEEIZ1Z DGTtool [40, 41] W .

43 RERHER

FEHA PR =T LN LT, B85 — F2HAWT 10 HERZT - 2ROFH
SDRi Zf#% A IC/RT. Z2T, ZNHDOXIIHBITF 3 EOEKIL, BEWIE Y Y SDRi MK
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Impulse response E2A
(reverberation time: Tg, = 300 ms)
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Fig. 4.1. Recording conditions of impulse response E2A.

Table 4.1. Music sources obtained from SiSEC2011 dataset used as dry sources

Song number Data name Source (1/2) Length [s]
1 another_dreamer-the_ones_we_love drums/guitar 25.6
2 another_dreamer-the_ones_we_love guitar/vocals 25.6
3 bearlin-roads acoustic_guit_main/vocals 14.6
4 bearlin-roads drums/bass 14.6
5 bearlin-roads piano/acoustic_guit_main 14.6
6 fort_minor-remember_the name violins_synth/vocals 24.6
7 fort_minor-remember_the_name vocals/drums 24.6
8 tamy-que_pena_tanto_faz guitar/vocals 13.6
9 ultimate_nz_tour drums/vocals 18.6

10 ultimate_nz_tour guitar/synth 18.6

33

{, HZWIEEY¥EY SDRI EWZ 2 EZ/RLTW5. &, Figs. 4.3-4.6 DK THAL N
AESE, ZEETALBFRTES VOGS CH—ORBEEFRALTVW2 25, kD
consistent ILRMA OFERICHIET 5. £z, ZhLSOET GEXAEES) &Rz 2 RIGE
DR A R EER B 2 0 2 SRR TF RO FICHIE T 2.

¥, ERHERORBLMERZIBRS. [THRKROITAZ SHEE T VR CE-ET LD
YA Fa—=T1L~Le UCERERZR LKL, 5 SDRi AAHEHEWEHMOSMHIC L o
T, Figs. 4.2(a) X (b) @ 2 HICKAIENS. 25D, Figs. A.1-A 11 ITHIGL,
M DFREDOETIE, I EWFEE SDRi 2Bl S N7z F X ZIHY T 285/ 2R LT
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Table 4.2. Experimental conditions

Window shift length 32 ms

{20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90,
100, 120, 150, 200, 300, 500,
700, 1000, 1500, 2000, 3000}
Number of NMF bases K 10

Side lobe level of
Chebyshev window [dB]

W;: identity matrix
T, and V,;: uniformly distributed

Initialization of

parameters
random values in the range (0, 1)

Number of iterations 200

for parameter updates

Number of trials 10 with different random seeds

Reference channel m ¢ 1

for projection back technique

%. Fig. 4.2(a) &, HEAYE WY SDRI 2R3 ER2 M ATRD O FRNCAD 2TV D & v
ISHHEZRLTVWS., £/, BEET LDV A Fu—TL_UBELZ 50~60 dB TH 5 &
X2, ZEMETLOHA Fu—T LB KEL RoThH, HENEWIREEREE R LKL
EVOHREBAEL TV, Figs. A2 RN A3 kD, Fig. 4.2(a) DA Song 1 T Song 9
DFEFICR 6N S, Fig. 4.2(b) &, XAEHT O T2 6 B, T, & WY
SDRi Z/RSTEADIEB o TVWE L WSHHEEZRL TV, Figs. A4, A7, A8 KU A1l
&b, Fig. 4.2(b) OfHEMIZ Song 3, Song 6, Song 7, MU Song 10 DFERICH SN 2. *
7z, Fig. A.3 T, »AFHDO Ml LRIM7 2 SDRI AW DBIES > Tnd. Ko
T, Song 2 DFERIF Figs. 4.2(a) KU (b) DHEMZEHTHNICEATVE L WVWR S, EHIT,
Fig. A.6 TlZ, BFEETFTILDOHA Fr—T LA 50 dB, ZHEFLOHA Fr—T L)L
23 70~500 dB &\ 5 Bl RWHEIRT, FH SDRi 5@ WEAAEDS > TW0d. ZDZ L
5, Song 5 DRI Fig. 4.2(a) OHEMAZEHLAMNTEATV S EWVWR 5. BB, DD Song
4 KU Song 8 DFERTH % Figs. A5 U A9 T, ¥ SDRi O ild Figs. 4.2(a) R *
b) DEBBIZHZY LRV LR THNS.

Xz, 10 HOBRIEE 2 TOY¥ SDRI, Fig. 4.2(a) DA%/~ Song 9 D SDRI,
K O Fig. 4.2(b) OfE[A%Z "3 Song 3 & Song 6 DF¥J SDRi ZH D EiF T, mHEMEREDFE
iz T>5. 10 HHOBHIES 2T, Song 3, Song 6, MU Song 9 ¥ SDRi D55, HA
Ko — 7' L~Lhs 40~1500 [dB] O F — & % 2121 Figs. 4.3-4.6 17”5, Figs. 4.4-4.6 1T
BWC, &HEWVWTEY SDRI 2R LTWS DI, Z2MEF A HORBEK o™ KOEEE T
LAOEER w™ D% 4 Fo—TLszhzi 50 dB & 60 dB, 60 dB ¥ 90 dB, &
70 dB & 120 dB OHETH D, WA (consistent ILRMA OFER) 2 4 5IC
MELTWSZ B oh 5. £z, Fig. 4.3 &b, 10 HOBEAEEETDFY SDRi IZEW
T, ZHEFVHOEREH 0P OF 4 Fr—T1Lup 80 dB % 90 dB 054A1E, HiF
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(a)
Fig. 4.2. Rough classification of experimental results by distribution of better SDRi
(a) is trend of
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Side lobe level used in
spatial model optimization [dB]

group. Red parts indicate group of relatively better SDRis.

