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Abstract—The short-time Fourier transform (STFT), or the
discrete Gabor transform (DGT), has been extensively used in
signal analysis and processing. Their properties are characterized
by a window function. For signal processing, designing a special
window called tight window is important because it is known
to make DGT-domain processing robust to error. In this paper,
we propose a method of designing tight windows that minimize
the sidelobe energy. It is formulated as a constrained spectral
concentration problem, and a Newton’s method on an oblique
manifold is derived to efficiently obtain a solution. Our numerical
example showed that the proposed algorithm requires only
several iterations to reach a stationary point.
Index Terms—Short-time Fourier transform (STFT), discrete
Gabor transform (DGT), tight frame, spectral concentration,
Slepian window, oblique manifold, manifold optimization.

I. I NTRODUCTION

T

HE short-time Fourier transform (STFT), or the discrete
Gabor transform (DGT) [1]–[5], has been extensively
used as the standard tool for signal analysis and processing
[6]–[14]. The major advantage of STFT/DGT over the Fourier
transform is its ability to localize the frequency components
of a signal at each time. This is realized by a tapering function
called window whose energy is concentrated in the timefrequency domain. Since the properties of STFT/DGT are
characterized by the used window, many windows have been
proposed in the literature [15]–[26].
While most of the existing windows have been designed for
signal analysis, windows for synthesis are equally important
for processing. STFT/DGT-domain signal processing modifies
STFT/DGT coefficients and then converts it back to the time
domain. In the forward and inverse transformations, the signal
is multiplied by analysis and synthesis windows, respectively.
Therefore, both analysis and synthesis windows affect the
result of STFT/DGT-domain processing.
The common practice is to firstly choose a window that
is optimized for analysis, and then a synthesis window is
generated to satisfy the perfect reconstruction condition. Such
a window that perfectly reconstructs an unprocessed signal
is said to be dual [1]–[5]. The most used dual window for
synthesis is the canonical, or minimum-norm, dual window,
and hence its computation is well-studied [27]–[30]. However,
such canonical windows are not optimized for processing,
i.e., there must exist a better dual window suitable for signal
processing. Therefore, methods for designing other types of
dual windows have also been proposed [31], [32].
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An important class of windows for signal processing is tight
window1 [28]. A tight window can perfectly reconstruct a
signal by using it for both analysis and synthesis, i.e., it is
self-dual. According to the frame theory, tight windows can
make DGT robust to error of processing [33], [34]. Therefore,
their design should be an important topic for DGT-domain
processing. However, design of tight windows has been rarely
studied until recently [32], [35], [36] probably due to the
complicated nature of the set of tight windows.
In this paper, we propose a method of designing tight
windows that minimize the sidelobe energy. Since a set of
tight windows can be represented as an oblique manifold,
we formulate the window design as a manifold optimization
problem. Then, we derive a Riemannian Newton’s method that
can compute an optimal tight window by several iterations.
II. P RELIMINARIES
Let R, C, and N be the sets of all real numbers, all complex
numbers, and all nonnegative integers, respectively. The imaginary unit is denoted by i ∈ √
C, i.e., i2 = −1. For any complex
number c ∈ C, c̄ and |c| := cc̄ denote the complex conjugate
and the absolute value of c. We write vectors and matrices
by boldface lowercase and uppercase letters, respectively, and
their transposes are denoted by (·)T . The identity matrix of
order N is denoted by IN ∈ {0, 1}N ×N , and a zero matrix of
size M × N is denoted by OM ×N ∈ {0}M ×N . For any real
vectors x, y ∈ RN , the Euclidean metric, or the standard inner
product, is defined as hx, yi p
= xT y, and√the Euclidean norm
of x is defined as kxk2 = hx, xi = xT x. A sphere of
radius r in RN is defined as SrN −1 = {x ∈ RN | kxk2 = r}.
The floor and ceiling functions are denoted by b·c and d·e,
respectively. The order of a function is denoted by O(·).
A. Discrete Gabor Transform and Its Inversion
Let x := (x[0], x[1], . . . , x[L−1])T ∈ CL be a discrete-time
signal of length L, and w := (w[0], w[1], . . . , w[K − 1])T ∈
CK be a window of length K such that w is shorter than x,
i.e., K < L. In addition, let a and M be integers satisfying
L/a =: N ∈ N and 0 < a < K ≤ M ≤ L. In this paper, we
define STFT/DGT of x with respect to the window w as
X[m, n] =

