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Blind Audio Source Separation
Based on Time Differential of Spectrograms

Shoma Ayano

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 various methods have been proposed so far. Many BSS methods are estimating demixing system
that achieves source separation in time-frequency domain. This time-frequency expression is called
complex-valued spectrogram and has complex-valued elements consisting of amplitude and phase.
Nevertheless, in almost BSS methods including independent vector analysis and harmonic/percussive source
separation estimate sources on the basis of a source model of amplitude spectrograms. In this thesis, to improve
performance of BSS, we consider a source model of not only amplitude but also phase spectrograms. As a
method that enables us to model both the amplitude and phase, phase-corrected spectrogram was proposed. In
order to apply BSS methods using the phase-corrected spectrogram, complex-valued spectrogram of each
separated source is required. In this thesis, as a fundamental research, we analyze characteristics of time
differential of complex-valued spectrogram. Also, we consider about the method that converts time differential
of complex-valued spectrogram to time-domain signal. In addition, we apply time differential of
complex-valued spectrogram to conventional BSS methods and experimentally examine separation

performance.

Keywords: blind source separation, phase spectrogram, time differential of complex-valued spectrogram
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HEDHE L X, HROBERESSES LIDRECBIII NGS5, RANO ST #EE
TEHREMTH D, BRI AAE % Figs. 1.1 BX KX 1.2 1IR3, Fig. 1.1 Ti&, BHllxh/-
BEHEEERHNOBER L ERMECOHL, TRMEOAZRET 2 2 L THNOEH DR
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XN BEREBEFPREE (E7 /U 744 ) YR EERBOE) vI8EE (K74
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Fig. 1.1: Example of applications using speech source separation.
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Fig. 1.2: Example of applications using music source separation.

BHETHEAN O—Fle LT, 774 >~ FEEDHE (blind source separation: BSS) [1] 23%
Fois. BSS O E % Fig. 1.3 121”7, BSS BIBEAROBHIGEEABREZ N, ~4 7
PHRONE, SHROEESLZDHE T — X R ENEZ 5B WFRFETIRAROERES ZH#
ET L ARBELFETDH 5. FHlERE —UREL Lignd, ERLEICHBIIRFENT
W3,

Kz, BAEEOF » 28 (s, RERO~A 7 a k80 PREL TV L ERE Ly
2 5BHNEE 2 WS BSS ZEIRESM BSS & W5, ERESM BSS Tk, HIEMOHEH
RN E DS KT V) XL TH M5 778 (independent component analysis:
ICA) [2] DBGLIE, BACHAINTVS., BENEL TV LI RBHEEICBENT
b BSS i T % X 512 ICA % JERBEE EH L7z B E R ICA (frequency-domain
ICA: FDICA) [3] MEZR &, FDICA THEE S0 2 AR D 77 BEHE 5 O IEE % @Y i
OBZ 58— 27— a VEEOBRIEIEFICE S TR XN TV [4,5,6, 7,8, 9].
%7z, FDICA 20 L TEIROKRHFABBMEEEZEAL, —Ia7—> a YREZEELZ
DO HHES 2 HEE T 2SI P Lo (independent vector analysis: IVA) [10, 11] 23
REINSZ. X512, IVA THOWOLNFRE T VEEAT 2 FEEIER L, IEAMETHINT
TR [12] WCED R T > 7 R AR EEE % ICA OBEIRE 7 IUVICE D ANTMKT > 717
F53H7 (independent low-rank matrix analysis: ILRMA) [13, 14] BMEREATWE. ZD
£912, BUUESMF BSS TIEFEF TS X IERFENIEL LTV, KX TR, Th
b DFEZHHICHE D ZF v 2L BSS LS.

M PEIC S S F v 3L BSS @5 %, FDICA, IVA 35 & 08 ILRMA TiEmR 7 — v
T4 (short-time Fourier transform: STFT) 12 &k o T1H &4 2 R E BRI E Z VT
W5, ZORHBEBRBREEIER-OITIITH D, BERARZ b7 s efidhs. BE
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Fig. 1.3: Overview of BSS.

HOME I DEREARSZ b a2 MIRIBE AT T2 Z e TE S, R TE, #HHEX
R+ a7 T AOEEROIRES X UM% & - 2R AT % 2 2 RIEA X2 b r
7 LBEIONMHARZ v o aeRidT 5. X512, IRIEOD 2 Tz BERBIC Y - 7R
JEREATEIN R ST —ZART "R T A ERILT 5.

BSS T3 MHFIHEEF L) LI 2RELZ L Y MCHEBE M2 ERT 2. COGHEETFL
id, BRET 2104 OFRORHEBEFEBOBERRH A TR L DTHD, ©
REMMETD 2 BSS 2 S WIBEARRIRTH 5. —fFle LT, IVA £ ILRMA O
ET7V% Fig. 1412, DX D =X LD EE2 2N Figs. 1.5 BXF 1.6 1IR3, IVA T
i, MRIEARZ Fa27J 22BWT, F—5EFEORE PR 3EHE) L CAER S 2 EHAICDH
21 LOWHIREZED L ICHMERITo TV, £72 ILRMA TlE, [V —2RXZ7 ha I LI
BWC, A—EHFEOERABEBRTIEED A ZD/NEW 2 DDITHOR-THEMTE 2] 20D
REZED L ICHHEEIToTWS. 2D X512, IVA B ILRMA T, fRIEXIE ST — 2R
7 b rg 2N UTREHOBEFROKEEREMEREZEL 2L THliziToTWwad. L
PUEDS, MHARTZ ba2Z 2B LT, IVA  ILRMA RZDI1E5d BSS 128\ T
b, INFTMBREINTI o7, ZOHEHEL LT, XD 2 E1EITFoN3.

1. N OBERIFIRIER R b2 o AOZ(IIIBUETH 205, (iHARZ va 7o 40
ZIEDHF VBRI TERNI L

2. MM —7 225 7 rad OHEPATHEIAZFO XS5 ICUARAFNTE D, BENRET LV E
LTHRYFVIHNWT

ZDizh, WVHICES L ZF v 2L BSS IKBWTNMHARY v 7o AOFRETNVER
WCHLD o 7 fldhD TH7 <, 1Z ACKRBROHEE o T3, 20—/ T, RIFEDA
ZHOEIRE T VCEDC BSS OMREORFIIMEE kb o005 5. Iz, HEROK
ZRMEPEIRICEVES, BEL TV 2EHROBIMIHICZWEE, SHETANREELT
W2 TR E TN IS £2F v 2L BSS OMREA MR ICH LT 2 Z e AL AT
% [15).
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Fig. 1.6: Mechanism of ILRMA and its source model assumption.