Song 1 and Song 9. (b) is trend of Song 3, Song 6, Song 7, and Song 10.
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Fig. 4.3. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of all 10 music. Range of side
lobe level is from 40 to 1500.
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Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]

SDRIi 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500
40 | 3.17| 3.84 1.26 250 190 1.32 1.01 1.14 127 129 1.00 145 0.21 0.16 -1.02
50 | 3.49/12.49| 3.62 3.66 3.00 1.74 2.11 2.79 2.78 3.86 526 585 525 4.69 2.83
60 |-1.10 13.06|12.61|10.14 9.43 9.50 9.19 8.66 8.41 7.01 7.76 525 4.61 4.23 3.36
70 | 232 7.98 1.4911.91|11.11 9.64 9.57 8.80 8.11 7.74 6.73 555 5.20 3.61 4.38
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 5.23 4.49 3.77
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
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
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 6.31 5.62 4.71
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
200 |-7.45 -7.61 5.11 529 6.89 9.9810.87 10.36 9.05| 8.22| 6.75 6.32 6.32 6.64 5.05
300 |-3.9410.08 5.20 559 4.86 4.82 6.39 8.8910.10 8.46| 7.17| 6.58 6.47 6.58 5.29
500 | 2.28 11.98 4.38 -1.31 2.83 255 257 4.05 482 843 7.69| 6.69 6.22 6.11 5.52
700 | -4.7412.43 3.96 3.22 3.33 4.03 2.74 2.65 3.68 4.96 7.61 6.26| 5.56| 548 4.12
1000 | -5.30 11.65 3.60 3.39 2.91 3.46 3.06 3.32 3.50 3.34 5.36 7.01 5.86| 4.86] 4.29
1500 2.78 10.72 2.55 2.67 2.18 251 211 2.06 249 2.89 1.43 566 6.40 4.45 4.22

Poor[ " |Good

Fig. 4.4. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 3. Range of side lobe
level is from 40 to 1500.

Side lobe level used in
source 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
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 0.43 0.17 -1.21
50 | 3.05(13.08] 3.50 2.26 2.67 1.92 242 292 3.13 4.42 511 6.49 7.27 4.74 4.77
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
70 | 4.26 12.67 13.33|10.48]11.26 11.36 11.03 11.12 11.13 10.79 10.32 10.12 9.04 9.34 7.19
80 | 148 8.3013.54 10.80]11.78]|12.24 10.56 10.87 10.49 10.56 10.16 9.83 9.72 8.89 7.32
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
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
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
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
200 | -3.82 -1.97 594 9.05 3.76 7.28 9.77 11.91 11.51|11.22] 9.75 8.91 7.93 8.76 6.38
300 |-2.70 -1.64 7.15 7.62 5.71 525 3.82 6.28 853 9.94 9.92| 7.94 7.78 8.18 6.50
500 | -1.36 -1.14 7.65 5.67 4.16 2.87 2.20 4.43 455 4.61 9.55 8.57| 8.06 7.37 7.14
700 |-1.76 0.99 4.69 4.52 432 521 469 4.72 3.56 3.46 3.49 9.85 8.30| 7.56 5.90
1000 -1.88 -0.02 4.78 3.61 5.87 546 4.25 4.08 3.43 2.61 -0.57 7.79 7.90| 7.85 5.94
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

Poor  |Good

Fig. 4.5. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 6. Range of side lobe
level is from 40 to 1500.

Side lobe level used in
source model optimization [dB]
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Average
SDRi
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Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
150 200 300
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40
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Side lobe level used in
source model optimization [dB]

1.32

8.62 5.02 458 460 461 468 4.78 494 480 545

1.93

10.03

10.07 10.10 10.37 10.25 10.21 10.25 10.00 9.87 9.99

2.06

1.77

12.19

10.13

1.78 1.05 13.64
1.58 -0.17 14.25 8.07
1.35 0.74 9.6313.17 3.78
0.12 1.38 9.78 8.2110.59
0.31 -0.08 13.65 15.32 12.84 11.30
1.96 -0.36 12.88 11.96 6.78 2.90
0.22 12.75 10.26 10.68 12.53 11.68
5.74 12.31 11.95 12.35 11.43 11.70
427 41511.16 3.84 9.17 4.61
6.77 13.89 12.79 11.61 11.72 11.13 10.27 10.59 10.99 7.11
6.96 13.10 12.43 12.41 11.74 11.64 10.31 10.49 10.39 9.78
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3.42

9.54
6.48
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5.95
5.28
4.20
3.96
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3.21
3.23
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5.24
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3.39

5.03
9.42
8.02
7.03
6.99
6.20
6.21
6.26
4.51
4.46
4.26
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2.01
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level is from 40 to 1500.
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Fig. 4.6. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 9. Range of side lobe
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Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 1.88 224 099 -0.10 -0.57 0.14 -0.23 -0.09 -0.14 -0.14 -0.25 -0.47 -0.14 -0.26 -0.61 -0.77 -1.42 -2.08 -3.39
30 | 1.9¢] 1.95 343 073 -024 0.09 037 055 0.38 063 053 044 0.33 0.16 0.03 -0.17 -0.57 -1.28 -3.13
40 | 155 1.41| 325 455 121 124 166 164 1.80 170 1.61 1.69 2.09 225 2.00 1.73 0.89 -0.10 -2.48
50 | 150 1.55 3.89 6.86] 4.77 473 476 4.43 4.33 453 505 574 572 582 518 4.62 3.96 251 -0.72
E 60 | 144 124 268 6.83 9.17| 7.92 7.87 6.88 6.78 6.80 699 691 673 6.34 6.13 529 4.22 294 0.35
c'c 70| 139 149 202 587 695 842 696 685 650 620 580 541 516 529 530 519 407 285 028
g.g 80 | 0.81 092 1.18 328 7.20 8.10| 7.58| 7.66 7.08 6.63 628 584 530 4.96 4.92 4.73 3.82 270 -0.05
g_g 90 | -041 075 058 1.16 6.61 839 7.62( 7.61 7.32 6.80 647 6.07 532 479 487 452 3.66 255 -0.10
3_5 100 | -2.23 -0.35 022 080 586 7.72 8.19 7.62| 7.38 6.89 6.41 582 527 4.93 4.86 4.42 344 269 0.01
§ S 120 | 539 -1.96 -045 000 460 668 830 803 7.38 675 633 570 522 501 480 433 346 247 0.1
9 150|565 -1.80 -1.32 -0.56 4.08 420 656 623 7.49 665 621 564 510 484 481 422 3.16 223 -0.11
©7 200|660 -3.08 241 192 519 429 493 673 7.2 615 622 567] 514 461 425 414 326 223 0.02
ﬁg 300 | -367 -1.35 -1.12 2.08 538 507 495 456 507 4.08 585 542 510 434 4.04 418 335 219 044
"’g 500 | 210 -0.66 0.34 2.31 4.46 4.13 4.35 419 3.63 2.93 353 4.80 4.48 4.25 399 3.88 3.24 222 0.25
Q 700|324 -1.35 -091 334 533 413 462 450 385 335 341 401 356 440 389 384 292 228 0.29
1000 -4.10 -1.28 -049 3.70 474 433 432 3.97 370 345 3.55 295 307 4.44 3.80 3.65 2.96 1.91 -0.33
1500 -2.82 0.01 143 379 453 390 3.96 421 3.93 4.10 350 238 232 3.82 345 3.48 294 2.10 -0.41
2000 210 0.18 1.51 345 4.23 459 465 401 3.79 3.89 356 3.25 258 2.33 290 295 2.93 209 -0.13
3000 -2.27 034 142 342 348 4.02 401 3.91 409 394 368 303 278 1.52 203 215 295 234 040