K−1
X

x[l + an] w[l] e−2πiml/M ,

(1)

l=0

where m = 0, 1, . . . , M − 1, n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, and the
signal x[·] is treated periodically as x[l + L] := x[l].
1 To be accurate, a tight window is a window that generates a tight Gabor
frame [1]–[5]. We use the term “tight window” throughout the paper because
our focus is on a window and not on the associated frame.
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The inverse DGT is defined with a synthesis window γ as
bl/ac

X

x[l] =

γ[l − an]

M
−1
X

X[m, n] e2πim(l−an)/M ,

m=0

n=d(l−K+1)/ae

(2)
where X[m, −n] is treated as X[m, −n] := X[m, N − n] for
n = 1, 2, . . . , b(K − 1)/ac. This transform reconstructs the
original signal if γ is dual of w [2]. When a window w is
self-dual (i.e., signals can be reconstructed by using w/λ in
place of γ with some λ > 0), it is called a tight window. A
tight window wt can be obtained by the following projection:
√ −1/2
w,
(3)
wt = λSw
where Sw ∈ RK×K is a diagonal matrix corresponding to the
frame operator [4], and its diagonal components are given by
b(K−l−1)/ac

[Sw ]l,l = M

X

|w[l + an]|2

III. T IGHT M INIMUM -S IDELOBE W INDOW
We propose a class of tight windows that minimize the
sidelobe energy. It is defined as a solution to the spectral
concentration problem under the constraint of tightness.
A. Spectral Concentration Problem and Slepian Window

(4)
When λ = 1, the tight window wt obtained by (3) is called
the canonical tight window [28]. In this paper, we assume that
the window w is real-valued for simplicity, i.e., w, γ ∈ RK .
B. Newton’s Method on Riemannian Manifold
Let M (⊂ RN ) be a Riemannian manifold embedded in the
Euclidean space,2 where the tangent space to M at x ∈ M is
denoted by Tx M. Let h : RN → R be a twice continuously
differentiable function whose gradient in the Euclidean metric
is ∇h : RN → RN . We address the following problem on M:
minimize h(x).
x∈M

(5)

To solve the problem in (5), we introduce the Riemannian
gradient and Hessian of h on M [37]–[40]. The Riemannian
gradient at x ∈ M is a vector gx ∈ Tx M (⊂ RN ) defined as

gx = (g1 (x), g2 (x), . . . , gN (x))T = Px ∇h(x) ,
(6)
where gn : RN → R (n = 1, 2, . . . , N ) is a differentiable
function (a component of gx ), and Px : RN → Tx M is
the metric projection onto Tx M. This projection is given as
an orthogonal projection matrix Px ∈ RN ×N since Tx M is a
linear subspace for any x ∈ M. Next, the Riemannian Hessian
at x ∈ M is defined as a linear operator Hx : Tx M → Tx M
and can be expressed as some matrix Hx ∈ RN ×N satisfying3

T 
Hx v = Px ∇g1 (x) ∇g2 (x) · · · ∇gN (x) v (7)
for all v ∈ Tx M. We also define a mapping Rx : Tx M → M
as Rx (v) = PM (x+v), where PM : RN → M is the singlevalued metric projection onto M. From [38, Propositions 5.43,
5.47, and 5.48], Rx is a second-order retraction on M, and
1
h(Rx (v)) = h(x) + hgx , vi + hHx v, vi + O(kvk32 ) (8)
2
holds for all x ∈ M and all v ∈ Tx M. If the inverse operator
Hx−1 : Tx M → Tx M of Hx exists, a stationary point v ∈
is also called a Riemannian submanifold of RN with the metric h·, ·i.
= Px [∇g1 (x) ∇g2 (x) · · · ∇gN (x)]T does not have to hold in
(7) since v belongs to the tangent space Tx M, not the Euclidean space RN .
3H
x

from a given initial value x(0) ∈ M until (x(i) )i∈N converges.
If x(0) is sufficiently close to a stationary point x? ∈ M of h
(i.e., gx? = 0), then (x(i) )i∈N generated by (9) converges to
x? at least quadratically [37, Theorem 6.3.2]. Since a solution
to the problem in (5) is also a stationary point of h on M,
the problem is quickly solved if we can give a proper x(0) .

