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AT, BF v 2 VLDOEEEEICETNIBREY
MPERE L TIET 2 774~ FREREER S,
HIRlOEEY 2T, 179V 774 ¥ 7 H0ER
LICED S FERRE L (1], AT, Sk
BIZBI 277 1l zRD RO ZE L%
MEES 5, FHESEERIC K D, FREBREMERE & ST
WBFE7 7 1HlROZE 2R L 7.

2 TV T 2 JICEDKFE

IRp [ R I B0 5 f 3 H O AR e > 2 X
DHiL7, RRIIESE LTOBHIES ;e CN %

:BfZSf*hf (])

LLTCEBT %, 22T, s; eCYNBXU by eCM
WBHTEER L B4 > 0L RS O R FE R
BB fEHOREBEE Y Y TORRIIES %, &
R AROBRAAAE ZNZTNR L TVWD, 7T74
RERZERRETlE, SEPIT sy, hy O ZFIFHIC
HEE L, W 7 — ) 28U X D £ & O THHEHE
BIRST e THNES 2§22 2E X 5, DI,
JEAEEA T 7 A fIRERT %,
ZODOEREFRIRACH S Z & THRIEDSNEIE & 725
T K BHEL X BT 272012, REFIETIHT
V77472 Zz=sxh=8(2)1
YLTEEZS, 22T, ZIZst hDOV 774
Y& oTZ =shT e LTHEONET YT 14T
Hl, SETHNDEENRZ st UCECS 7 +
EITOMIBMERZR, 1€ {1IM BZEEILT1I ORY
MLTH B, ZOrE, REREMNEE

rank(Z) =1
2
L UCERLT 5, SIES SRR B0
TRANR=RATHBEWVIREDNP S, ZIFTITLITR
R=2W % HD70, by RE/ VAIEAHLEFRL T
W3, ZOEMETIE, BHIEESET L = sxh DN
MR X 28 L S 2 IR rank(Z) = 110X %
L XICEEHZ TV, X (2) I ADMM %A L
TAREFED 713 X 4% Algorithm 112773 [1],

min |[|Z],; st

yn z=85(2)1,

Algorithm 1 Proposed Method

Input: z ¢ RV M eN,p>0
Output: s € RV™
1: Function DEREVERB_1CH(xz, M, p)

2. X =STFT(x) > X € CIN

3: for f=1,2,...,Fdo

4; S(f,:) = ADMM_SOLVER(X (f,:)T, M, p)T
5. s =IiSTFT(S)

6: return s

7: Function ADMM_SOLVER(xz, M, p)

8: a = ||| >xeCV
9: r=a/a > /5 normalization
10: Z' =x[1,0,0,...,0] >Z' e CN*M
11: (A}, A3, A1) = INITIALIZATION > Zeros are fine
12: forl=1,2,...do

13: Y = Tha(Z' — AY) >Eq. (3)
14: Y = Pt (Z' — Ab) > Eq. (4)
15: C=A + AL+ YLy

16: w_2@+A5 S(C)1

17: Z" = 1(C+ R(575w))

18: ALt = Al Ytz

19: Al+1 Al Y21+1 _ g+t

20: AL M+x—&Zﬂ

21: S=U1(Zl+1)’u,1(zl+1) Dh:vl(Zl“)
22: s = s/ exp(iArg(h1)) > Phase normalization
23: s=as > Scale recovery
24: return s

ZZT, N,MiZZzhZhEFRES L EZENA Y rOLR
IEE DR EREGEB TOEX, AL, ALANIEZF 75
YIUaR, V1,Y, 13 ADMM EEHT 372901
Q) ITEA LA, R() WX S() 1 OFEEHERZR
THY R(x) = [@, S_1(x),..., S_(u—1)(x) | TH
D, V1,Y, e CVM pmgiRizzhzhn s —
THREELE, 27 1TFANDHE L LTUTD
o560 3,

= (1 1Y xn
7~block(X)( a') <]- p||X(n,)|2>+X( a~) (3)

Prank 1 (X) = 01 (X) uq (X) vy (X)H @)

ZZT, p ZXBELEOREFAE T Z 87 X=X,
(s = max(0,)), (VT BHEFEEETHD, o01(),
ui (), vi(’) EZNZNAT I NATHN DR KR
A ZAUTHIBT 2 ERFRARY ML, ARREKRS b
NTH 5, p DIEFEEEBIIG T THEE S 2 DK EE
TH370, VITHTBRIGES ICESRLERL, 2T
DEFEEBICBNTH—DOHEEEA T 5,