Fig. A.1. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of all 10 music.

Poor[@  |Good
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TR A 4 BORRKRICHT ZLER

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRIi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 488 348 -1.17 -2.13 -3.04 -2.08 -1.80 -1.74 -2.15 -2.39 -2.29 -1.97 -1.56 -1.09 -1.15 -1.51 -2.38 -2.99 -2.78
30 | 5085 4.06 -0.31 -2.59 -3.54 -2.83 -2.16 -1.67 -1.69 -1.90 -1.77 -2.21 -1.75 -1.20 -2.16 -1.61 -2.55 -2.95 -3.79
40 | 496 2.87] 1.02| 394 274 295 -3.06 259 -2.14 -1.49 -2.65 -2.28 -2.43 -0.94 -0.59 -0.97 -1.60 -2.56 -4.33
50 | 525 3.97 3.09 546 340 390 476 421 268 3.56 455 557 317 0.86 029 -0.11 -0.71 -1.12 -4.32
E 60 | 259 281 174 595 831 673 662 079 -1.16 009 285 367 276 213 1.80 043 -0.14 -1.38 -4.09
c'c 70| 253 236 303 568 233 895 275 108 047 -0.19 071 -1.86 -1.40 134 123 0.94 -0.17 -1.38 -3.12
g.g 80 | 259 318 270 570 165 527 213 335 280 218 212 087 -127 -1.73 -029 0.01 -0.08 -0.64 -3.81
g_g 90 | 0.34 204 236 484 086 406 505 518 510 460 297 213 091 -1.09 -1.44 -1.28 -1.00 -1.29 -3.64
7’% 100 | -1.36 0.13 150 3.84 293 531 516 640 552 392 318 213 160 024 0.12 -1.10 -1.13 -1.12 -3.70
3 S 120 | 622 -071 006 1.69 -1.27 594 3.32 6.15 638 453 352 1.36 1.28 044 -0.10 -0.97 -1.46 -1.67 -3.78
LG 150 | -694 -124 -038 0.19 -0.74 -055 591 367 478 346 209 176 094 045 -0.63 -1.20 -1.22 -1.84 -459
©78 200|619 -1.84 -145 124 435 183 568 511 646 281 201 1.27 050 -0.66 -1.56 -0.83 -1.01 -1.82 -4.62
§§ 300 | -1.88 -0.88 087 056 3.04 470 528 442 485 288 4.30 -0.21| 0.05 -1.47 -1.79 -0.28 -0.78 -1.71 -4.29
"’g 500 | 1.25 -1.81 062 -0.40 3.42 427 464 437 396 285 370 277 1.11| -2.17| -2.05 -0.46 -1.03 -1.99 -4.46
O 700 |-337 -1.29 -0.74 013 373 407 395 362 448 4.37 407 150 126 -0.88[ -1.75 -0.47 -1.04 -192 -452
1000 -4.84 2.26 -1.80 1.69 3.73 4.04 466 437 332 305 373 328 1.86 1.96 -1.20( -0.79 -1.30 -2.05 -4.69
1500 145 241 328 151 041 316 424 457 320 344 336 194 1.06 038 064 -1.01| -1.46] -1.84 -4.57
2000 1.61 268 293 1.35 295 053 3.93 343 365 3.11 1.88 1.77 1.02 008 0.11 -0.90 -1.60 -2.00| -4.49
30000 1.72 282 334 157 010 263 413 330 323 295 276 1.74 1.14 004 000 022 -0.50 -1.87| -3.52
Poor@  |Good

Fig. A.2. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 1.