(l = 0, 1, . . . , K − 1).

n=−bl/ac

2M

Tx M of the function h ◦ Rx : Tx M → R is expressed as
v = −Hx−1 gx by ignoring the last term of (8).
The Riemannian Newton’s method solves (5) by iterating


x(i+1) = Rx(i) −Hx−1
= PM x(i) −Hx−1
(9)
(i) gx(i)
(i) gx(i)

Define the discrete-time Fourier transform of w as4
w(f
b )=

K−1
X

w[l] e−2πif l

for f ∈ [−1/2, 1/2),

(10)

l=0

and let p ∈ (0, 1) be a given proportion of the mainlobe to the
entire frequency. To minimize the sidelobe energy of w,
b the
following spectral concentration problem is considered:
R p/2
|w(f
b )|2 df
−p/2
.
(11)
maximize R 1/2
2 df
w ∈ RK \{0}
|
w(f
b
)|
−1/2
Note that this maximization of the mainlobe energy is equivalent to minimization of the sidelobe energy. The numerator
of the cost function of (11) can be expressed as
Z p/2
Z p/2
K−1
X K−1
X
0
|w(f
b )|2 df =
w[l]w[l0 ]
e−2πif (l−l ) df
−p/2

=p

K−1
X K−1
X

l=0 l0 =0

−p/2

w[l]w[l0 ] sinc(p(l − l0 )) = wT Qp w,

l=0 l0 =0
0

))
) ∈ RK×K is
where Qp := (p sinc(p(l − l0 ))) = ( sin(πp(l−l
π(l−l0 )
a positive-definite symmetric matrix. For p = 1, we have
Z 1/2
|w(f
b )|2 df = wT Q1 w = wT IK w = wT w.
−1/2

Thus, the problem in (11) maximizes the Rayleigh quotient,
maximize

w ∈ RK \{0}

w T Qp w
,
wT w

(12)

which is equivalent, by letting wT w = kwk22 = 1, to
maximize wT Qp w.
w ∈ S1K−1

(13)

The solution wS,p to the problems in (12) and (13) is the first
principal eigenvector of Qp and is symmetric, i.e., wS,p [l] =
wS,p [K − l − 1] for l = 0, 1, . . . , K − 1 [16]. This minimumsidelobe window wS,p is called the Slepian window.
4 The

sampling interval is set to 1, but it can be changed to any length.
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B. Proposed Tight Minimum-Sidelobe Window
Although the Slepian window is optimal in terms of sidelobe
energy, its canonical tight window has poor energy concentration as will be illustrated in Section IV. This is because the
projection onto the set of tight windows in (3) does not take
the spectral characteristics into account. Thus, we propose to
find a minimum-sidelobe window within all tight windows.
Here, we assume K/a =: J ∈ N for simplicity,5 but this
assumption can be removed. From (4) and its periodicity with
period a, the condition for the tightness of w is given by
M

J−1
X

|w[l + an]|2 = M kwl k22 = λ

(l = 0, 1, . . . , a − 1),

n=0

with λ > 0 and wl := (w[l], w[l + a], . . . , w[l + a(J − 1)])T ∈
RJ (l = 0, 1, . . . , a − 1). Without loss of generality, we set
λ = M/a. Then, the proposed window is formulated as a
solution to the following constrained optimization problem:
T

maximize w Qp w
w ∈ S1K−1

subject to ∀l

kwl k22

1
= ,
a

(14)

which is the problem in (13) with the tightness constraint. To
compute its solution, we derive a fast algorithm as follows.
C. Riemannian Newton’s Method for the Problem in (14)
To derive the fast algorithm, the problem in (14) is ree :=
formulated. First, we sort the components of w as w
T
(w0T , w1T , . . . , wa−1
)T ∈ RK and accordingly sort Qp to
e p ∈ RK×K
construct a positive-definite symmetric matrix Q
T
T
e
e Qp w.
e Next, we express
satisfying w Qp w = w
the tight√
ness constraint kwl k22 = 1/a (⇔ kwl k2 = 1/ a) by a set