1.2 FEXDER

BIEMHRRZ ba 27T A [16] & FHEN 2 R BRI TR, RIEH S B3 55T
IAAEANERE Y e 2 EES RSN S, TR AWT, MHORREREEEICET 2 EHE T
NEEZBIENTES. DFD, THETREHATD o 7 HO R E R EGE B S 2 €
FAERDFS 2B TEREICKS. LirL, BEMHRRZ v aZ56Z20d D% BSS
T8, DTEEXNBEMERARY Fa 2T s RRREESAN L EERT 2RI N5
BIRORIMAERARY a7 AP Er 5. Lieh->T, BIEMHARY burJ A



1.3 FEWXDWE 5

% BSS ICHEHT 2 7 DICIERHEMAERAR b a5 020D 0T 52 2 e BB L
85,

AT, AT RE S 2 IR R R B E 2 & R L 7 BSS DA a2z H e LT,
HWRARZ b a2l 7 LAORHEMD TH2REMDIERART by J a5 FHEE BSS
WHEHT 2 e 2RRT 5. —RC, REMOPERERARY Fa s 7 a3, MoRBEER GEHEO
BB OEBEE) 2HW STFT 2 HEESICEA T2 TRE2ZEMNTES. LiL,
HEESUHOET—HRINCHW SRS STFT O&MATIX, REMIERARS tnrF
LS BHREBANDHEIEANARGETH 5. ZOEE STFT OHEiw» HFHL, #Hizicws
ZHA R R T HR AR a7 o AOFRGEZHIHT 2. EBRTIE, W IRATRER I
MMAEREARZ vl J %, RO IVA &, HH#0D BSS TRHWS N 25 TES 7
At (harmonic/percussive source separation: HPSS) @ 2 FJEICHEH L, MEREZ FEERATICHH
HI5. BONLERERDPS, HEARZ bar I AL REMOERARY by J L0HE
TRTHEDMERED A Z LR L, MO EBEART ba s o LORHEZRHAET 5.

1.3 ZAFHX DB

2ET, IBEFELHAT 2 L THERSTEES ORI EREGISA DL, B XUOER

SEERNT T H 2N EICE D K 2 F v 2L BSS B XU HPSS OEERICOWTIHRNS., 3 ET
&, MRS EH W STFT 2@l 3 2 1B FEOEEE X SFEflicoVwWTidR %, BiK
ik, BBART b 7T A REMAGERARS bu o L0HEE X UBEEESADM
ZHOERERICOVWTIERRS. 4 BT, BEART T I L8 XUREMIBERRARS b
0275 2N UTHEREZITY, SEfaE 2 iR L, OB BRI 2 5%
WZOWTIEN S, BRI 5 BETARGMXLDFMRICOVWTE e o, SROFELABNS.
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21 FZAMNE

RETIE, HEESUHE ORI ERER RS X O BSS (B3 2 EEERICOWTHAT
3. 22 8Tk, TEEEERMEABMEB TRIET 22003 FXEFRFIRICOVTHENS.
HARINICE, STET 2 Ofthd X & X RIFHFEIRBRE ORI EFHHAL, Y0 X5 BHHT
Aoz peENn3 5. 2.3 Tk, Mo 2F v 10 BSS OHFRICOWTHIAT
3. MM ES L ZF ¥ 2L BSS TH % ICA, FDICA, BLUWIVA IZOWTERLT 3.
2.4 #iTi%, HPSS QM OWTHIAT 2. HPSS O E AL, &i{kici-o < HPSS
BLUXT 4 774 v RI12HS L HPSS ZERLT 5. BiRIC, 25 HiTAEZF DS

2.2 BE(ESOERIAEREEE THORIA
221 TEIELTH

BEES R R ERERENTRE T 2 Z 21k, REEBOSEEEZ2IRZ 2 ETIEHICE
MisFETHZ. —Hle LT, RIBARZ b a7 70202 b TREDHESDRDHE D
BESENTVEINEZH LA TES. BEES2RHEEABBEBRTRERT 2 kL LT,
STFT, EERER 2 ¥ 1 > & (modified discrete cosine transform: MDCT), & Q Z#
(constant-Q transform: CQT), XVEFEBARTZ ba I L, BIUEXNVEERS A5
LF7E (Mel-frequency cepstrum coefficient: MFCC) DRiRY|72 ¥ hZiFoh 3. CQT %
R ZNSDOFEOHEM Y LT, Fig. 2.1 IRT LI IC—ERBD 7 L —LaBIZEE%EYID
L, &HE 7 L — 4 CIREEED & BRI O 202 1T 5 7R ICEWB O 7 L — L 2 R
FENSAERTWS.,

STFT &, H&ESUHIIBLTRHAAIN TV I RHHEEABBEBTORRTH D, Th
WKOWTIE 222 HTH LLHHT 2. E5XLTSTFT 28T 2 ¥ @EBDOITHIHNH
N3, Fig. 2.2 (R TIBIMC STFT %58 L7RIER <2 F 125 4% Fig. 2.3 1R
Fig. 2.2 1Z 0~1 s T 440Hz DIEFLHKE, 1.5~2.5 s T 220 Hz, 440 Hz 3B X ¥ 880 Hz DIEF%
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Fig. 2.1: Windowing (splitting) time-domain signal into short-time frame signals.

B, 3sICRILDRAXTH, 45s~TsIC¥7 /D AL Fr2EURKMEIETH 5. Fig. 2.3 1%
AR JE B R SRR 2 R 5, IEBLER ¥ 7/ B ¥ ORI S & R0 3 120 U Tl
RO, FILDRATED LS RITRE SN L CEMtFIRoEEs RS, =721, &
DOENFIRIEARZ b a7 T AT RFRLTED, FEERIIRREEREEOREORR Y 7 %
RINMMHARYZ ba s 7 AHFERNCEET 2 FUICER IV, AR v r T Azon
T 223 THTHFL RS 5.

MDCT &, BEEOREIZZD 7L —2DEES2REMELZESZ2MNIMA T ) =&
PRI 5EMTH S, ZO XS REBRMEEKL R LD, 77—V LW EKEK 2 ER
IERETIE R RGEBEDAE LTERREEDMTES X515, LedioT, KHEESI
MDCT %5E/H 5 % & EZEOITHHBHN 2. Fig. 2.2 1R T RKMEFIC MDCT Z2#H L 7=17
H% Fig. 2.4 1ZRT. Fig. 2.4 SHEREE » SERREE 755, IRIBARZ baroar
S 2 & EH R EB(EE T b R EBRBR 5 OBE DRI, S EBI L TW5 Z 2 A9
2%, iUk, MDCT %3 STFT 28 20 (Rl 7 b) 2 E8OEHERHEICERL T»
5ZLICHKTE. 2o MDCT oEZFHLT, BRE=2 -7y FV7—2 LA
BOELEENE [17) RBEHRFTELO 7 LT Y X4 [18] PHER I TN 3.

CQT 1%, Q EHEMIIN 2 EAKEED /IR DILDN D 2R TERE REPHT—EL L
U=y VEBRTHS. EEICHLTCQT 2#A T 2 L EEHROITHINENS.
Fig. 2.2 IR THHEIIEIC CQT %M L721751% Fig. 2.5 1233 . Fig. 2.5 13RI A
CHRERRE AR RS, ERER Y7/ EICH L TEEROMEN Ao N 5. & DR 4 £
W2 NHEDPE L 2E@EIN 3G QA2 2—TEL0E) KhdZehrs, NEIELZH
B AR ONBIC D 2 IEERAIT 2. ok REEL2S, CQT FEREEUED /T
ELFIHERS [19].