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 0.04 069 1.03 -1.76 035 153 065 048 085 070 1.11 1.12 065 072 025 0.30 -0.20 -0.46 -1.49
30 | 007 1.18( 017 030 -089 004 006 015 050 1.21 157 151 173 114 069 077 0.26 -0.21 -1.46
40 | 012 119 7.01[ 222 -1.22 013 011 046 061 035 028 1.27 167 382 3.00 3.06 143 017 -2.31
50 | -1.36 0.93 7.35] 1.24 659 0.68 083 141 096 1.81 492 7.75 720 7.19 578 529 435 226 -2.64
E' 60 | -1.53 -1.95 664 8.17] 8.85 885 10.04 955 946 960 850 7.81 7.42 6.74 630 554 439 272 0.14
c'c 70 |-183 -182 064 788 755 9571008 10.13 955 931 878 818 7.67 7.8 647 591 406 290 045
8'-9- 80 | -1.99 -2.33 -1.79 640 7.59 843/ 10.15 992 972 905 862 808 752 7.10 668 578 3.93 297 0.21
g_g 90 | 248 -2.33 2.02 -0.03 7.60 7.45 943 965 939 897 868 816 7.11 6.69 652 544 402 3.05 0.31
E-E 100 | -5.30 -2.22 -1.93 -1.63 7.67 7.22 879 942 945 902 872 7.88 7.12 6.64 619 527 3.99 3.17 0.37
3 S 120 | -7.65 -3.12 284 229 569 7.05 7.98 844 922 877 848 7.70 696 669 622 550 405 296 062
LG 150 | -804 -485 -426 486 381 574 7.18 7.65 819 877 802 742 697 663 609 551 421 297 084
98 200|362 -554 576 473 7.81 7.39 817 899 7.42 757 7.77 7.34 7.14 687 649 570 394 297 0.7
§§ 300 [ 224 -1.67 -1.29 448 869 845 947 950 1020 842 7.68 7.60| 7.26] 6.12 589 546 459 3.19 0.32
"’g 500 | -4.86 267 -0.88 4.83 7.05 822 7.87 7.6510.08 7.66 856 7.49 6.55 598 576 527 4.69 3.30 0.14
O 700 |-586 -292 270 495 829 896 951 991 994 915 889 726 561 593 547| 526 449 324 047
1000[ -7.00 241 1.11 551 7.81 919 925 857 886 842 7.87 685 620 593 578 550 4.83 3.56 0.44
1500] -4.28 148 207 6.13 7.43 843 851 851 757 810 7.63 593 6.03 531 543 537 498 3.54 0.38
2000 -0.11 1.5 221 580 7.63 815 685 6.05 800 7.31 7.13 646 611 4.94 495 529 516 353 0.33
3000/ -0.20 1.00 277 583 644 699 653 651 6.34 663 677 587 556 571 512 445 433 352 041
Poor  |Good

Fig. A.3. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 2.



Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | -067] 1.57 026 -2.21 -2.36 -1.13 -1.02 -1.13 -1.49 -1.71 -1.97 -2.45 -2.41 -2.55 -2.84 -3.18 -3.52 -4.02 -4.36
30 | -048 0.77] 3.45 -0.80 -1.33 0.00 -0.51 -0.90 -1.07 -1.36 -1.98 -1.69 -2.14 -2.14 -2.29 -2.55 -2.95 -3.43 -5.31
40 | -0.02 0.52] 3.17| 3.84 126 250 190 1.32 1.01 114 127 129 1.00 145 021 0.16 -1.02 -2.21 -4.03
50 | -0.04 027 3.49 1249 362 366 3.00 1.74 211 279 278 3.86 526 585 525 4.69 2.83 1.30 -1.40
% 60 | -0.07 -1.32 -1.10 13.06[ 12.61(10.14 943 950 9.19 866 841 7.01 7.76 525 461 423 3.36 3.35 0.05
.E‘E. 70 | 008 -0.78 232 7.98 1.49 11.9111.11 964 957 880 811 7.74 673 555 520 361 4.38 323 0.11
g-?- 80 | -021 0.09 -1.90 -0.53 6.16 12.78 11.81| 10.81 10.34 9.45 9.07 860 7.57 6.14 523 449 3.77 379 0.07
g_g 90 | -1.81 -0.52 -3.11 -2.51 9.62 12.62 11.77/11.35| 9.70 9.03 8.67 849 7.38 6.50 583 4.51 4.28 3.78 0.00
7’% 100 | -3.84 -0.69 -2.56 -0.35 8.74 12.32 12.02 10.81[10.12] 951 8.95 7.99 6.89 6.22 564 4.40 453 3.90 0.14
§ S 120 | 524 -407 -354 -1.26 10.88 9.76 11.94 10.85 10.63 9.27| 881 7.77 684 666 6.31 562 471 355 0.18
2T 150 | -861 -444 -386 229 820 9.23 11.36 1142 10.61 9.23 873 7.82 6.83 641 633 6.11 458 342 0417
© 78 200 321 -829 745 761 511 529 689 9.98 10.87 10.36 9.05 822 675 632 632 6.64 505 363 0.64
§§ 300 | -4.67 -2.35 -3.94 10.08 520 559 4.86 4.82 6.39 8.89 10.10 8.46 7.17] 658 6.47 6.58 529 3.78 0.71
"’g 500 | -4.80 -2.31 228 11.98 4.38 -1.31 2.83 255 257 4.05 4.82 843 769 6.69 622 6.11 552 3.57 0.36
O 700 | -383 -5.39 -474 1243 3.96 322 333 403 274 265 368 496 7.61 6.26 556 548 4.12 362 0.41
1000| -5.04 -5.57 -5.30 11.65 3.60 3.39 291 346 3.06 3.32 350 3.34 536 7.01 586 4.8¢ 4.29 3.33 -0.25
1500 -4.95 -1.02 2.78 10.72 255 2.67 218 251 211 206 249 289 143 566 640 445 4.22( 345 0.24
2000/ -5.31 -0.68 3.70 7.34 232 250 1.83 1.85 211 154 170 210 212 3.23 4.63 456 3.73 3.23 1.25
3000/ -5.83 -1.25 329 505 1.57 228 194 171 206 195 1.90 1.83 212 233 3.03 375 3.81 3.14[ 202
Poor@  |Good

Fig. A.4. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 3.

