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| Abstract

This paper presents a new demixing method that separates each source from a stereo sound
mixture. Under the W-Disjoint Orthogonal assumption in DUET(Degenerate Unmixing Estimation
Technique) algorithm. The proposed method is mainly processed in time-frequency domain by
using windowed-fourier transform. In this paper there are two main contributions: a weighted
mask by panning index distances and a binary mask by comparing each channel value. The former
has tender demixing characteristic, and the latter has stronger demixing characteristic. In
experimental results, we will show that both masks produce more robust demixing than the
existing demixing methods do.
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