S IC FO F 22RO T, AR U 2 8 @A B O MR ELEI L 2 & 2 35
LNTBY, ZOBREMRTHEME LI RER X VEFBE R, XVEFERARZ ba s
7 8E, XOVEBEICEOW-BEEREETH D, BEARI M J T LADHMIME2 R TDH S
R —=ZARZ "AT T LU TRANVT 4 VEANY T IR GO 7 14 VR %
LTELNZEFAHDITHITH 5. Fig. 23 ITRTIRERARY b0 7T DAL T 4 VRNV
7 %@ L XVEFRBARZ ba 2 F 4% Fig. 2.6 1IZR”3. MFCC 1 LGS X VA A~
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Fig. 2.4: Time-frequency matrix obtained by MDCT.

7 tvar 7 ADERM7 L —212 LT DCT 21T 72 DT, EHBDITHIL7%%. Fig. 2.6
WRT XVEAREBARY ba 2S5 AOFFE 7 L — 212 DCT %8 L7=1741% Fig. 2.7 IR
F. MFCC 3 EEEEOEESCPERIKORVWEGRST (ARZ MLABOWE) & XK
LTW3. XVEABEHARZ br 2775850 MFCC EEFRHETE S HVSNS [20] 23,
BREFICNT @AM Roh s [21, 22].

222 STFT

STFT &, 2.2.1 HTRR X 512, FHEROEED SRRIICE(L T 2 HEARY b L
B2 FETHS. STFT OffE% Fig. 2.8 1T, 7272 L, KPRDITHNIHS 2 #ortEic 5
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Fig. 2.5: Time-scale (frequency) matrix obtained by CQT.
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Fig. 2.6: Mel spectrogram.
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Fig. 2.7: Time-series MFCC obtained by applying DCT to mel spectrogram.

|- | ZERZ DMt E & - /752 R L, RTINS 2RARLS Arg(r) ZERI D
A (7z72L, —m 25 mrad) o7 T8RS, —ERHE I ICRBEEEZY D HTE
B R L, BoNRREEE R Y — ) 22U X - TRIEMERAN ZH1T 5. 85
N EERBER 2 RGNS 28 THRARYZ v ar'I 5 %2825 e RNTE 5.
EEELOES 2z = [2[1],2[2), - ,2[l],-- ,2[L]]T € RE ® STFT %% % %. I,
1=1,2,-, L3RI A > 7 27 2 TH 3. STFT IZBWT, FFEEERD & B BEEBRA D
ZHREOBBEBORIBIUVY 7 REZNAZNQ B T2 T2 (Fig. 2.8 2R). K~
V=28 J 3R Tkovons.

(2.1)

4]
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Fig. 2.8: Mechanism of STFT.

Rifl] 7 L — 280 J 388 72 % X 51235 z ORI R 2 AT 208 (Eu 74 > )
DBHINTWDE (B 74 Y I7HROBEREEZUDT L LRI 2). FEHE OB 1%
I= 9]+ 1 2388 (| QKRBEE) 4%, STFT k> THEHAS1THI Z € CIX/
D (i,j) FHOERIIXATERINS.

s = X+l + 7 — Dleafalesp {2 1= 20= 0 (2
q

2T, cEEBEMERLTOVS. £, w, = [wal],wa(2], wa]Q)]T € RQ X STFT
THOVREBEHTDHD, welg) 31 <qg<QUATIEOZLEZLIITEERTS. DL,
R EIR D5 5 13— E MR DO R BB 2 3 U CHEAL 7 — V = 222175 Z & T, Hflh
R, MEEDSEREDARY b T A MHINZERITHNZ TRI LN TES. £z, Z
X J ORI 7L — 2R LT QEDY > I LEDLIGEIEINTVE D, JxQ D
B INDEHREEATVS. DEDOEEVPEUHERE ZIUC L > THRLNLEEIETIER
DHZTUEE Y I3h, STFT ZTEE J x Q/L = Q/r DEHTH 5.

223 {BEMHEARY FOTS L

REITIE, STFT THLNZEEARY bur 7 200H%E, X RMEREHEPRZ %
KO WEHT 25K LTIREI N, BIEMHERRZ ba2J 4 [16] Z#HT 5. BIENL
HARZ va 27 ni%, STFTIZK > TELNIERARSY b ur T o0& BRI ONE
ZEYNCEE S 2 2 Ik o TIRBNDZEFEART vuF I 4 THS. LichoT, RiFICH
LCEEFED (STFT TE6N2) AR bur s A BIEMHEARS b s A THETH
275, PIMHICBIL TR 3. BEMERARS br 27T MIEBBOBE TR S > 7 ik
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DBND ZeHREINTED 23], IRIEL AAHOW ST Z AW EEUEMERIhTVS. £
D7D, MitHEAWERETAVEE 22 L THALRRBERERHTH 5.
X (2.2) LWEEK% 2 STFT OEFREXAITRT.

(org) (g—1)(i—1)
;z qlwalg — 7(j — 1)]exp {—QWLQ} (2.3)
22T, 20 e CI* 3 (2.3) Kk > TRHEINBEHRARZ bu s I 4 THS. K (2.2)
BB REEDA VF 7 ZARFE LI > TWAED, R (2.3) IZHHES L EEDA 727 2
DECICZR-> TV, 7, HERARZ burF s 720 OREM)TH 2 REMIER R~
zruzsn 2@ c ¢ 2T 5. 2o Z00 3 BB w.[q] 2R ¢ 1B LT
Sy U B (L%, MO BREBEER) ol g #HVT, XA TIHE RS,

I e el SRCY)

FIRF R R R B0 B AIAH O [l B I BRI A AL @ € R ZFIWCEHRE I NS, BRI
B iIxATRSINS.

(diff)
i =1 Y 2.5
Pij m [Zﬁ?rg) ] ( )
ZZT, Im[| BEEBOEROAZRIEBTHE. ERARZ T I LZD (i,7) FH
DEFZTOMMDMELR 6,; IFXX TSNS,

2rT ]
0ij = 0 > eig (2.6)

q=1
ZHEHWT, BEMERARY barsa Z0P0) e RIX 3xRXcRkdD 5N S.

IPC or
EJ ) = EJ g;)exp (¢055) (2.7)

Fig. 2.2 OREES I L TRIERARZ br 2 J 4, K (2.2) THEINZMHEARY ba s
7 LBIUNBIEMEARZ a2 o A0 % Fig. 29 1IR3, UtHARZ barF aiaxt
L, BIENHARS s a25 AOMHEIZIELESR YT 2 B0 E $h 5557 CTHIROMEH RS
ns.

2.3 JHIIEICED<EF v RIL BSS
231 ICA

MAZEICIED K ZF v 31 BSS ORI BIHHEGR T H 2 ICA [2] 1%, WFRITHIBT OBk
REBLUVEHRESHOWEHIMERZRE L FETHS. ZITRI N Z2HRESE, M %
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Fig. 2.9: Amplitude spectrogram and phase spectrograms.

BT v 3B (2L M = N) ¥ LCHIT 5. SBEE sll] = [s1l), sall), -+, snll]
DBHFREGIRARTRENS.

.Tl[l] = ansl[l] + a1232[l] + -+ aleN[l]

x2[l] = ag151[l] + agas2[l] + -+ - + aansn|l]
(2.8)

xp[l] = apisall] + anr2s2ll] + -+ + apnsn[l]

CIT, ] B m BHOBHNEETSHZ. £F v 2 LOBMES R 2] =
1[I, 2oll], - 2m )T € RM, q,, ZBEHRICHESTHE A € RN v ¥5r, &



23 MIUMICEI<EF vl BSS 13

(2.8) BAARTHENS.
x|l = Asl] (2.9)

L ADPEARSIE, W =A"1cRVN 2H{ET 2 2 TGS =[] »5EIRES sl
ERDDZZENTES., ZOW BZRDZZENICA DHITH 3.
W %Ko 272912, ICA TRUTOHEAHINEZIRET 5.