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 3.8¢( 1.36 -2.43 -3.30 -0.42 -1.60 -2.16 -1.10 -1.13 -0.90 -0.79 -1.14 -0.86 -0.95 -1.27 -1.65 -2.67 -3.29 -4.74
30 | 3.98 044 022 262 -049 -0.65 -1.70 0.31 0.16 0.20 0.05 0.16 0.36 -0.41 -0.54 -0.50 -1.48 -2.32 -4.14
40 | -1.24 -1.60| -0.10| 0.21 -0.99 0.06 -1.65 -0.59 -0.29 -0.09 -0.06 0.18 0.20 -1.36 -1.23 -1.63 -2.68 -3.38 -4.58
50 | 0.03 -2.30 -0.38] 1.51 -0.67 -0.61 -1.02 -1.09 -0.90 -1.05 -0.97 -0.80 -1.30 -0.93 -1.30 -0.95 -1.04 -2.63 -4.24
E' 60 | 221 1.83 -1.38 1.60| -0.14 -0.62 -0.20 -0.06 -0.08 -0.29 -0.46 -0.09 -1.32 -1.44 -0.36 -1.62 -0.78 -2.05 -3.36
< 'c 70 | 226 358 129 184 094 0.20/ -0.16 -0.34 -0.69 -0.74 -0.60 -1.04 -0.82 -0.81 -0.57 -0.83 -0.98 -2.32 -3.81
3 2 80 |-096 051 173 162 -0.13 1.80 0.56 020 -0.16 0.23 -1.00 -1.09 -1.34 -1.06 -1.04 -0.92 -1.94 -2.83 -3.08
) N 90 | 289 072 041 -055 -0.18 201 184] 0.11] 0.37 013 003 -026 -0.91 -1.30 -0.26 -1.28 -1.68 -2.99 -3.82
3 g 100 | -7.50 -1.82 0.49 045 -053 1.95 215 0.90| 0.48 051 -0.66 -1.08 -0.64 -1.34 -1.15 -1.20 -2.06 -2.65 -3.75
E S 120|417 092 048 054 061 -004 169 1.10 0.30] -0.19 -0.46 -0.83 -0.64 -1.12 -1.27 -1.48 -2.11 -3.14 -3.89
2% 150 | -1.31 -1.06 -0.83 -0.06 3.97 248 -0.73 0.69 043 -0.35 -0.28 -1.25 -1.50 -1.63 -1.22 -1.66 -2.33 -3.59 -4.54
©7F 200|262 112 049 084 277 163 251 -061 044 -0.04 082 1,69 -1.48 120 -143 -1.85 247 -3.54 -4.17
§ E 300 | -3.83 -2.19 -2.12 -0.46 2.24 072 -0.83 0.35 -0.19 0.44 032 -0.72 -1.95 -1.40 -1.90 -1.79 -2.97 -3.82 -4.31
» g 500 | -0.86 -1.45 -1.52 0.66 1.02 -1.38 -1.62 -0.51 -1.32 -1.36 -1.87 0.39 -1.43 -1.94] -1.84 -1.98 -2.81 -3.71 -4.43
Q 700 | 089 -1.91 -1.09 1.52 3.30 -1.81 -0.33 -1.40 -1.80 -1.70 -1.38 -1.01 0.25 -2.32] -2.31) -2.15 -2.64 -3.20 -4.39
1000 -2.76 -2.07 -2.46 2.26 238 -0.47 -1.72 -1.39 -1.98 -1.40 -1.30 -0.27 -0.30 -0.95 -2.24| -2.35 -3.09 -3.28 -5.55
1500 -2.83 -2.75 -1.26 1.14 246 -0.28 -2.24 -225 -1.78 -1.50 -1.05 -1.08 -1.03 0.63 -1.94 -2.69 -2.67 -3.72 -5.64
2000 -4.08 -2.82 -0.78 0.74 1.49 057 -0.15 -1.41 -1.90 -0.66 -1.39 -1.03 -1.04 -0.14 0.29 -2.04 -3.06 -3.71| -6.13
3000/ -4.25 -2.31 -0.53 -0.36 0.59 -0.09 -0.71 -1.47 -1.37 -2.04 -0.59 -1.41 -1.13 -0.87 -1.46 -1.21 -2.55 -4.04| -5.20

Fig. A.5. Average SDRi

Poor[ @ |Good

using 10 different initializations of Song 4.
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TR A 4 BORRKRICHT ZLER

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 068 060 234 276 1.62 4.46 0.96 0.24 -0.84 -0.06 -021 -0.10 0.18 0.21 0.83 0.48 -1.09 -1.58 -2.80
30 | 0.37] 0.38 580 467 1.4 332 3.75 359 329 363 253 212 111 036 024 006 -0.01 -1.67 -2.53
40 | -0.05 0.05] 1.63[ 691 234 233 299 3.35 3.06 278 236 1.93 151 092 057 0.37 033 -0.23 -1.09
50 | 0.18 1.57 285 6.13 3.91 6.86 7.92 491 526 510 548 6.06 6.02 7.28 4.90 268 3.37 1.70 -2.17
E 60 | 082 173 120 4.95 7.53 7.17 6.23 153 234 3.05 3.32 367 546 6.90 561 4.08 3.07 1.75 -1.51
.E‘E. 70 | 063 1.31 167 3.96 462 7.09 028 247 226 262 198 179 068 152 156 274 162 0.98 -1.31
g.g 80 | 051 0.37 1.63 1.66 4.56 4.20| 3.89| 504 368 3.75 3.05 346 272 1.35 0.26 -0.18 0.57 -1.15 -2.23
g_g 90 | 021 092 088 1.31 263 521 454 422 366 3.94 3.38 379 320 1.70 1.34 044 -0.51 -2.22 -3.18
3% 100 | 0.19 043 019 1.02 1.72 499 397 443 389 38 353 333 317 1.66 1.17 0.31 -0.63 -2.40 -3.47
§ S 120|992 078 093 222 -0.38 081 538 372 377 350 346 325 3.08 145 089 0.16 -1.11 -2.34 -3.82
2T 150 | -282 -005 130 233 -049 -0.05 3.0 129 385 357 354 335 3.07 137 073 -0.15 -1.05 -2.01 -3.81
©78 200|709 285 -1.82 -1.16 049 0.19 025 017 037 -037 345 340 3.04 172 091 -0.13 -0.60 -217 -353
§§ 300 | -3.21 -1.05 0.13 1.63 -0.21 -0.06 0.49 -0.17 0.80 0.36 1.88 1.36] 2.04 1.74 096 0.06 -0.84 -1.88 -2.81
"’g 500 | -0.99 1.70 277 0.61 1.31 072 -0.27 0.55 -0.06 0.09 1.23 1.08 -0.11| 1.12| 0.88 -0.08 -0.84 -1.69 -3.38
O 700 | -294 -0.04 004 217 102 175 122 166 085 -041 044 095 030 066 063) -0.03 -1.06 -1.85 -3.19
1000/ -3.50 0.00 0.75 1.68 1.46 210 1.99 152 198 212 1.65 -0.02 060 0.11 028 0.2§ -1.11 -2.39 -3.44
1500 -1.45 0.47 1.90 1.95 179 215 269 3.01 346 288 222 021 1.31 0.12 069 -0.58 -1.01| -1.82 -3.98
2000/ -1.93 1.00 1.79 2.36 212 210 227 243 227 310 3.10 1.28 0.89 -0.07 021 0.03 -0.97| -1.61| -4.35
3000 -1.55 1.19 122 254 225 254 284 270 283 277 321 219 057 -0.03 -022 021 1.37 -1.34 -2.70
Poor@  |Good