* Effectiveness of rank-1 constraint in single-channel blind dereverberation using matrix lifting. By Fumiki YOHENA,
Koki YAMADA and Kohei YATABE (Tokyo University of Agriculture and Technology).
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%ﬁfﬁ&k;im REFETHTINE 7 7 1

ATk Te=8(Z2)1 TREN S
Héﬁ&%rw%%ofmé LhL, 27 1K
uﬁbmﬁ%f%étm HllF Z R L 72355 ot

BErH T2 T v 1 HIOZY M2 DD
5b§ﬁ%é flfZRAM T 2HEE LT, 27k
1THINDERE R, ¥/ v a5/ MEIZ X - TIFH DR S
VOWRFET ZHEPEZIOND,

7 V7 kATAINOEETIE, K@) %

Prankte (X)) = w1.4(X) T (X) v (X)) (5)

WEoTEER 2, 22T, T1k(4), wrk(s), vik(s)
B2 ZNAT ENTATHND BT k FH £ TORE
B Ao 7= af75 e, 2RI S 2 ERERR 2 b
WV, AR MVTH D, ¥/ Vo EMETE, 15
LN TOREMEICH U CTRBELWE 21T, 20
PIRETEIBWTT V7 1{THINDSRE L B Xz
%ZrT, R Q) DI MR S L5,

4 FHMESEER

7 1 HIREZRUREFEE, LiIloEMTF
EOMREZ LT 2R %2 1T o7 VCTK 7—Xt v
FOOEAESS U LEOERT—X (B 10 7—X
30) ZHFEER 2 L, BUT Reverb Database D ZE
A4 UL ZAE (RTgo ~ 370 ms) &5 AIAA B
BE20 7 =X EAER LTz, 7Y > ZREBENE 16
Hh?%% ADMM O KAEEIHUE 500 [F], p = 400,

=50t L7z 77 EATHINDHFIZBWTIE,

=23 L THiER 1T o7, B/ NV af/MuizBlr
5%}%@0& 0.5 ¥ L7

BFHRICBI 2 (TR & SDR O REZR-1 12
IRT B/ L aiMUIcES  FETIE, SEICE
WTETORRELZHE T Z2LEND 570, 5tH
FEENFRL o TR o T3, iz, ppf*ﬁuﬂfé
N2 TOMMFIER, RO 7 > 7 1#lfEERL
7o FE L U T SDR 28 REI> T3, ZOFEHRIZ,
x=8(Z)1 TRENDBEHAAAET V& IEMEIZIRD
NETHLHZERLTWVS,

¥z, 77 1R UARREF R o T v
INT T4 Y FREREDHRTIE L OMERED LBk
L7ze HEBRTFRICIZI WPE [2], ARZ LI NV R

Y b 3], BT 4 NRY IS FiE 4] &
iz, BEFEEMERTFEL @ SDR, PESQ, WER
WX B HEBHEREPRI- IORT, Tk &, RERM
1% RTgo ~ 370, 560, 800 ms TH b, M DfEIZZFHh
ZH M =50,70,100 TH 35, ADMM D ZIERIHUZ
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F—1 BFRICBU 2T & SDR OHYLE, MATLAB
2022b 12 X hEEL 7=,

Type of method ‘ FATIRH [s] ‘ SDR [dB]

REFIE 119.1 8.5947
7> 7 2 G5 ver. 134.6 1.2205
727 3 1§ ver. 155.9 -1.5974

¥/ VI ver. 2525.6 -9.0376
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— & — Unprocessed
—6— WPE

Spectral Enhancement (oracle) ===@== Proposed
—6— Envelope Filtering (oracle)

-1 KFPEERENCB T 210ERFE e DLE#, SDR, PESQ,
WER Z Zzh#2hhfE% /R LT3, SDR, PESQ IXfHi
MAREWZFEE R, WER IHMENNSWIFEYRWL,
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5 {IU
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TBROMREDZALZMGELEL, 1ERDZ > 2 1 HlfyoD
AR L Tz SRIERFEOERLR, &D
EHERREBES OETMLERET %,
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