1. B0 BEE S 3R RIS
2. BOBHEZIZIES T R ARITHE S

CNHEDIREXD, THESITE LML 122 78T W 2K 27200 ICA O
A LEEIIRA TR N S.

min J (W) (2.10)

ZZT, mEbDax MR T(W) IR TEREINS.

N A . ¢)
TW) = / plog Uiy (2.11)

72, plyn) En BHODHHES y,[l] DEREFATHY, ply) ZFASHTH 5.

AR D o L E E AW T OB TA 2 HEE L7350, BEOREZIREFEZRETERWVE
WS BB H D, ICAIC & o THEE XN 25 BEATHI W e RVXN 1213, DU OFEEEHTELE
T3,

1. THHES D F v 2L DJERF DR
2. THHEE DRy — LV OEEN

IS DEEMRIISEEEEB TN LT Fig. 210 DX 5 cHn 3. KWW eHELE W
DOBfRIFRAE 12 5.

W = DIIW (2.12)

ZZT, D e RVN ZEBEDORT —AEZEZ H3HA1TH, TI € RVN ZMEB0EF2E X
B BIATH] (=3 27— a 478 TH5. LLoFEN 1T KHEA, FEE 21 D
WKHNS. AREME 1ICBEL T, D7 Z2NckD 23 7aY 27> a vy 7 (projection
back: PB) ik [24] LN S MIETFEPRRSNTE D, XA THREINS.

A

Il = W en 0 y(l) (2.13)

ZZT, e, e RN En BHOEEDN 1, ZOMOELREN 0 DXRZ PLTHD, 07 X~v—
AMEETRT. K (213) TW IEEN2 D OHBOARITENT LS RHHET-> TV 3.
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Source signal Observed signal Estimated signal

ap— A 1 0) wl 2

s2(1) W 2(1)

Mixing matrix Demixing matriA
4 .

Uncertainty of scale
A

el

—
[ :U1(I)WMWMW :ul(l)wwwwm yl(z)w.wwwm

1) N | | (0 i ”MW

Uncertainty

of order
mar e ARt

K yz(l)«w«ww\\ww yz(l)wwwwww y2(1)

Fig. 2.10: Uncertainty in ICA.

2.3.2 FDICA

KRER: BUEBSICHT 2 HEETHE, BAAAREROUREMET 2 I L TEMTE
3. Lh»L, REFEBICBY 2BAAAREROYROHEIINETSH 5. 2.2.2 HTHNT:
STFT TlZ, BAAAIEHNCERINS. DF D, FRETEET OB AIAARIES % RS JE R
R TOBIFREA L LTRSS Ze AR 2%, 22T, BIES% STFT LCFohi-¥E
FARY a7 LORFEBE Y i TOEBRERIEE ISR LT, Mz ICA 2@HL, 7
%gﬁ®@ﬁx&7bmﬁaA%ﬁﬁ?5¥&f@éPDKM{]#%%éhk._@iﬁf

, ARD X5 R EFEBERICB I 2RAEB L UOTHET LV ERET 5.

Xijn = Aisijn (2-14)
Yijn = WiXijn (2.15)

ZT, Se CHIXN 3HFREEOEKZRARY bursa, X e CIN ZRERBSOHEA
ZRZ7 daZsn Y € CIXIN 3SEHESOEEARZ varsa%kRL, A, cCVN B
KO W, € CVN 13 i HHORBE Y Y o3 2BET58 X085 TH 5. K (2.14)
BIUORK (2.15) ZRURL 73 D Fig. 2.11 TH 3.
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Mixing Source Observed Demixing Observed ~ Separated
matrix signal signal matrix signal signal
851 T
A v B Wi
A2 - . W2
A »_ N W,
(a) Mixing model (b) Demixing model
Fig. 2.11: Mixing and demixing models assumed in FDICA.
S Separated signal 1
QQ)Q 2'~.=I .I/’]_
Q@?ﬁ=f’§ T
Source 1 Mixture 1
S10 X0
AmMiYiH
Demixing . Permutation
Matrix||| « Time Solve Separated signal 2
: Y,
2
Source 2 Mixture 2
Sa( X0
7 7

Fig. 2.12: Permutation problem in FDICA.

2.3.1HTHRZ X512, ICA ODFEHESICRIEF B XOR T —VOEEMEDDH 5. FDICA
TR 22 ICA P XN 3720, FRFEBEEE ¥ THEE L 227 HHE 5 OEFEAR
ZhaZ I ADWMVPE AT —ABNTINFIZRDE LW FENEL 2. FEEEOR 7 —1 D
EEMECOVWTIE, K (2.13) © PB KIS X D ICETaliETH 5. —/5 T, Fig. 2.121
R X RABEBED =3 27— a T OREZEIRT 2 Z L 3REETH 2. ZORE
Bk =3 27— a VIR TED, ZhZBERT 25 b FDICA ITB1F 2 KE4H
HTH5.

233 IVA

2.321HTIE, FDICA IQI3 8— I 25— a Yl VWS KELMENREET L2
Nz, ZRUSH LT, IVA [10] Tl&, Fig. 1.4 (a) &R 3 & 51 FDICA O EJFEETF I [
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—BHIRO RPN THEE L TR T 2HAICH 51 L WHIREZEAL, BB
FEDHTRY MERETEZ Zfﬂ7FWW@@iﬁ%Fﬁﬁ?%ijﬁ%Tﬁkﬁofm
3. L7zdoT, RBICEBOREKY > CRFICHERE ST 2o H—ERe LTEedoh
% X5 B HHTAIDHEE E NS,

IVA oF#EtREERRD X5 ickEn 3.

i — : 2
min =27 zi:log|det Wil +; Xi]ym\ (2.16)
y:VC‘, Wl:[wgv’wgw’w ] (CNXN CiZ%EODJ—J(EZ;&E/&Jﬁ‘j‘é ﬁﬁ?fﬁ”

THY, Yijn = wla,; EnBFEHOHEFEOHERART +ur70Y, € C D (i,5) &
TCTH5 (y;j, DERBCEE W, DITRZ PAZELRICER). R (2.16) OEZRD 3754
& LT, #iBBE% IVA (auxiliary-function-based IVA: AuxIVA) [11] Z W/ KIEETRA 7
7 > 7 (iterative source steering: ISS) [31] & FHEH 2 BUEAIC ZE 72 77 BEA T OO B 5
ARSI TVS. KACEHAEZRT.

Thj 4= /Z ykij* Yk, j (2.17)

U 4 erj Zymuym, Vm # k (2.18)

, Ym (2.19)
Umk P d , Ym ;é k (2.20)
vee 1 —d? (2.21)
Yij < Yij — VkYkij (2.22)

FioEHFRICHLTIRTDE=1,2,--- MBELi=1,2,--- , JIZTOVWCEHETBZ L
Z1EOEHFE L, EREIREHERZ1TS 2 TIVA ORFEZRD 2 2L BN TE 3.