Fig. A.6. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 5.

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | -1.45 -1.34 -0.99 0.29 -1.93 -1.77 -1.59 -1.38 -1.86 -0.70 -1.28 -1.35 -0.96 -0.85 -1.06 -0.90 -1.43 -1.90 -3.49
30 | -1.38 -2.63 1.69 -0.07 -1.46 -1.90 -2.05 -1.35 -1.40 -1.11 -0.24 -0.32 -0.07 -0.40 -0.32 -1.09 0.31 -0.73 -4.36
40 | -1.24 -0.72| -0.23| 326 0.16 -0.64 -1.76 -1.73 -1.44 -157 -1.22 0.04 1.13 079 043 0.17 -1.21 -2.22 -4.98
50 | -1.30 -1.62 3.0513.08] 3.50 226 2.67 1.92 242 292 313 442 511 649 727 474 477 220 -0.23
E' 60 | -1.36 -0.90 5.77 10.95 12.21| 8.31 10.03 11.18 10.76 10.72 11.54 10.76 8.69 9.92 9.31 846 6.86 551 0.72
< 'c 70 | 142 0.87 4.26 12.67 13.33 10.48[ 11.26 11.36 11.03 11.12 11.13 10.79 10.32 10.12 9.04 934 7.19 617 0.77
3 2 80 | -182 -1.33 148 830 1354 10.80[ 11.78[ 12.24 10.56 10.87 10.49 10.56 10.16 9.83 9.72 8.89 7.32 645 049
g_g 90 | 265 0.17 020 4.17 13.78 12.04 12.29 11.22[ 11.19 10.35 1042 9.82 925 9.09 9.66 9.32 7.43 6.01 0.63
3 g 100 | -1.91 -0.89 -1.51 0.52 13.49 12.54 11.14 11.73[11.39| 10.27 1045 9.87 929 9.66 9.93 941 7.02 6.23 0.13
E S 120 | 322 -1.61 -0.35 -0.45 11.52 13.20 12.82 11.23 1156/ 10.62] 10.55 9.89 9.19 9.94 946 9.34 7.09 591 083
85 150|636 -426 -1.70 0.06 556 6.66 11.54 11.96 1243 11.13[11.09] 9.61 9.22 940 925 898 639 480 1.04
978 200|632 -350 382 197 594 0.05 376 7.28 9.77 11.91 1151|1122] 975 891 7.93 876 638 510 0.49
§§ 300 | -862 210 -2.70 -1.64 7.15 762 571 525 3.82 628 853 994 992 794 7.78 818 650 4.55 2.60
"’g 500 | -2.85 -0.96 -1.36 -1.14 7.65 567 4.16 2.87 220 4.43 455 461 955 857 8.06 7.37 7.14 6.04 2.09
Q 700|447 159 -176 0.99 469 452 432 521 469 472 356 346 349 9.85 830 7.56 590 569 207
1000 -6.20 -2.01 -1.88 -0.02 4.78 3.61 587 546 4.25 4.08 343 261 -057 7.79 7.90 7.85 594 4.83 3.70
1500 -6.34 -1.76 -0.08 -0.90 -0.73 2.26 449 4.88 4.88 4.08 4.82 207 3.10 655 7.26 7.15 551 4.53 3.85
2000/ -5.23 -1.92 -0.19 0.10 3.88 3.82 291 025 079 517 471 477 244 373 3.05 628 6.00] 4.51 3.12
3000/ -4.19 -1.97 -0.48 3.31 263 4.01 579 610 522 538 432 3.89 366 243 -040 1.16 6.07 571 3.25

Fig. A.7. Average SDRi

Poor[ @ |Good

using 10 different initializations of Song 6.



Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 2.04 202 009 045 -1.87 -1.47 -1.17 -1.07 -0.96 -1.07 -0.96 -1.22 -1.08 -1.05 -1.09 -1.30 -1.91 -2.95 -4.95
30 | 2.07] 2.05 423 1.91 -0.11 -0.92 -0.90 -0.82 -0.89 -0.18 -0.32 -0.13 0.18 0.15 0.73 1.04 0.85 0.52 -1.04
40 | 210 122 452 7.34 350 2.54 269 276 271 268 271 275 296 3.14 2389 228 1.71 1.05 -2.48
50 | 2.02 219 597|11.98| 7.44 7.78 7.65 7.69 7.54 729 7.22 698 7.23 7.90 748 7.40 6.90 597 3.69
E 60 | 2.01 1.38 6.99 11.93]12.91]12.33 11.99 11.64 11.32 10.91 10.59 10.27 9.49 8.35 7.97 7.54 6.86 6.29 4.54
c'c 70| 184 008 225 7386 1241)12.17/12.08 11.79 1150 11.28 1074 9.94 960 861 7.92 7.39 698 633 459
g-?- 80 | 0.37 -0.09 059 1.72 11.77 11.85| 11.74[ 11.38 11.11 10.78 10.52 9.84 9.08 8.51 7.86 7.63 6.96 6.26 4.63
g_g 90 | -1.47 -1.58 0.54 1.10 11.41 11.61 11.37[ 11.14[ 11.02 10.71 10.42 9.82 8.89 8.36 8.00 7.55 6.88 6.25 4.65
3 g 100 | -6.56 -2.68 -2.44 0.24 11.21 11.11 11.35 10.98 10.83[ 10.58 10.30 9.63 8.89 8.28 7.87 7.54 6.81 6.26 4.71
§ S 120 | -7.31 381 -3.14 -208 160 7.66 11.16 10.77 10.4210.38/10.07 9.71 898 832 7.93 740 6.68 623 4.79
2T 150 | -7.72 -076 -383 -0.72 344 189 323 569 1058 9.99 975 9.40 889 823 7.70 7.28 661 6.14 4.78
©78 200|403 124 005 020 286 025 651 7.43 854 060 947 929 872 7.86 7.50 7.32 662 6.04 4.65
§§ 300 | -4.02 2.91 -1.50 -0.16 4.85 1.85 213 0.77 3.19 054 529 834 829 792 7.72 721 665 598 4.67
"’g 500 | -1.38 0.16 -0.40 -0.69 3.06 3.67 9.30 6.98 7.54 0.02 0.64 1.81 7.45 7.66| 7.22 722 646 586 4.45
O 700 | -224 008 002 154 265 226 307 261 234 1.68 151 539 246 7.04 7.06 7.10 6.01 6.03 4.52
1000/ 260 0.16 0.66 2.00 3.05 2.04 205 202 1.60 226 1.68 052 250 6.13 6.86 6.9¢ 6.07 542 4.38
1500 -3.99 -1.02 -0.19 3.34 10.67 1.68 1.59 248 271 243 067 020 1.30 590 595 6.31 583 528 3.20
2000, 0.03 -0.31 -0.32 2.92 3.15 837 831 7.03 385 217 234 215 216 050 245 517 559 533 3.68
3000 0.69 -0.22 -0.54 262 285 297 1.86 053 149 252 239 165 1.89 620 055 129 529 514 425
Poor@  |Good

Fig. A.8. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 7.

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 1.22) 323 1.08 002 -029 062 091 069 159 1.80 2.08 1.11 255 247 1.05 085 1.13 0.18 -1.52
30 | 159 2.66) 439 -0.14 -0.87 -0.61 0.23 044 035 083 141 1.12 167 1.75 226 131 054 0.30 -1.24
40 | 164 164 397 011 050 0.34 094 1.04 096 1.08 093 056 171 115 1.17 126 1.80 0.90 -0.51
50 | 1.71 213 286 3.33 -0.09 029 -049 1.04 042 -0.18 050 0.68 167 213 223 229 155 0.34 -1.92
E' 60 | 149 1.00 026 1.63 1.92 145 215 219 286 243 216 275 395 3.10 251 277 1.93 0.56 -1.41
c'c 70| 149 289 002 286 221 23§ 162 252 234 145 173 245 254 146 319 253 284 160 -0.79
8'3 80 | 1.79 117 142 444 055 6.04 344 297 332 261 249 222 301 317 359 511 3.14 1.19 -0.75
g_g 90 | 161 213 116 1.77 1.06 323 239 3.48 346 294 357 3.36 326 263 329 387 259 1.49 -1.36
3% 100 | -0.34 1.19 427 125 256 326 3.85 3.18 3.13 3.07 282 281 224 283 335 392 1.33 1.04 -1.39
E S 120|271 067 231 110 223 378 3.35 290 303 295 280 272 218 255 3.40 289 205 1.20 -0.92
8 150|214 -007 158 055 300 299 524 366 374 299 3.14 306 229 318 486 328 154 170 -1.88
978 200|472 -050 1.98 068 312 508 282 681 392 273 423 274 265 195 252 240 241 195 -1.91
§§ 300 | 041 217 1.08 -0.31 3.86 469 411 439 7.12 403 389 4.06 372 207 159 292 258 279 -0.41
"’g 500 | -1.45 1.42 082 0.83 440 455 623 462 369 3.37 246 3.96 1.98 2.66| 216 2.78 250 1.16 -0.76
O 700| 014 078 154 098 420 392 632 444 272 266 213 7.42 336 3.12 232 293 255 208 0.06
1000 -0.83 227 249 3.17 247 3.16 3.99 283 235 1.87 345 268 555 3.06 159 1.55 2.35 0.41 -1.50
1500 -1.54 256 249 295 1.85 3.03 1.99 4.02 355 596 3.38 518 4.07 221 067 3.30 2.74 226 -0.58
2000 -1.35 247 206 241 163 256 3.23 3.53 3.39 258 366 274 324 1.94 608 3.15 3.06) 2.25 1.33
3000 -2.83 2.65 279 2.89 0.66 206 2.81 3.34 3.15 3.11 299 1.39 3.33 263 573 291 3.37 3.18 0.08
Poor  |Good

