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Background Proposed method Experimental results

* The environment effects signal recordings. » We employed the Herglotz wavefunction: » Simulations with the image source method.
= Reflections, diffraction and other physical phenomena. - -Room dimensions: 3.2 m x 4.0 m x 2.7 m.
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* We calculate the acoustic transfer function (ATF) to -Reverberation time: Tgg = 0.45 s.
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 The ATF can be divided into a direct component 2 =
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= Embedding directionality into the kernel has been shown Tukey(z) = 2 function
to improve sound field interpolation results in [Ito+, 2020]. — |z >0
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