2.4 HPSS

HPSS 1 ZFAF 848 L SRR 0D R D, Ml RIRIEZ X7 b v /' F 2 oS ZIRE
YULEERETMCHESWT, XD X512, BREESZHBEEB X OCHTEE IO 2 ik
TH 5.

B=H+P (2.23)

ZZT, BeC*, HeC™™ BINXPcecC* g, #zhzrhEt’ SLDREBESDOESE
AR vaT o h, FHINTHIRESDERARZ v a T L, BIXUDHEXINT-TEES
DEBARZ "SI LTH5.
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Percussive

components

Harmonic
components

Frequency

————— e T e e e S e e

Harmonic estimate Percussive estimate

Mixture
Fig. 2.13: Separation principle of HPSS.

HPSS OME % Fig. 2.13 1073, HPSS TiE, #lSIZREAMOERTH D, T8
IEEH T OB NCERTH 5, LWORIERARS br 2T AEEORBICEHR LT
W5, KREITIE, KFNR 2 8HED HPSS Th 2 i kicik-> < HPSS (optimization-based
HPSS: OHPSS) [25] ¥ X7 4 7 ¥ 7 4 M &IZHD { HPSS (median-filter-based HPSS:
MHPSS) [26] Z&iHHT 5.

2.4.1 OHPSS

OHPSS T, RIfiCTHALLMRKE H B XUCHTRE P OfiE0E W BN O Rt
i L, Thzd 2 THBIU P Z#EST 5. S [25] 1IZ7”3 HPSS Tid, BEX
NEREARZ bR ZI748 Boo HBXU P R#EET 27201, XROR/MUBEDfE &
LTHBIUPZHET 3.

min J(H, P) st |bij| = [hij| + [pij| V i, j, Arg(bij) = Arg(hij) = Arg(pig) ¥ i, j
(2.24)

22T, miEtoaR b J(H, P) 3 XA TERSINS.

IH,P) =Y { (higan|© = hag|)* + (pel® = o)} (2:25)
2]
E7, hy BEUp, BZWZNHBXU P O (i,j) BHOBERTHD, CIRAFAL VIS
ET21NTA—RTHS. AHOWMHLORD, ARLTEAT C =05 L5 3. RMLRE
(2.24) © (JRFH7R) RTH 2 hyy BEU pi; &, KROKEEHFAEZETO i BXT jigo
WTHEDIELATRE T2 THETZ 5.

0.5 _ ‘h(i+1)j’0'5 + |h(i—1)j|0’5
[his| ™ =

- —|bi; 7 (2.26)
Uhge519% + 115 9)% + (i 3 + by %)

05— pig 0™ + Ipi )™

: bi;1%° (2.27)
\/(’h(i+1)j|°‘5 +1h(i—1)31°%)" + (IPigi+)|*? + IPig-1)*®)

|pij

2
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2.4.2 MHPSS

MHPSS TiZ, RIEARZ + a7 7 20 ASE X CEBEEARICZERZAXT 4 7 ¥
TANREBAT S, AT AT Y7 4NRIE, 7 4aNREHEAT2HAOR A 7RO %
bRET 270, IFRE» OB BB E A I NG, Lizdio T, KB X O
BB RDE SN XEMPALIEEEZHMET 22 TE, AT HBIXCITES P 2155
ns.

MHPSS Tl&, 74 VEZHFAX2D+1DBEXT 4 7740 RET7MR1IKETILHL
BRWOEHTA. AT 4774 VREHFEHATHRT MU, KD & 5 ITEEES OIRIEA
X7V BZF 5B OfFRs M AbY BEUFIRZ b B L3,

b = [Ibis—p)l: big—pny s+ il Ibigep-1)ls Ibigi+ )] € REDH (2:28)

b = (oG-l 1Dyl bl s b p-ngls [barpyl] € REGH (2.29)
INHDRYZ PNVIRAT 4727 4 VREEHAT 25T, hij BEY p; BHEETE S [25].
|hi;j| = median (bz(;)) (2.30)

|pij| = median (bZ(JC)) (2.31)

Z 2T, median(-) BANE NIRRT PLOFIHEDAZ RN F— L TRTHEKTDH 5.

25 XEDFC®

RETIE, HEES ORI O & FAN 2 B E8E 5O W TEHA L 7.
RETIE, PR IR ZRERHERBERTORRY LT, REMIEERRZ v ur 0%
RET 2. 518, BETLIRBENBOMHE, ®E, BIUOEHICBI2TEAREICOVT
FELARRD.
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H
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=E-=

E

e

3.1 FzHE

RETIE, RMLOREFIETDH 2 MO BEEE A OWREMAERZAR varone %z
DHEHDFHEFTEIZOWTHR, XHICEHFEARY vur T A REMAEEARZ bu sy
Z 5% LT BSS NOEA AR IC O W TR 5. 3.2 BTk, MO EER R b
77 LORBENEIZOWTIAR S, Mo BBEEZ TR oM MO ERART tarJ A
EEDXSRHAMNTHVZDIZOWTHNS, 3.3 HiTlE, REMOSERARZ varssh
LRBEBNEILT 2 HIAICOWTIRR S, BRI, MO EERRY ba T Lol
BEBANZHTE ZEMEEHRTRT. 34HTE, RIFRRZ bu2J e R IRIE
ARZ bR ZTLERRL, T 5. BB Mo BB O B Z ik U, BSS 123
AT HBCER SN DHBITOVTIERNDG. RRIC, 35HTAEZFZ LD S.

3.2 BEREMOEZRINRY FOYSLOREMN

AL TIE, MHZEE L SR EZE 2 27912, 2.2.3 HTH L ZBIEMHRARY
fuZoa% BSSANEATAEZERHMNE LTV, BEMERARZ bu2s 205t HEICH
WA IR EREARY v al o MIEFEART valJ AR L7z b DT, X
BR [16] Tl&, WM RBEEZ HWT STEFT 2175 LM ERARZ a7 6218528
MTEZZepmREINTVS. BIRziE, K (2.3) oLLOR MM MK (24) TRES Z
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Calculated by Z©) and ¢

(org)
. Calculated by Z°*®) and ¢ ISTFT 7 (org) 7,(IPC)
Z(org) ] Z(IPC) T
. . 2 Time |
» Time ;| derivative)
derlvatlvel ISTFT 7, (diff) 0]

STFT diff L— .
Z( iff) ¢ Proposed Calculated by Z©®) and Z(dif)
Calculated by Z(©®) and Z(diff) \nverse transfor

(a) (b)

Fig. 3.1: Calculation of instantaneous phase corrected spectrogram

YICHXRLTED, XRRTrtEZXI3S.

Lz(-qrg) = d z|qlwa|lq — T(J — 1)]exp ¢ — WL—(q_l)(i 1
= a Eg: [qlwalq — 7(j — 1)]exp { 2 o }

- d —7(j — 1D]exp § — mw
— g z[q] d(rj)w“[q (j—1)] p{ 2 5 }
S Z z[q]w((ldiff) [q —7(j — 1)]exp {_27”(6]—1?@('1)}

q

= z{'" (3.1)
RRE S22 5B IEMHARZ a2y s a25t BT 279121 Fig. 3.1 (a) I&R3 223 H
DEHENDBELr L. —HT, BEMHEAXRZ v a5 a0 bREEE2B 27291001
Fig. 3.1 (b) ICRTEHENMBEL 25, BIEMHEARY v a2l J a2 ERIBECHWESGE,
THES NIABIENMH AR b a7 F L0 65 HHESNOZEFUIIHER It S Wiz it ES
DERARY a7 LB XVRHEMAIERARS ba s s ahinEe s, LirL, BHEN
KBS N 0EES 282 2 IZTERVED, DX NBIEMERARY v arsaey
HHEBAZIT 2 22X TER.