J−1
T
√
M := (w0T , w1T , . . . , wa−1
)T ∈ RK ∀l wl ∈ S1/
a

a
J−1
J−1
J−1
J−1
= S1/√a × S1/√a × · · · × S1/√a = S1/√a .
(15)
This constraint set M, the direct product of spheres, is the
Riemannian product manifold called oblique manifold [38].
e ∈ M ⇒ w ∈ S1K−1 , the problem in (14) is the same
Since w
as a minimization problem on the oblique manifold M:
1 Te
e Qp w.
e
minimize − w
e∈M
w
2

(16)

epw
e is twice continuously
e := − 21 w
eTQ
The cost function h(w)
differentiable in the Euclidean space, and thus the Riemannian
Newton’s method in (9) is applicable.
To apply it, we have to derive the metric projection onto
the tangent space Pwe in (6) and (7), the Riemannian gradient
gwe in (6), the Riemannian Hessian Hwe in (7), and the metric
projection onto the oblique manifold PM in (9).
1) Metric Projection onto the Tangent Space: Since M is
a product manifold as shown in (15), the tangent space of M
J−1
√ :
is the direct product of those of the spheres S1/
a
J−1
√ × Tw S J−1
√ × · · · × Tw
√ , (17)
Twe M = Tw0 S1/
S J−1
1 1/ a
a−1 1/ a
a
5 If K/a is not an integer, subvectors w of different lengths are generated,
l
which makes the notation of the definition of M in (15) more complicated.

J−1
√ = {vl ∈ RJ | w T vl = 0}, and the metric
where Twl S1/
l
a
J−1
√ onto Tw S J−1
√ is
projection Pwl : RJ → Twl S1/
l 1/ a
a

Pwl = IJ − awl wlT .

(18)
K

From (17) and (18), the metric projection Pwe : R → Twe M
onto Twe M can be expressed as a block-diagonal matrix

T
Pwe = IK − a diag w0 w0T , w1 w1T , . . . , wa−1 wa−1
= IK − aW W T ,
where W = diag(w0 , w1 , . . . , wa−1 ) ∈ RK×a .
2) Riemannian Gradient: The Riemannian gradient of h at
e ∈ M is given by projecting the Euclidean gradient as
w


epw
e = − IK − aW W T Q
e
gwe = Pwe ∇h(w)


e p − a diag h0 (w)I
e
e J , h1 (w)I
e J , . . . , ha−1 (w)I
e J w
=− Q
e
=: −Uwe w,

(19)

e := wlT ql (l = 0, 1, . . . , a − 1) is a differentiable
where hl (w)
T
epw
e = (q0T , q1T , . . . , qa−1
function computed with Q
) T ∈ RK .
3) Riemannian Hessian: According to (7) and (19), the
e ∈ M satisfies
Riemannian Hessian of h at w
Hwe v = −Pwe Uwe v

e ∇h1 (w)
e ···
+ aPwe W ∇h0 (w)

T
= − IK − aW W Uwe v

epv
= − Uwe v − aW W T Q

T
e
∇ha−1 (w)
v

e h1 (w),
e . . . , ha−1 (w))
e T
+ a2 W W T V (h0 (w),

ep v
= − Uwe − aW W T Q


(20)

T
for all v = (v0T , v1T , . . . , va−1
)T ∈ Twe M, where we exploited
two properties of the oblique manifold, Pwe W = OK×a and
W T V = Oa×a , with V = diag(v0 , v1 , . . . , va−1 ) ∈ RK×a .
From (19) and (20), a stationary point v ∈ Twe M in (8) is

−1
T e −1
e
Uwe w.
(21)
v = −Hw
e − aW W Qp
e = − Uw
e gw

Using the matrix inversion lemma, it can also be expressed as
−1
1 −1
−1
e + Uw
W W T Uw
1,
v = −w
e W
a e
which guarantees v ∈ Twe M from W T v = 0, where 1 ∈ Ra
and 0 ∈ Ra denote vectors whose components are all ones
and zeros, respectively.
4) Proposed Algorithm: The metric projection PM onto the
oblique manifold M can be computed by applying the metric
J−1
√ to each subvector
projection PS J−1
onto the sphere S1/
√
a
1/ a
wl . Thus, the Riemannian Newton’s method in (9) is given by
(i)