Fig. A.9. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 8.
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Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 1.13 1.31 -0.81 002 069 021 1.16 145 129 081 -0.23 -0.37 -0.67 -0.84 -1.40 -1.30 -2.12 -2.63 -4.37
30 | 059 1.61 3.81 335 279 268 3.30 3.22 287 200 1.66 1.55 097 0.31 -0.26 -1.16 -1.90 -2.09 -4.26
40 | 144 093] 1.32] 862 502 4.58 460 4.61 4.68 478 4.94 480 545 579 575 556 503 3.98 0.06
50 | 145 1.54 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 9.90 942 8.60 4.98
% 60 | 1.52 158 2.06 1.77]12.19(10.13 7.60 7.88 863 9.02 9.32 10.00 959 9.32 10.56 10.63 8.02 7.40 6.26
.E‘E. 70 | 154 157 1.78 1.05 13.64] 6.33 581 554 509 491 3.86 340 3.77 651 7.46 954 7.03 582 459
g-?- 80 | 1.55 1.55 1.58 -0.17 14.25 8.07 586 6.80 584 4.50 4.61 3.51 355 4.87 597 648 6.99 555 3.57
g_g 90 | 152 1.08 1.35 0.74 9.63 13.17 3.78] 545 557 4.30 3.98 3.30 2.89 445 501 662 620 549 4.14
7’% 100 | 1.36 -0.85 -0.12 1.38 9.78 821 1059 4.74 492 455 352 3.17 3.00 453 476 595 621 597 457
§ S 120|833 489 031 -008 13.65 15.32 12.84 11.30 4.49 3.95 259 256 245 425 474 528 6.26 556 3.9
2T 150 | -3.09 -054 -1.96 -0.36 12.88 11.96 6.78 290 637 3.74 244 224 253 329 421 420 451 390 4.27
©78 200 [070 241 220 022 12.75 10.26 10.68 12.53 11.68 370 207 204 253 329 360 3.96 446 308 4.91
§§ 300 | 428 -1.12 -042 574 12.31 11.95 12.35 11.43 11.70 9.83 839 3.02] 253 337 3.36 3.56 4.26 2.25 5.05
"’g 500 | -3.37 -0.69 -0.09 4.27 4.15 11.16 3.84 917 461 559 11.12 11.92 1.44] 3.40| 351 321 267 2.87 493
O 700 | 572 -049 053 6.77 13.89 1279 1161 11.72 11.13 10.27 10.59 10.99 7.11 4.00 342 323 251 246 3.92
1000 -548 -0.38 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 3.26 264 0.30
1500 -1.69 -0.09 1.65 9.04 12.67 11.61 12.15 12.30 12.05 10.92 8.81 320 546 524 201 3.46 3.37] 2.85 0.26
2000/ -1.21 0.28 1.74 9.58 11.74 11.78 11.87 11.07 10.38 9.17 8.10 8.03 7.87 857 4.91 328 3.39 3.03 1.20
30000 2.92 1.19 1.44 8.69 11.07 10.77 9.88 10.89 10.86 10.10 945 861 807 811 807 7.83 3.19 3.75 202
Poor@  |Good

Fig. A.10. Average SDRi using 10 different initializations of Song 9.

Average Side lobe level used in spatial model optimization [dB]
SDRi 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 120 150 200 300 500 700 1000 1500 2000 3000
20 | 7.11| 9.46 1048 4.86 1.53 266 1.73 267 326 211 208 165 278 1.31 0.63 050 0.01 -1.13 -3.40
30 | 7.77] 8.96(11.19 3.26 236 1.80 3.69 248 172 3.00 244 231 128 204 1.94 201 1.20 -0.17 -3.12
40 | 805 802 10.16) 9.07 427 382 981 7.75 887 7.30 7.49 640 7.71 7.70 7.75 7.02 508 3.55 -0.58
50 | 7.04 6.88 870 3.32 9.88 12.38 11.94 12.26 12.60 12.80 12.90 13.03 12.86 11.66 11.03 10.27 8.18 6.45 1.01
E' 60 | 6.71 628 4.63 8.32 15.30( 14.73 14.82 14.64 14.45 13.79 13.64 13.24 13.48 13.10 12.98 10.90 8.63 5.30 2.18
< ‘= 70 | 674 661 426 6.90 11.06) 15.11] 14.74 14.34 13.84 13.47 13.03 12.69 12.47 1148 11.45 1070 7.72 520 1.34
3 2 80 | 625 6.10 430 3.68 12.06 11.70 14.47[ 13.92 13.61 12.91 1278 12.34 12.03 11.43 1123 1001 7.51 539 035
) N 90 | 353 628 408 080 9.65 12.49 13.79] 14.27) 13.70 13.00 12.59 12.05 11.19 10.83 10.73 9.98 837 592 1.31
3 g 100 | 2.94 392 426 1.32 1.01 10.31 12.93 13.64 14.05 13.63 13.23 12.47 11.16 10.55 10.68 9.70 8.38 6.45 253
E S 120| 084 -380 132 065 148 3.37 12.52 13.85 13.98) 13.68) 1346 12.84 11.86 10.93 10.72 960 843 649 3.08
2T 150 | 946 072 072 -041 147 162 11.96 13.36 13.95 13.99) 13.61) 13.04 11.76 11.05 10.74 9.85 840 6.86 259
98 200|849 -3.71 301 267 6.74 196 251 9.63 11.74 13.16 1351 1290 11.80 11.06 10.54 9.47 812 7.05 2.95
§§ 300 | 439 -1.36 -1.30 091 6.71 519 597 4.83 278 -0.85 8.16 12.40[ 11.91[ 10.49 10.28 9.87 817 6.76 2.89
"’g 500 | -1.74 -0.05 1.18 214 819 571 648 3.66 3.01 263 0.12 5.53 10.61[10.52] 9.95 9.38 8.05 6.80 3.56
Q 700 -326 -0.76 -021 213 7.50 161 322 323 143 0.0 067 -047 4.17 10.3210.21) 9.46 835 667 3.52
1000/ -2.73 -0.48 041 2.13 497 3.80 180 1.05 1.91 045 097 0.14 -0.24 10.52 9.85 9.22| 8.35 6.60 3.30
1500 -2.53 -0.14 1.69 2.03 622 4.29 400 202 158 268 263 324 051 6.19 7.38 9.09 7.84 6.46 2.79
2000 -3.38 -0.06 1.96 1.88 5.37 554 543 583 537 539 442 4.18 097 051 228 469 8.00 6.39 2.78
3000/ -3.37 0.28 0.85 2.07 664 6.07 503 549 7.05 6.01 3.58 4.53 2.64 1.00 -0.08 090 512 6.20| 3.38

Fig. A.11. Average SDRi

Poor[ @ |Good

using 10 different initializations of Song 10.