COREZRIRT 27012, BIETHMFELTHOTEHERARZ var o azn8iL, 7HEx
NTEBEARZ v al 5 A BIUOREMPEREARS v a s I a2 HOTBIEMHEAXRY ba
T L NHEBICERT A2 EEZITWS. DHINIEHREAR vr 70218528
XTE 20, FARCOBESN-RBEMOIEZEARZ v ar s 228308035 5. KM E
RARZ b5 L0 LT BSS ZiH Lflde <, THEXHREBIERZARY b
T LEBBIENTELIZPRIAPTH S, 22T, AL TREDEES M- EZEAZR
7 urI a3 5702, REMAERERARZ barJ 2L TBSS 2EHT 22 %
Ex5.

R EBARZ a7 2R LT BSS Z2#H T 21CHh 7> T, EHESEEOMREZ H
DIRMENRE Y 125, FIRSHEOMRER W2 72121%, HEARZ b0 75 LITHIGT % R
BEERIDENDHL. LrL, STFT TILFAHINS > 7 M RTIERBBIEERRT b

~
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"/,  Time-frequency domain
Complex spectrogram c ..

Synthesis window. Time domain

function Wg .

3 wq\Overlapping
Inverse short-time | /
Fourier transform 1

Overlap add

cl 4

Waveform

Fig. 3.2: Mechanism of inverse STFT.

077 AzREESICERT 2 2N TERVEWSHEND D, HRDTEEDOTEREZ ] 5 729
KR ZDOMEZRRY 2 0ED D 5.

3.3 RRAWMSERARI FOJT S LDESADET

STFT IC & > THROLNLEHERARY b s o 2FW STFT I2 & » THEIESAN Efixh
%. ¥ STFT OME % Fig. 3.2 1”3, HEARZ b/ 5 4 Z I3 Fig. 28 DX 5 ITFHHEE
N5, LihoT, MZHTIRIUDICHRARY bu o L OKKR 7 L — 4 2 Wi 7 —
VIZHL., £7 1L —20KHEEEHE%. X512, 7L —24 2 ORRESD 52RO
EEEB2DICHYIRMEICE 7L —L2EEL, ELADEZ LW MUHICKRE. DML
B3 A == v TIA (overlap add: OLA) &FHINLS [27]. OLAIZKD b t DIEES
DEBEELADLEINE 0, BB w, CE23HBELF—N—F v FIRIC L 2 HERITHH
ThHOMYIRBEE w, € RO (LI, AMEBBEIER) 2871 —ACRELEKRICE
LADEIZREND .

RES%Z STFT L THELNLERZARY vur'5 455 STFT I & - Td 2 ORRIES
R B %M, D% b BRI TREINS.

Zwa[t —mT|ws[t —m7] =1 (3.2)

FAne 7 MR OEMER OB Lo Twa Zeh s, BB e GMEBEBIIHT %
T EDEREPEPNL b, w, FEZ Q lFFO7D, w, KT 5572 EHMESEMtZ
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723 w, F—EIKIEEE SR

B AR | 825 MR L TR AP 7 5 A AR e T 2 2%
MERR T 272012, MOBEBO—Hlr LT, 1THD cos BBTRINZ NV E w, DMHEE
Bl B EZ 2. Fig 3.3 (a) IORT NV EEIRTRIN S EIMCTH 2.

%Mp:{05_05ms@ﬂ%n>(1gqgg) (3.3)
0 (otherwise)

L7 5T, Fig. 3.3 (b) ITRTNVBOMpEEFIRATRINS.

wc(Ldiff) [Q] _ sin (%) (1 <gq< Q) (34)
0 (otherwise)
STFT THHZN 2> 7 PRIEBEBERD 1/2 THEZeNEL, N=TF=N=F v TP
NZ. N=TF—N=F 9 TOFEHTTNVBOWMDPEBEREEZ 5, TEEBRSEHTH
2R (3.2) EXD LS IcKREIN 3.
Zwédiﬁ) [t — mQ] w(dif) [t — mQ] =1 (3.5)
— 2 2
22T, w e R, WM ST 2 AREMETHS. t =1 DBRAIERT S, X
KOKEE LN .

wﬁH”Ha§mﬂﬂ]+w§ﬁ)F—%g]wfﬂ)P4—§]—J (3.6)

Se L FRE G R il T2 T O BB BAMEIET 5 72121, TRTO ¢ IS LTR (3.2) 2D
MORENHS. LirL, Rk (34) kD, PN =020 P11+ Q/2 =0TBB1D,
FREMT X5 RAREER o BE LBV, COFERERIAVEOBEDATIERL,
HREEINIE TRV 5N 2 BEROMSBERDIEL AL EN—T A —N—F» TD
SAF R COERIREARSM & 7 T G RABEDTE L. X0 BRI, 55 ticoun
TR (3.2) OBEMOEHDTNT 0 TH 5 & = DAEREMREME % T AR BB E
TELR, S, SEREMMRENEi T A RERROET 2 D OBEROREEEZ S
v, & (32) XXk %i3.

T

H{E]%w—mm}¢o (3.7)

R (3.7) Zifi7z AL, FIZIESTFT ICBI RS 7 ERT=Q/2 DN—TF—nN—=F v
TTERL, 71=Q/4DV 3 —R—F—N=F v T T VEPEZOLNE. ERITRHBIDOR
BOERBTIE, 7= Q/4 DM TREMABERARZ br I akitHL, ¥ STFT Ik -
TIHILTE % Z & ZEHBRINTRT.
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Window function Window function

1.2 1.2
08¢ 0.8
S 04 -8 04]
2 2
TE:_ 0 E’ 0
£ -04 - £-04
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-12 ‘ ‘ — -1.2 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
Sample Sample
(a) Hann window. (b) Differential Hann window.
Fig. 3.3: Window functions.
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W ¥
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Fig. 3.4: Spectrogram using Hann window.
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40
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Fig. 3.5: Spectrogram using differential Hann window.

4 TWREABICKIIRIEIRY FOYT S LDEL

22WHT/R U X 51T, WA EGEEA O Z TR X o TR BIREBR M E O A7 Hix

RELSERZ DDA 5. Fig. 2.2 OREEF I LT STFT Z@EH L THF oM 2 IRIEX
RZ baZo LB IOCREMIRIBARZ va 2o sk 202N Fig. 3.4 BX U Fig. 3.5 12

N
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40 40
S 20 5
(] ()
3 o g
2 2
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€-20¢ 1S
< <

— 0 m/\ L [\m 40
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Freauency bin Freauency bin

(a) (b)

Fig. 3.6: Frequency response.