(i+1)

wl

(i)

(i) 

= PS J−1
wl + vl
√
1/

(i)

a

=√

(i)

wl + vl
(i)

(i)T
(i)T
(i)T
(v0 , v1 , . . . , va−1 )T
(i)
e

, (22)

(i)

a wl + vl

2

where v =
∈ Twe (i) M is computed by substituting w into (21). The proposed algorithm
is summarized in Fig. 1.
e (0) ∈ M is important for quickly
The initial tight window w
obtaining a solution. We recommend two initializations. One is

p
−1/2
to use the tight window w(0) = M/aSwS,p wS,p obtained
(0)
e = PM ( w
eS,p ). Since
from the Slepian window wS,p , i.e., w
eS,p ) ≈
wS,p is the solution to the problem in (13), if PM (w
eS,p , the solution to the problem in (14) is expected to exist
w
in the close neighborhood of w(0) . The other is to use a tight
window wM,p obtained by the proposed algorithm with a
different parameter p. Since a solution to the problem in (14)
should change continuously with the change in p, if p0 ≈ p,
wM,p is expected to exist in the close neighborhood of wM,p0 .
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Fig. 2. The value of the Euclidean norm of the Riemmanian gradient at each
iteration kgw
e (i) k2 . Since the required numbers of iterations were largely
different for some p (see Table I), the figure was split into two parts: results
for p = 1/K, . . . , 13/K (left) and those for p = 14/K, . . . , 20/K (right).
The color represents p, where 1/K is dark blue, and 20/K is yellow.
TABLE I
N UMBER OF ITERATIONS REQUIRED TO MEET THE STOPPING CRITERION .
p
1/K
2/K
3/K
4/K
5/K

i
2
4
3
3
4

p
6/K
7/K
8/K
9/K
10/K

i
4
4
5
6
7

p
11/K
12/K
13/K
14/K
15/K

i
5
4
6
26
8

p
16/K
17/K
18/K
19/K
20/K

i
10
17
26
266
43

0

Power [dB]

Fig. 1. Proposed algorithm for computing tight minimum-sidelobe windows.

100

Slepian

Input: Initial tight window w, time shift a, and proportion p.
1: Construct Qp .
e p , respectively.
e and Q
2: Convert w and Qp to w
3: Construct Uw
e and W .
e
4: gw
e ← −Uw
ew
5: i ← 0
6: while kgw
max do
e k2 > δ and i < i
e p −1 gwe
7:
v ← Uwe − aW W T Q
wl +vl
8:
wl ← √a kw
(l = 0, 1, . . . , a − 1)
l +vl k2
9:
Construct Uwe and W .
e
10:
gwe ← −Uwe w
11:
i←i+1
12: end while
e to w.
13: Convert w
14: Return w.

4

Norm of Riemannian gradient
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6 Even though we used an accurate method [42] for computing the matrix
inverse in the 7th line of Fig. 1, the instability occurred as shown in Fig. 2.
7 We empirically found that all windows were nonnegative and symmetric.

Power [dB]

Canonical tight

-100
-200
-300
0

Power [dB]

In this section, we show some windows designed by varying
the mainlobe-width parameter p ∈ {1/K, 2/K, . . . , 20/K}
while fixing K = 512 and a = 128. For p = 1/K, the initial
value of the proposed algorithm was set to the tight window
given from wS,p . Then, for p = n/K (n ≥ 2), the proposed
window for p = (n − 1)/K was used as the initial value. The
iteration of the proposed algorithm was terminated when the
norm of Riemannian gradient became smaller than δ = 10−15 .
The norm of Riemannian gradient at each iteration is shown
in Fig. 2, where each line corresponds to one of the mainlobewidth parameter p (see Table I), and the stopping criterion
10−15 is indicated by the horizontal line. The numbers of
iterations necessary to meet the stopping criterion are summarized in Table I. The proposed Newton’s algorithm was
able to rapidly obtain a solution for p ≤ 13/K. The algorithm
required more iterations for p ≥ 14/K, but it was still fast
except for p = 19/K. The instability for higher p should be
e p [16], [41].6
because of the numerical ill-conditioning of Q
Note that the proposed Newton’s method for a = 1 coincides
with the Rayleigh quotient iteration which converges to an
eigenvector cubically [37]. That is, the proposed algorithm
can be considered as its generalized version for the oblique
manifold M, and hence the rapid convergence is expected.
Shapes7 and spectra of the obtained windows are shown in
Fig. 3. The Slepian window (upper row) becomes narrower as
p increases, which corresponds to increase of the distance from
the set of tight windows. Therefore, its canonical tight window