Fig. 3.4 L H#ET % &, Fig. 3.5 IXEREDTANC 2 RORHRE N7z X 5 RSN R oh .
U, BEMOREBEMOENCE 2D THS. NUEB I OMD N VB RRBUSE
% Figs. 3.6 (a) BX U Fig. 3.6 (b) 1</ T, WRERIFEIRCRBE R TH 3 2 #0138 BEGEIR
TIFBEAAAEREZITOBEL R 20D T, HEARY Fu 2l 7 AOERE 7 L — A TIXEBE
DFEEBIEEDBAAEN TV S, NV BB XUMA NV BORREREZ L U256, ¥
PDANVEBIERIIAA A=W 0rNTED, ¥4 Fue—TL RV ELRoTWVWE, X
512, FOLERBIHETIERINSEEZ L > TWD Z IR LT, 1B Figs. 3.4 XU
3.5 D 0-1 s OFFIRIELIEE T, REMAIEEAXRZ a7 J A TR 2 HEOMIRL 25T
AT

JFEREFHEICBWT, 4 Fa—T L85 &5 21, RIBRARY ba 2o a0RFEK
HANDIZUABPKELBENZ Z e 2RT. ZOLS5CH A Ru—TL\ADBENI iX, —
I 22 RE R R IS BV T T A Y w b2 & 3203, 233 HTHHLZ LS ICIVA OF
JRE 7 VAR MO LESE DBEOFEL D D ICHW 2 720, BAENICIE XV EEERES S
bNDEERTz. Fie, WD X SICTIEKKR DA 2 HOMFIROME L LTHMLS Z 213,
2.4 JETHIA L 72 HPSS OMHK - MEFIK OME 2 B W BIRE T ANDHEEE &V E
%, MRS O EEEO I BN S, L EDRIUCOVWTH L MRAET 2720, 4%
TRIFEMOEREARY v a5 22 IVA BX O HPSS 2#/H T 5.

36 XEDFC®

RETIE, REMIERARY bu 2T a2 LT BSS ~NO@EARHEM IO W T L
7o WORBEEHOCTHEINZREMAERARY v u s s axREEEANLETLT 5
S, R (37) BT IO RBHRERR I AR ETH LI LR R L. F, IVA R
HPSS ZBWTEWIHESREERS2 Z e TE 2 e F X /2. RETE, EBRICRBEMOER AR
RZ baZT7 LEACEERAMOMREICOVWTORBEZ LD 3.
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\luil
gm
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41 FzHE

AEFRTIE, HREARTZ b I AL REMIEIEARY ba 7 Z 220 LT 2 EThRE
IVA, OHPSS, ¥ X MHPSS Z#MA L, 7EMaEL i s 2. 4.2 HiC3AEBRTHW S
FHEFEEIC DWW TIAN S, BRIICIE, BEODBES W ERTEBNEE 2 B W TE
T, 43 HITIEIARER THV 2 ERREMEZ/RT. HPSS OEBTIE, EBRFEMZIE L2,
==V 7 F =R EAWTAL R= R XA =R EBRL, TR T —XTHWZEEREMIC
DVWTIHRET 5. 4.4 fiTiE 4.3 i CHRE LEBEAE AW THERSHEZITY, SMERETEE
ZHET 5. HPSS OFEBTI, 77X M T —XE2HWTEREZITV, SMEEEEL KT 5.
R, A5 HiTARELZZ LD 3.

4.2 FHEISIE

ARFEERTIX, FHHEiHERRE L L TESAEAL (source-to-distortion ratio: SDR) [33], SDR
& & (SDR improvement: SDRi), {550 Tt (source-to-interference ratio: SIR) [33],
BIMEBEANTEALL (sources-to-artificial ratio: SAR) [33] ZH Wz, 4, n FHEHOH
EIR s, € RY ICBT 2 HERE g, € RF BUTORITRT L5020 T 2 2 e 28 TE 5.

gn = Starget + Einterf T €artif (41)
ZZT, Starget € RY, €intert € RY, B enir € RE G ZNEN 5, DI, G, ICHREL
TIEEHMER D, ROBREDBIC X > TECLATHNREART ZRT.

SIR &, BERDBEESVWERLLIEETH D, Starget, €intert, B & €areir ZHWVTRIH

TRINS.

SIR = 1010g,, |3tareetl2 () (4.2)
H €interf HQ
2T, || 2 & Ly 26 BRLTVS. SIRBEVEA, X pHixhizEEThsL

RLTNVWS.
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SAR &i, %{ﬁﬁj\%ﬁgé\b\ %fi_\‘ Lfl*lé@fz@ b s Starget; €interf, j:s Jr: U €artif %‘f}ﬂb\‘f%ﬁ
TRINS.

SAR;:1obgm|Bmﬁﬁ4;m?“fb[dB] (4.3)
artl

SAR 2EWGE, BELHICE > TELLZATINREAZEATVWEWEETHI 2R
LTW3.
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FTRTDOFEERT DGTtool 29, 30] ZHWTEHRARY b urJ A8 X ORFMIER AR
7 haZo nEFHE L. DGTtool 1%, STFT Zi#HTZ 203\ MATLAB D 7 4
TS5V THY, ASTMEBCHNT 2 EUIRLa T 4 v, RIBARY v ar'Ss LA0ER, MY
BHEBOAEN, BIUOREAKRBEBOER R ZHETTS e TES. £/, STFT O
VI MREETOEBRIBOTHED 7 = Q/4 L RE L. ZOKREX, 3.3 HiTlA7ziE
D, RO ERERARY bu 2T L e REEROESICETT 2 BoEe BB 2 i
e rHWELTWAS.

43.1 IVA

SISEC2011 [34] 7 — Xty F2EHFEES L LTHEAL, 7V ¥ ZEEE%Z 16 kHz
¥ L7. Table 4.1 KEBTHWEREBSOFHMEZRT. FiHHLIEREERHE (Real World
Computing Partnership: RWCP) 7 —&Z~X—2 [32] [{FxD A > OV RIGE E2A (T =
300 ms) IC& % 2 FHEDBAAAREZITV, 10 FHL 10 HFHD 2 F v 2L BRIES24E
Uz, ZZTHWEA VoL REE E2A OINERSEME Fig. 4.1 IR THEHY TH 5.

IVA o &0 O 7y BATA O FTEIMEIX AT e Lz, oEEicidX (2.22) TRF AuxIVA
BLUISS &S EH R E MW, 100 EOEHIC X - TH LN HHTH W, ZHWT
NHEROERARZ bar o L %5 L, 251K (2.13) R PB &R #EH L TREEE
DIEBDR T — IV EMIE L. FHIEEICIE 4.2 BT L7z SDR, SIR, 3L U SAR Z#H
Wi,
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Table 4.1: Sources obtained from SiSEC 2011 dataset used as dry sources