0

Proposed tight

IV. N UMERICAL E XAMPLE

0

100

200

300

Samples

400

500

-100
-200
-300
10-3

10-2

10-1

100

Normalized frequency

Fig. 3. Comparison of the conventional and proposed windows (K = 512,
a = 128, p = 1/K, . . . , 20/K). From top to bottom, the Slepian window,
its canonical tight window, and the proposed tight window are shown. The
color represents the mainlobe-width parameter p, where 1/K is dark blue,
and 20/K is yellow. All lines are peak normalized, and the frequency axes
are normalized so that the Nyquist frequency becomes 100 .

(middle row) is more different for larger p. This modification
broke the energy-concentration property of the Slepian window as in the middle right figure. In contrast, the proposed
window (bottom row) was able to narrow the mainlobe as the
Slepian window while maintaining the tightness.
V. C ONCLUSION
In this paper, we proposed a class of tight windows that minimize the sidelobe energy. Those windows are characterized by
solutions to the energy minimization problem on the oblique
manifold. We also proposed the Riemannian Newton’s method
for rapidly computing them. Improvement of the stability of
the algorithm for a large window-width parameter p as well as
applications of the proposed windows to DGT-domain signal
processing are left as future works.
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Boston, 2008.
[5] I. Daubechies, Ten Lectures on Wavelets. SIAM, 1992.
[6] Y. Takahashi, D. Kitahara, K. Matsuura, and A. Hirabayashi, “Determined source separation using the sparsity of impulse responses,” in
IEEE Int. Conf. Acoust. Speech Signal Process. (ICASSP), 2020, pp.
686–690.
[7] R. Nakatsu, D. Kitahara, and A. Hirabayashi, “Non-Griffin–Lim type
signal recovery from magnitude spectrogram,” in IEEE Int. Conf. Acoust.
Speech Signal Process. (ICASSP), 2020, pp. 791–795.
[8] T. Kusano, K. Yatabe, and Y. Oikawa, “Sparse time-frequency representation via atomic norm minimization,” in IEEE Int. Conf. Acoust. Speech
Signal Process. (ICASSP), 2021, pp. 5075–5079.
[9] K. Yatabe and D. Kitamura, “Determined BSS based on time-frequency
masking and its application to harmonic vector analysis,” IEEE/ACM
Trans. Audio Speech Lang. Process., vol. 29, pp. 1609–1625, 2021.
[10] T. Nakashika and K. Yatabe, “Gamma Boltzmann machine for audio
modeling,” IEEE/ACM Trans. Audio Speech Lang. Process., vol. 29, pp.
2591–2605, 2021.
[11] Y. Masuyama, K. Yatabe, Y. Koizumi, Y. Oikawa, and N. Harada,
“Deep Griffin–Lim iteration: Trainable iterative phase reconstruction
using neural network,” IEEE J. Sel. Top. Signal Process., vol. 15, no. 1,
pp. 37–50, 2021.
[12] D. Kitamura and K. Yatabe, “Consistent independent low-rank matrix
analysis for determined blind source separation,” EURASIP J. Adv.
Signal Process., vol. 2020, no. 1, p. 46, 2020.
[13] D. Takeuchi, K. Yatabe, Y. Koizumi, Y. Oikawa, and N. Harada,
“Effect of spectrogram resolution on deep-neural-network-based speech
enhancement,” Acoust. Sci. Technol., vol. 41, no. 5, pp. 769–775, 2020.
[14] K. Yatabe, Y. Masuyama, T. Kusano, and Y. Oikawa, “Representation
of complex spectrogram via phase conversion,” Acoust. Sci. Technol.,
vol. 40, no. 3, pp. 170–177, 2019.
[15] F. Harris, “On the use of windows for harmonic analysis with the discrete
Fourier transform,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 66, no. 1, pp. 51–83, 1978.
[16] D. Slepian, “Prolate spheroidal wave functions, Fourier analysis, and
uncertainty — V: the discrete case,” Bell Syst. Tech. J., vol. 57, no. 5,
pp. 1371–1430, 1978.
[17] J. Kaiser and R. Schafer, “On the use of the I0-sinh window for spectrum
analysis,” IEEE Trans. Acoust. Speech Signal Process., vol. 28, no. 1,
pp. 105–107, 1980.
[18] A. Nuttall, “Some windows with very good sidelobe behavior,” IEEE
Trans. Acoust. Speech Signal Process., vol. 29, no. 1, pp. 84–91, 1981.
[19] H. Rohling and J. Schuermann, “Discrete time window functions with
arbitrarily low sidelobe level,” Signal Process., vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 127–
138, 1983.
[20] K. Prabhu and K. Bagan, “Variable parameter window families for
digital spectral analysis,” IEEE Trans. Acoust. Speech Signal Process.,
vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 946–949, 1989.
[21] K. Toraichi, M. Kamada, S. Itahashi, and R. Mori, “Window functions
represented by B-spline functions,” IEEE Transactions on Acoustics,
Speech, and Signal Processing, vol. 37, no. 1, pp. 145–147, 1989.
[22] R. G. Kulkarni, “Polynomial windows with fast decaying sidelobes for
narrow-band signals,” Signal Process., vol. 83, no. 6, pp. 1145–1149,
2003.
[23] S. W. Bergen and A. Antoniou, “Design of ultraspherical window
functions with prescribed spectral characteristics,” EURASIP J. Adv.
Signal Process., vol. 2004, no. 13, p. 196503, 2004.
[24] R. Desbiens and P. Tremblay, “A new efficient approach to the design
of parametric windows with arbitrary sidelobe profiles,” Signal Process.,
vol. 86, no. 11, pp. 3226–3239, 2006.
[25] H. Kawahara, K.-I. Sakakibara, M. Morise, H. Banno, T. Toda, and
T. Irino, “A new cosine series antialiasing function and its application
to aliasing-free glottal source models for speech and singing synthesis,”
in Proc. Interspeech, 2017, pp. 1358–1362.
[26] T. Kusano, K. Yatabe, and Y. Oikawa, “Maximally energy-concentrated
differential window for phase-aware signal processing using instantaneous frequency,” in IEEE Int. Conf. Acoust. Speech Signal Process.
(ICASSP), 2020, pp. 5825–5829.