Data name Source (1/2) Length [s]
another_dreamer-the_ones_we_love drums/guitar 25.6
another_dreamer-the_ones_we_love guitar/vocals 25.6

bearlin-roads acoustic_guit_main/vocals 14.6
bearlin-roads drums/bass 14.6
bearlin-roads piano/acoustic_guit_main 14.6
fort_minor-remember_the_name violins_synth /vocals 24.6
fort_minor-remember_the_name vocals/drums 24.6
tamy-que_pena_tanto_faz guitar/vocals 13.6
ultimate_nz_tour drums/vocals 18.6
ultimate_nz_tour guitar/synth 18.6
female4 no. 1/no. 2 10.0

female4 no. 1/no. 4 10.0

female4 no. 2/no. 3 10.0

female4 no. 2/no. 4 10.0

female4 no. 3/no. 4 10.0

male4 no. 1/no. 2 10.0

male4 no. 1/no. 4 10.0

male4 no. 2/no. 3 10.0

male4 no. 2/no. 4 10.0

maled no. 3/no. 4 10.0

4.3.2 OHPSS

HPSS 2R3 555 TlE, SiSEC2016 [35] @ DSD100 7 —&t v F 2 EHES L U THH
L7z. DSD100E L —=> 277 —% (Dev) £ 7 A PT—& (Test) D2 0DT =Xty b
FFELE 50 IR E N Tn5s. SHIXS EFXERAXANVDIEHTHBREINTED, K-
HNEJR (vocals), N—ZAEJH (bass), F7LEE (drums), BIFZDMMDEIR (other)
HERBIIEFRE N T NS, AEBRTIE, drums Z2IT8EFRT, ZOMTXTOBRRHES %
B e LT O 21T o 72, £/, SEEBDOY V7V ¥ VTEREUL 44.1 kHz &
L7.

tHEOREICET 3 [H| % |[HY|, |P| % |PY| vE#%T 5. OHPSS O#IiE | H®|
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Impulse response E2A
(reverberation tlme T60 = 300 ms)

Source 1 .-~ : ... Source 2

5.66cm

Fig. 4.1: Recording conditions of impulse response E2A.
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L7.

(15)|?
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(15)|?
ij

pij = 5bij (4.7)

== 7 =2 2HWTEERARZ bR T A0 L THBEZTV, THHES 257
%, 42 FICHALLMREREZHE L. RSN SDR 2R b&E 42 £ 5 RABEKD
REQBEEFRAA U NIA—RCZREL, TAPT—RIIH L THEBEZITo%. 7X b
7 — 2T S 2 iR I 4.2 HiTEBA L 7z SDRI, SIR, XU SAR ZHW .

4.3.3 MHPSS

MHPSS OEBRIZOWT D, FIRESIX 4.3 2 HOEBRSKM LR TH 2. OHPSS & [
CHEE L7 | HD | BEO [P hoHEARY t a0 HBLO P 282570012



4.4 SRERFER 29

N (4.8) BL U (4.9) D Wiener 7 4 VX ZHH L 7.
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BXQBIUT74VREM 2REL, TAM =X L TEREITo/2. TRAMF—RE
K3 2 FHMHEREIC 1 4.2 BiCHEBH L 72 SDRi, SIR, B XU SAR ZHW -,

4.4 EERFER
441 IVA

IVA ToOEERMR D SDR, F¥ SIR, ¥ SAR KT 52V 744+ YTy + &
Figs. 4.2-4.41RF. 22T, KHoFH (ECRRLEY 7430y Tay b)) BXUR
B (HEICRRLET 744D Ty b)) &, ZhPhAYEBIUOMO N BT 25E
BiERTH 2. RPOHEBAZZIIAEOMIET — XIS 2 RBEROM, dfRFERNICH
BRI RIS DM, FROAGBDSIZHRME, KEDRVEERIEE SO
HipHZ, fEH — A VEEHEEICED S EZRLTVS.

FHOAETIZFEY SDR IKIFKEREIHENED > 720, BOEETERMMOERA RS
FaZ S KFEERRY Fa T s kD BV SDR £k L7, SDR AR EEM:RE
T2, WENRDHMERETIIEEARZ b s 7 20DIF5BE Ve EZ 5. —/T, 512
MOBEZERWT, FEMAOEZERARZ a7 0EERART vu s o5 EX DKW SIR %
KL, MWSAR 2Rz, HEART bu T MBI ANTHREAZIGIT 2 X 5 REHED
H5ZhPHANNS.

4.42 OHPSS

FL—= Y 77— RIS 2 REBRMRIETER AL R, AL XD, TAMT—%
TRABHOEX Q % 4096 /& (92.80 ms), RXA Y5 X—& C % 1.6 L[ET L TEER%
1To7z. 7R MT—=RIINT 2L RE%Z Table 4.2 IZ7RT.

TAMT—=XDERTIX, BEARZ V0TI 0BIUOREMIERARZ Y077 00
57T SDR b M N2 BHEBMOEZI Q L FXA U RI X=X ORI Ko7, F
7oy TR TF=RIZHNT 2 ERICTBENTH 4 SDRI KERIRDOENBTHNTWS. Lidio
T, OHPSS KBWTIEEHEARY b Y7 LB XURBEMAEEZRRS F a2 T MZFAED
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Fig. 4.2: Average SDR values calculated by IVA outputs using Hann and differential Hann

window with various window length.
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Fig. 4.3: Average SIR values calculated by IVA outputs using Hann and differential Hann

window with various window length.
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Fig. 4.4: Average SAR values calculated by IVA outputs using Hann and differential Hann

window with various window length.

Table 4.2: Evaluation scores of each window in OHPSS

Window Average SDRi [dB] Average SIR [dB] Average SAR [dB]
Hann -3.280 5.800 6.368
Differential Hann -3.307 5.137 7.012

Table 4.3: Evaluation scores of each window in MHPSS

Window Average SDRi [dB] Average SIR [dB] Average SAR [dB]
Hann -2.659 6.114 7.223
Differential Hann -2.785 5.208 8.157

HWEHERHE->TWAZehbnrd., L2, SIRBIUSAR BELRIERMPENTEY, HE
ART ba 7T ATIRTHEESEWE N3O D IC AT REAZIHT 288 H 5 Z 2
Do B,

443 MHPSS

P ==V 77 =2 T 2 2EBMERIIMANR A2 1TRT. (A2 XD, 7AMTF—X
TRABBOEX Q % 4096 5 (92.80 ms), 74 VXE M % 17 L[EE L TEBREIT- 7.
T A BT =R % IR % Table 4.3 IT/RT.

MHPSS TR 7 4 VAR 3 Dk &, FEERFR (K2 SAR) KKREnENEGNS. Zh
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e TR IRIERA R br 27 aofErz KRES I E2 2 icks. —/T, RIEX
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Fig. A.1: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 512 samples)
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Fig. A.2: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.3: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.4: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.8: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.10: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 8192 samples)
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Fig. A.11: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 512 samples)



A2 MHPSS 45

| Hann [ Differential Hann|

Average SI

02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2 2 24 26 28 3
Domain parameter

Fig. A.12: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.13: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.14: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.15: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 8192 samples)
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Fig. A.16: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 512 samples)
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Fig. A.17: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.18: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.19: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.20: OHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 8192 samples)
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Fig. A.21: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 512 samples)
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Fig. A.22: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.23: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.24: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.25: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDR, window length = 8192 samples)
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Fig. A.26: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 512 samples)
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Fig. A.27: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.28: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.29: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.30: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SDRi, window length = 8192 samples)
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Fig. A.31: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 512 samples)
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Fig. A.32: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.33: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.34: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.35: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SIR, window length = 8192 samples)
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Fig. A.36: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 512 samples)
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Fig. A.37: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 1024 samples)
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Fig. A.38: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 2048 samples)
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Fig. A.39: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 4096 samples)
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Fig. A.40: MHPSS experiment using dev dataset. (SAR, window length = 8192 samples)