5

[27] S. Qiu and H. Feichtinger, “Discrete Gabor structures and optimal
representations,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 43, no. 10, pp. 2258–
2268, 1995.
[28] A. J. E. M. Janssen and T. Strohmer, “Characterization and computation
of canonical tight windows for Gabor frames,” J. Fourier Anal. Appl.,
vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 1–28, 2002.
[29] A. J. E. M. Janssen and P. L. Søndergaard, “Iterative algorithms
to approximate canonical Gabor windows: Computational aspects,” J.
Fourier Anal. Appl., vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 211–241, 2007.
[30] P. L. Søndergaard, “Efficient algorithms for the discrete Gabor transform
with a long FIR window,” J. Fourier Anal. Appl., vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 456–
470, 2012.
[31] T. Werther, Y. Eldar, and N. Subbanna, “Dual Gabor frames: theory and
computational aspects,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 53, no. 11,
pp. 4147–4158, 2005.
[32] N. Perraudin, N. Holighaus, P. L. Søndergaard, and P. Balazs, “Designing
Gabor windows using convex optimization,” Appl. Math. Comput., vol.
330, pp. 266–287, 2018.
[33] J. Kovacevic and A. Chebira, “Life beyond bases: The advent of frames
(part I),” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 86–104, 2007.
[34] ——, “Life beyond bases: The advent of frames (part II),” IEEE Signal
Process. Mag., vol. 24, no. 5, pp. 115–125, 2007.
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